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We study the three-body Fermi liquid effects in the SU(N) Anderson impurity model in the
strong interaction limit where the occupation number Nd of the impurity levels varies over the
range of 0 < Nd < 1. The three-body correlation of impurity electrons contributes to the next-to-
leading order terms of transport coefficients at low energies when the electron-hole symmetry, the
time-reversal symmetries, or both are broken by external fields or potentials. Using the numerical
renormalization group approach, we calculate the differential conductance and the nonlinear cur-
rent noise through quantum dots, as well as the thermal conductivity of both quantum dots and
magnetic alloys. Specifically, we focus on the SU(2) and SU(4) cases and demonstrate how the
three-body contributions evolve in the limit of U → ∞, across the 1/N -filling Kondo regime and
the valence fluctuation regime. Our results clarify how the three-body correlation affects low-energy
transport, with a crucial dependence on the occupation number Nd. We also show that the three-
body correlation strongly couples with asymmetries in the tunnel couplings between quantum dots
and reservoirs; in particular it significantly affects the nonlinear current through the quarter-filling
Kondo state for N = 4.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Kondo effect is an intriguing quantum phe-
nomenon [1, 2] that occurs in dilute magnetic alloys
(MAs), quantum dots (QDs), and various exotic sys-
tems, such as ultracold atomic gases [3] and quark mat-
ter [4]. In these Kondo systems, localized impurity spins
are screened by surrounding conduction electrons at low
energies, leading to a highly correlated singlet ground
state. In the 1970s, it was confirmed that the ground
state and low-lying energy excitations, obtained with the
high-accuracy numerical renormalization group (NRG)
[5–7], can be described by an effective zero-dimensional
field theory, commonly known as local Fermi liquid the-
ory [8–12].

The low-energy properties of Kondo systems realized
in quantum dots have been studied intensively through
highly sensitive measurements [13–26]. Simultaneously,
theories to deduce the universal Fermi liquid behavior
from experiments have been developed, specifically for
electrical currents [27–35], shot noise [36–40], and ther-
mal conductivity [41–43]. Furthermore, recent devel-
opments have revealed that three-body correlations be-
tween impurity electrons play an essential role in Fermi-
liquid transport at low but finite temperatures T or finite
bias voltages eV [44–50].

Three-body correlations emerge when the electron-hole
symmetry, the time-reversal symmetry, or both are bro-
ken by an internal potential or external field, and evolve
as the impurity level ϵd shifts toward or away from the
Fermi level EF of conduction bands. These correlations
affect the next-to-leading order terms in both the linear
and nonlinear responses of electrical and thermal currents

[51–58]. The degeneracy N of impurity state also intro-
duces interesting variations in three-body effects. The
SU(N) Kondo state for N = 4, consisting of the spin
and orbital degrees of freedoms, has been realized in car-
bon nanotubes and other types of quantum dots [23, 59–
64] and has investigated theoretically by a numerous au-
thors [65–74]. In particular, Mora et al. derived several
Fermi-liquid relations for the three-body correlations in
the SU(N) Kondo model, which can be classified accord-
ing to an integer Nd (= 1, 2, . . ., N−1) that corresponds
to the number of electrons at the impurity site [44, 45].

Fermi liquid theory for three-body correlations has
also been developed for the Anderson impurity model, in
which the occupation number Nd can vary continuously
in the range 0 < Nd < N [46–50, 54–58]. For multilevel
impurities with N ≥ 4, it has been shown that the con-
tribution of three-body correlations is particularly pro-
nounced in the Kondo states with the electron numbers
Nd ≃ 1 and N − 1, and that this contribution increases
with the Coulomb interaction U [57, 58]. Therefore, it is
expected that three-body correlations are maximized in
the strong interaction limit U → ∞, which could provide
a benchmark for their contributions. Low-energy proper-
ties at U → ∞ have been studied for a long time, for in-
stance with the NRG, while also taking additional inter-
site Coulomb interactions into account [75–77]. However,
to our knowledge, three body correlations have not yet
been explored in this limit.

The purpose of this paper is to demonstrate the role of
three-body correlations in the SU(N) Anderson model
in the strong interaction limit U → ∞ over a wide
range of the impurity level position ϵd, across the 1/N -
filling Kondo regime and the valence fluctuation regime

ar
X

iv
:2

41
1.

10
77

8v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  1
6 

N
ov

 2
02

4



2

0 < Nd < 1. To this end, we calculate the Fermi liquid
parameters such as the phase shift δσ, the linear sus-
ceptibility χσσ′ and the three-body correlation function

χ
[3]
σσ′σ′′ , using the NRG for N = 2 and N = 4. Here,
σ labels the N impurity levels, with σ = 1, 2, . . ., N .
From these correlation functions, electrical and thermal
currents through quantum dots or magnetic alloys can
be deduced up to next-to-leading order at finite T and
finite eV .

The three-body correlation function χ
[3]
σσ′σ′′ has three

independent components for the SU(N) Anderson model
of N ≥ 4, which approach a single universal value in
the 1/N -filling Kondo regime. However, as the occu-
pation number Nd decreases from the 1/N -filling, the
three independent components contribute distinctly to
the transport coefficients, especially in the valence fluc-
tuation regime. We also find that the order |eV |3 term of
the shot noise for SU(4) quantum dots becomes positive
definite throughout the entire range of ϵd in the limit of
U → ∞, in contrast to the case of finite interactions,
where the order |eV |3 term takes a negative value in the
valence fluctuation regime for small U [58]. Additionally,
we investigate the effects of tunneling and bias asymme-
tries on the nonlinear conductance through quantum dots
at U → ∞ [56, 57], and demonstrate that the three-body
correlations couple strongly to these asymmetries.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
introduce the Anderson impurity model for QDs and
MAs, along with the Fermi liquid parameters that include
three-body correlations. We also introduce the nonequi-
librium steady-state current and current noise through
QDs. Section III is devoted to the formulation of ther-
moelectiric transport for QDs and MAs. Section IV dis-
cusses the three-body correlations in SU(N) case. In Sec.
V we discuss NRG results for the Fermi liquid parame-
ters obtained in the U → ∞ limit for SU(2) and SU(4)
symmetric cases. In Sec. VI, we discuss the behavior of
the next-to-leading-order terms of the differential con-
ductance dI/dV through QDs, and examine their depen-
dence on the tunneling and bias asymmetries. Section
VII addresses the nonlinear current noise through QDs
for U → ∞. Sections VIII and IX describe thermoelectric
transport of QDs and MAs, respectively. A summary is
provided in Sec. X. In the Appendix, we briefly describe
Fermi liquid relations including the three-body correla-
tions.

II. FORMULATION

A. Multilevel Anderson impurity model

We begin with an N -level Anderson impurity model
connected to two non-interacting leads on the left (L)

and right (R):

H = Hd +Hc +HT , (2.1)

Hd =

N∑
σ=1

ϵdσndσ +
∑
σ ̸=σ′

U

2
ndσndσ′ , (2.2)

Hc =
∑

ν=L,R

N∑
σ=1

∫ D

−D

dϵ c†ϵνσcϵνσ , (2.3)

HT = −
∑

ν=L,R

N∑
σ=1

vν

∫ D

−D

dϵ
√
ρc
(
c†ϵνσdσ +H.c.

)
, (2.4)

Here, d†σ for σ = 1, 2, . . ., N , is the creation operator
for an impurity electron with energy ϵdσ, U represents
the Coulomb interaction between two impurity electrons.
The number operator of impurity electrons is given by
ndσ ≡ d†σdσ. Additionally, c†ϵνσ is the creation operator
for conduction electrons in the noninteracting lead on

ν = L,R, normalized such that
{
cϵνσ , c

†
ϵ′ν′σ′

}
= δ(ϵ −

ϵ′) δνν′δσσ′ . Charge transfer occurring between impurity
level and conduction bands is described by HT , where
ρc ≡ 1/(2D) and D is the half band width of conduction
bands. The bare level width due to the tunnel coupling
vν is given by ∆ ≡ ΓL + ΓR, with Γν ≡ πρcv

2
ν .

The current flowing through the impurity level σ sat-
isfies the equation of continuity, given by

∂ndσ
∂t

+ ÎR,σ − ÎL,σ = 0 . (2.5)

Here, ÎL,σ represents the current flowing from the left

lead to the impurity level, and ÎR,σ represents the current
from the impurity level to the right lead:

ÎL,σ = − i vL

(
ψ†
Lσdσ − d†σψLσ

)
, (2.6)

ÎR,σ = + i vR

(
ψ†
Rσdσ − d†σψRσ

)
. (2.7)

B. Three-body correlation functions

The low-energy properties of the Anderson impurity
can be described by Fermi liquid parameters, which
include the occupation numbers ⟨ndσ⟩, susceptibilities

χσ1σ2
, and three-body correlation functions χ

[3]
σ1σ2σ3 :

⟨ndσ⟩ =
∂Ω

∂ϵdσ
, (2.8)

χσ1σ2
≡ − ∂Ω

∂ϵdσ1
∂ϵdσ2

=

∫ β

0

dτ ⟨δndσ1
(τ) δndσ2

⟩, (2.9)

χ[3]
σ1σ2σ3

≡ − ∂3Ω

∂ϵdσ1
∂ϵdσ2

∂ϵdσ3

= −
∫ β

0

dτ

∫ β

0

dτ ′⟨Tτδndσ1
(τ) δndσ2

(τ ′) δndσ3
⟩. (2.10)
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Here, ⟨O⟩ = Tr
[
e−βHO

]
/Tr e−βH denotes the thermal

average, Ω ≡ − 1
β ln[e

−βH ] is the free energy, and β = 1/T

is the inverse temperature. Additionally, δndσ ≡ ndσ −
⟨ndσ⟩, O(τ) ≡ eτHO e−τH , and Tτ is the imaginary-time
ordering operator. Specifically, the ground-state values
of these correlation functions — namely, ⟨ndσ⟩, χσ1σ2

,

and χ
[3]
σ1σ2σ3 at T = 0 — completely determine the low-

energy transport properties in the Fermi liquid regime,
up to the next-to-leading order terms.

C. Nonequilibrium current through quantum dots

We consider a steady current I under a finite bias volt-
age V :

I =
e

h

N∑
σ=1

∫ ∞

−∞
dω
[
fL(ω)− fR(ω)

]
Tσ(ω) , (2.11)

Tσ(ω) ≡ 4ΓLΓR

ΓL + ΓR
πAσ(ω) . (2.12)

Here, the average I ≡
∑

σ⟨ÎR,σ⟩V =
∑

σ⟨ÎL,σ⟩V is de-
fined with respect to a nonequilibrium steady state, con-
structed at finite bias voltages eV and temperatures T ,
using the Keldysh formalism [29, 30, 78]. The Fermi dis-
tribution function for the conduction band in lead ν = L
or R is given by fν(ω) =

[
eβ(ω−µν) + 1

]−1
. We assume

that the chemical potentials of the left and right leads
are shifted from the Fermi level at equilibrium (EF ≡ 0)
such that µL = EF + αL eV and µR = EF − αR eV ,
where αL and αR are parameters that satisfy the con-
dition αL + αR = 1, ensuring µL − µR ≡ eV . Thus,
asymmetries in the applied bias voltage and the tunnel
couplings can be described by the following parameters:

αdif ≡ µL + µR − 2EF

µL − µR
= αL − αR , (2.13)

γdif ≡ ΓL − ΓR

ΓL + ΓR
. (2.14)

The spectral function Aσ(ω) on the right-hand side of
Eq. (2.12) is defined as the imaginary part of retarded
Green’s function:

Gr
σ(ω) = −i

∫ ∞

0

dt ei(ω+i0+)t
〈{
dσ(t), d

†
σ

}〉
V
. (2.15)

Aσ(ω) = − 1

π
ImGr

σ(ω) . (2.16)

The behavior of the Green’s function at small ω, T , and
eV determines the low-energy Fermi liquid properties,
which are summarized in Appendix A.

We also consider the current noise SQD
noise, defined as

the correlation function for fluctuations of a symmetrized

current δÎ = Î − ⟨Î⟩V [36, 44, 46, 54, 55]:

SQD
noise ≡ e2

∫ ∞

−∞
dt
〈
δÎ(t) δÎ(0) + δÎ(0) δÎ(t)

〉
V
, (2.17)

Î ≡
∑
σ

ΓR ÎL,σ + ΓL ÎR,σ

ΓL + ΓR
. (2.18)

Specifically, we calculate the terms up to order |eV |3 for
nonlinear noise, based on expansion formulas obtained in
Ref. 55, taking into account all contributions from vertex
corrections in the Keldysh formalism.

III. THERMOELECTRIC TRANSPORT
COEFFICIENTS

We also consider the thermoelectric transport through
multilevel quantum dots and magnetic alloys in the
linear-response regime, the low-energy behaviors of which
can be deduced from the asymptotic form of the spec-
tral function Aσ(ω). Specifically, we focus on the three-
body Fermi liquid corrections that emerge in the next-
to-leading order terms of the electrical and heat currents,
as discussed later in Secs. VIII and IX. Here, we briefly
describe the basic formulations.
When the temperature difference δT is applied be-

tween the two leads such that δT = TL − TR, a heat
current IQ = κ δT flows from the high-temperature side
toward the low-temperature side, through quantum dots,
or magnetic alloys. The thermal conductivity κ is defined
as the linear-response coefficient of IQ.

A. Thermoelectric coefficients for quantum dots

The linear conductance g, thermopower SQD and ther-
mal conductance κQD of a quantum dot can be expressed

in the form [41, 52, 79–81]:

g ≡ dI

dV

∣∣∣∣
eV=0

=
e2

h

∑
σ

LQD
0,σ , (3.1)

SQD =
−1

|e|T

∑
σ L

QD
1,σ∑

σ L
QD
0,σ

, (3.2)

κQD =
1

hT

∑
σ

LQD
2,σ −

(∑
σ L

QD
1,σ

)2
∑

σ L
QD
0,σ

 . (3.3)

Here, LQD
n,σ for n = 0, 1, and 2 is defined at eV = 0 with

respect to the thermal equilibrium, as

LQD
n,σ =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω ωn Tσ(ω)

(
−∂f(ω)

∂ω

)
, (3.4)

were Tσ(ω) is the transmission probability defined in Eq.
(2.12).
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B. Thermoelectric coefficients for magnetic alloys

Within the linear response theory, the electrical resis-
tivity ϱMA = 1/σMA, the thermopower SMA, and the
thermal conductivity κMA for magnetic alloys are given
by [42]:

σMA = σunit
MA

1

N

∑
σ

LMA
0,σ , (3.5)

SMA =
−1

|e|T

∑
σ LMA

1,σ∑
σ LMA

0,σ

, (3.6)

κMA =
σunit
MA

e2T

1

N

[∑
σ

LMA
2,σ −

(∑
σ LMA

1,σ

)2∑
σ LMA

0,σ

]
. (3.7)

For magnetic alloys, the response functions LMA
n,σ for n =

0, 1 and 2 are determined by the inverse spectral function
1/Aσ(ω) at eV = 0:

LMA
n,σ =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

ωn

π∆Aσ(ω)

(
−∂f(ω)

∂ω

)
. (3.8)

Equation (3.5) defines the electrical conductivity relative
to its unitary-limit value σunit

MA . In the limit T → 0, the
electrical and thermal conductivities of the Anderson im-
purity satisfy the Wiedemann-Franz law (see Sec. IX):

lim
T→0

κMA

T σMA

=
π2

3 e2
. (3.9)

IV. THREE-BODY CORRELATIONS FOR
SU(N) ANDERSON IMPURITY

The Hamiltonian H, defined in Eqs. (2.1)–(2.4), ex-
hibits SU(N) symmetry when the impurity levels are de-
generate, i.e., ϵdσ ≡ ϵd for all σ. At zero temperature
T = 0, the occupation number of the impurity electron
is determined by the phase shift δσ through the Friedel
sum rule ⟨ndσ⟩ = δσ/π, which plays an central role in
the ground-state property. In particular, in the SU(N)
symmetric case, the total number of impurity electrons
is given by

Nd ≡
N∑

σ=1

⟨ndσ⟩
SU(N)−−−−−→ N

π
δ . (4.1)

Correspondingly, the linear susceptibilities have two lin-
early independent components: the diagonal one χσσ and
the off-diagonal one χσσ′ for σ ̸= σ′. The diagonal com-
ponent determines a characteristic energy scale T ∗ of the
SU(N) Fermi liquid, which allows the T -linear specific
heat Cheat

imp of impurity electrons to be expressed in the

following form [9, 11, 12]:

Cheat
imp =

Nπ2

12

T

T ∗ , T ∗ ≡ 1

4χσσ

. (4.2)

Note that the diagonal susceptibility can be expressed
as χσσ = ρdσ/z, where the density of state of impurity

electrons is given by ρdσ = sin2 δ/(π∆) and z is the wave-
function renormalization factor defined in Appendix A.
The off-diagonal susceptibility determines the Wilson ra-

tio R, or the rescaled one K̃, which is bounded in the

range 0 ≤ K̃ ≤ 1:

R ≡ 1− χσσ′

χσσ

, K̃ ≡ (N − 1)(R− 1) . (4.3)

We also introduce dimensionless parameters for three-
body correlations, which have three independent compo-
nents for N ≥ 3 in SU(N) symmetric case:

ΘI =
sin 2δ

2π

χ
[3]
σσσ

χ2
σσ

, Θ̃II =
sin 2δ

2π

χ̃
[3]
σσ′σ′

χ2
σσ

, (4.4)

Θ̃III =
sin 2δ

2π

χ̃
[3]
σσ′σ′′

χ2
σσ

, σ ̸= σ′ ̸= σ′′ ̸= σ . (4.5)

For the later two components, we have introduced

rescaled correlation functions χ̃
[3]
σσ′σ′ and χ̃

[3]
σσ′σ′′ defined

as follows:

χ̃
[3]
σσ′σ′ ≡ (N − 1)χ

[3]
σσ′σ′ , (4.6)

χ̃
[3]
σσ′σ′′ ≡ (N − 1)(N − 2)

2
χ
[3]
σσ′σ′′ . (4.7)

In this work, we have calculated these three-body
correlations as well as the two-body correlations χσσ′

[40, 54, 58, 82–85], using the NRG approach, employing
the following relations [see Appendix B for details]:

χ[3]
σσσ =

1

N

∂χσσ

∂ϵd
− N − 1

N
χ
[3]
B , (4.8)

χ̃
[3]
σσ′σ′ =

N − 1

N

∂χσσ

∂ϵd
+
N − 1

N
χ
[3]
B , (4.9)

χ̃
[3]
σσ′σ′′ = − N − 1

N

∂χσσ

∂ϵd
+
N − 1

2

∂χσσ′

∂ϵd
− N − 1

N
χ
[3]
B .

(4.10)

Here, χ
[3]
B is defined as the derivative of two-body corre-

lations with respect to the magnetic field b:

χ
[3]
B ≡ ∂

∂b

(
χm↑,m↑ − χm↓,m↓

2

)∣∣∣∣
b=0

= −χ[3]
σσσ + χ

[3]
σσ′σ′ .

(4.11)

The magnetic field b is applied to the impurity levels
σ = (m, s), for m = 1, 2, . . . , N/2 and s =↑, ↓, inducing
the spin Zeeman splitting, as

ϵd,m,↑ = ϵd − b , ϵd,m,↓ = ϵd + b . (4.12)

In the following sections, we investigate how three-body
correlations influence low-energy transport in the strong
interaction limit across a broad range of impurity levels,
ϵd.
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FIG. 1. NRG results for Nd, z, and K̃ plotted as functions
of ϵd in the U → ∞ limit with π∆/D = 0.01: (a) N = 2 and
(b) N = 4.

V. NRG RESULTS FOR SU(N) FERMI LIQUID
PARAMETERS FOR U → ∞ ANDERSON MODEL

In this section, we discuss the SU(N) Fermi-liquid (FL)
parameters, obtained with the NRG in the U → ∞ limit
with π∆/D = 0.01. More detailed procedures for the
NRG are described in Appendix B.

A. ϵd dependence of Nd and two-body functions

The NRG results for the number of impurity electrons
Nd, the renormalization factor z, and the rescaled Wilson

ratio K̃ are plotted in Fig. 1, as functions of ϵd for (a)
N = 2 and (b) N = 4.

The occupation number Nd (= Nδ/π) increases as the
impurity level ϵd decreases. It approaches the maximum
possible value of Nd ≃ 1 in the Kondo regime at ϵd ≪
−∆, while it becomes nealy emptyNd ≃ 0 in the opposite
limit ϵd ≫ ∆. In particular, Nd increases rapidly in the
valence fluctuation (VF) regime, as ϵd decreases. Note
that in the Kondo regime, the phase shift approaches
δ → π/N , which corresponds to δ → π/2 and π/4 for
N = 2 and 4, respectively.

The rescaled Wilson ratio K̃ = (N − 1)(R − 1) ap-

proaches its upper-bound, K̃ → 1, as ϵd decreases, re-
flecting the strong electron correlations characteristics of
the Kondo regime. Correspondingly, the renormalization
factor z becomes significantly small in this regime. This
factor z also determines the width of renormalized level
width, ∆̃ = z∆, and the characteristic energy scale, de-
fined in Eq. (4.2), as T ∗/(π∆) = z/(4 sin2 δ).

Figure 2 shows the results of renormalized impurity

level ϵ̃d = ∆̃ cot δ defined in Eq. (A5). In the Kondo
regime ϵd ≪ −∆, it approaches the Fermi level, ϵ̃d → 0

keeping the ratio ϵ̃d/∆̃ → cotπ/N as a constant (e.g., 1
for N = 4 while 0 for N = 2). In the opposite limit, ϵd ≫
∆, the renormalized level ϵ̃d asymptotically approaches
the noninteracting position as the occupation number Nd
decreases.

2 0 2 4 6 8 10
d/

0

2

4

6

8

10

d
/

~

/D = 0.01

(a) N = 2
U

4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10
d/

0

2

4

6

8

10

d
/

/D = 0.01

~

(b) N = 4
U

FIG. 2. The renormalized impurity level ϵ̃d, defined in Eq.
(A5), is plotted over a wide range of ϵd in the U → ∞ limit
with π∆/D = 0.01: (a) N = 2 and (b) N = 4. The thin
straight line represents the position of bare impurity level
ϵd/(π∆).

B. ϵd dependence of three-body correlations

NRG results for the dimensionless three-body correla-

tion functions ΘI, −Θ̃II, and Θ̃III are plotted in Fig. 3.

Among these three components, the last one, Θ̃III, which
is absent for N = 2 by definition, contributes to the
next-to-leading order transport coefficients of multilevel
impurities with N ≥ 3.
In the limit ϵd → ∞, the intra-level component ΘI

approaches the noninteracting value, while the other two
components vanish as the impurity level becomes nearly
empty, Nd → 0:

ΘI

ϵd→∞−−−−→ −2, Θ̃II

ϵd→∞−−−−→ 0, Θ̃III

ϵd→∞−−−−→ 0. (5.1)

Figure 3 clearly shows that, in the Kondo regime ϵd →
−∞, all three components of the three-body correlation
function converge to the same value for N ≥ 3:

lim
ϵd→−∞

ΘI = − lim
ϵd→−∞

Θ̃II = lim
ϵd→−∞

Θ̃III ≡ Θ
1/N
Kond . (5.2)

This occurs because the contributions of χ
[3]
B , which

appear in Eqs. (4.8)–(4.10), dominate three-body cor-
relations, while the other two terms, ∂χσσ/∂ϵd and
∂χσσ′/∂ϵd, are suppressed in the Kondo regime [58]. The

value Θ
1/N
Kond of the three-body correlation in this limit

can be compared with the one derived from the Bethe
ansatz solution for the SU(N) Kondo model by Mora
et al. [44, 45] (see Appendix C). For N = 4, our NRG re-

sult closely agrees with the value Θ
1/4
Kond = −1.11. Note

that, for N = 2, the three-body correlations vanish in
SU(2) Kondo regime due to electron-hole symmetry.

VI. NONLINEAR CURRENT THROUGH U → ∞
QUANTUM DOTS

In this section, we examine the low-energy behavior
of the differential conductance dI/dV through SU(N)
quantum dots. The exact low-energy asymptotic form
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FIG. 3. Dimensionless three-body correlation functions ΘI,

−Θ̃II and Θ̃III, defined in Eqs. (4.4) and (4.5), are plotted as
functions of ϵd in the U → ∞ limit with π∆/D = 0.01: (a)
N = 2 and (b) N = 4.

of the nonlinear current I has recently been derived up
to terms of order (eV )3 at T = 0, taking into account the
tunneling and bias asymmetries [57],

dI

dV
=
Ne2

h
(1− γ2dif)

×

[
sin2 δ + C

(2)
V

eV

T ∗ − C
(3)
V

(
eV

T ∗

)2

+ · · ·

]
. (6.1)

The coefficient C
(2)
V for the order eV term of dI/dV is

determined by the static susceptibilities [34, 35]:

C
(2)
V =

π

4

[
αdif (1− K̃) − γdif K̃

]
sin 2δ . (6.2)

This coefficient C
(2)
V linearly depends on the tunneling

and bias asymmetries, i.e., γdif and αdif . Therefore, it

vanishes, C
(2)
V = 0, when both of these asymmetries are

absent, specifically for αdif = γdif = 0. The magnitude

of C
(2)
V also depends on the rescaled Wilson ratio K̃ and

sin 2δ, which arises through the derivative of the spec-
tral function ρ′dσ = sin 2δ/(4T ∗∆) defined in Eq. (A10).
Equation (6.2) reveals that effects of bias asymmetry αdif

vanish in the limit of K̃ → 1, where the charge fluctua-
tions are suppressed due to strong electron correlations.

The order (eV )2 term of dI/dV depends on the three-
body correlation functions:

C
(3)
V =

π2

64

(
WV +ΘV

)
, (6.3)

WV ≡ − cos 2δ

[
1 + 3α2

dif − 6
(
α2
dif + αdifγdif

)
K̃

+

{
5

N − 1
+ 3α2

dif + 6αdifγdif +
3(N − 2)

N − 1
γ2dif

}
K̃2

]
,

(6.4)

ΘV ≡
(
1 + 3α2

dif

)
ΘI + 3

(
1 + 3α2

dif + 4αdifγdif

)
Θ̃II

+ 6
(
α2
dif + 2αdifγdif + γ2dif

)
Θ̃III . (6.5)
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FIG. 4. Linear conductance sin2 δ and noise sin2 δ (1− sin2 δ)
are plotted as functions of ϵd in the U → ∞ limit with
π∆/D = 0.01: (a) N = 2 and (b) N = 4.

The coefficient C
(3)
V also depends on the tunneling and

bias asymmetries through the quadratic terms, α2
dif ,

αdifγdif , and γ
2
dif [57].

When both the chemical potentials and tunnel cou-
plings are inverted such that (αdif , γdif) → (−αdif ,

−γdif), the coefficients C
(2)
V and C

(3)
V exhibit odd and

even responses, respectively; that is, C
(2)
V → −C(2)

V and

C
(3)
V → C

(3)
V .

A. NRG results for sin2 δ and C
(2)
V for U → ∞

NRG results for sin2 δ, which determines the linear
conductance dI/dV |V=0 through the U → ∞ Anderson
impurity, are plotted in Fig. 4 for (a) N = 2 and (b)
N = 4. In this strong interaction limit, the phase shift
varies within the range 0 < δ < π/N as the occupation
number varies in the range 0 < Nd < 1. Therefore, in the
Kondo limit ϵd → −∞, the linear conductance reaches

the value sin2(π/N), which equals 1 for SU(2) and 1/2
for SU(4).
The order eV term of dI/dV , described in Eq. (6.1),

emerges when tunneling asymmetry γdif , bias asymmetry
αdif , or both are present. The dependence of the coeffi-

cient C
(2)
V on these asymmetries arises through the bias

window, i.e., fL− fR in Eq. (2.11), and is determined by
the spectral function A(1)(ω), which is exact up to linear
order terms in ω and eV ,

π∆A(1)(ω) ≡ ∆̃2(
ω − ϵ̃

(1)
d

)2
+ ∆̃2

, (6.6)

ϵ̃
(1)
d ≡ ϵ̃d +

αdif + γdif
2

K̃ eV . (6.7)

Here, ϵ̃
(1)
d is the renormalized impurity level calculated

up to terms of order eV , and ϵ̃d = ∆̃ cot δ, with being ∆̃
the renormalized level width defined in Appendix A.

The coefficient C
(2)
V vanishes in the limit ϵd → +∞,

where δ → 0:

C
(2)
V

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ 0 . (6.8)
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FIG. 5. Coefficient for the V 2-nonlinear current, defined in
Eq. (6.2), plotted as a function of ϵd, for (a) N = 2 and

(b) N = 4. The results are scaled such that C
(2)
V /γdif corre-

sponds to the case with symmetric bias voltages (αdif = 0),

and C
(2)
V /αdif corresponds to the case with symmetric tunnel

couplings (γdif = 0).

In the opposite limit ϵd → −∞, the FL parameters ap-

proach δ → π/N and K̃ → 1. Thus, C
(2)
V approaches

C
(2)
V

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ − π

4
γdif sin

2π

N
, (6.9)

which results in 0 for SU(2) and −(π/4) γdif for SU(4).

In this limit, C
(2)
V becomes independent of the bias asym-

metry αdif as charge fluctuations are suppressed by the
strong electron correlation.

Figure 5 presents the NRG results for C
(2)
V in two dif-

ferent cases. The first case involves the rescaled coeffi-
cient C

(2)
V /γdif , obtained under symmetric bias voltages

(αdif = 0), with finite tunneling asymmetries (γdif ̸= 0).

The second case involves C
(2)
V /αdif , obtained under sym-

metric tunnel couplings (γdif = 0) with finite bias asym-

metries (αdif ̸= 0). Note that the coefficient C
(2)
V is pro-

portional to the factor sin 2δ that exhibits a maximum
at δ = π/4. This maximum occurs in the valence fluc-
tuation region for N = 2, while it occurs in the Kondo
regime for N = 4.

For SU(2) quantum dots, the peak of C
(2)
V /αdif and

the dip of C
(2)
V /γdif appearing in Fig. 5 (a) are mainly

caused by the maximum of sin 2δ that occurs in the va-
lence fluctuation region. In contrast, for SU(4) quantum

dots, both K̃ and sin 2δ increase as ϵd decreases. Conse-

quently, the magnitude |C(2)
V /γdif | for the bias symmetric

case increases as ϵd decreases from the valence fluctua-
tion region toward the 1/4-filling Kondo regime. The

peak that emerges for C
(2)
V /αdif in the valence fluctua-

tion region for N = 4 is due to the behavior of the factor

1− K̃, which decreases as ϵd decreases.

B. C
(3)
V : order (eV )2 term of dI/dV

In this subsection, we discuss the properties of C
(3)
V

defined in Eq. (6.3), as the coefficient for the order (eV )2

3 2 1 0 1 2
d/
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C V
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W
V

&
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WVV

(a)N = 2
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6

C V
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&
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(64/ 2)CV
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V

(b)N = 4
U

FIG. 6. Coefficients C
(3)
V , WV , and ΘV for the V 3-nonlinear

current, defined in Eq. (6.3), plotted as functions of ϵd for a
symmetric junction (γdif = αdif = 0): (a) N = 2 and (b)
N = 4.

term of dI/dV .
In the limit ϵd → +∞, the two-body part WV and

the three-body part ΘV approach their noninteracting
values, which take the following forms:

WV

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ −
(
1 + 3α2

dif

)
, (6.10)

ΘV

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ −2
(
1 + 3α2

dif

)
. (6.11)

In the opposite limit ϵd → −∞, the phase shift and

the rescaled Wilson ratio approach δ → π/N and K̃ →
1, respectively, and the three-body correlation functions

converge to the same value ΘI = −Θ̃II = Θ̃III → Θ
1/N
Kond,

as described in Eq. (5.2). Consequently, C
(3)
V becomes

independent of the bias asymmetry αdif in the Kondo
regime, and in the 1/N -filling case it takes the following
form:

WV
ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ −

[
1 +

5

N − 1
+

3(N − 2)

N − 1
γ2dif

]
cos

2π

N
,

(6.12)

ΘV
ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ −2

(
1− 3γ2dif

)
Θ

1/N
Kond . (6.13)

Here, Θ
1/2
Kond = 0 for N = 2 due to the electron-hole

symmetry, and Θ
1/4
Kond = −1.11 for N = 4. The two-

body partWV depends on the factor − cos(2π/N), which
reaches a maximum for N = 2 but vanishes for N = 4.
Consequently, the three-body correlation ΘV dominates
in the 1/4-filling Kondo regime of SU(4) quantum dots,

whereas in the SU(2) Kondo limit, C
(3)
V is determined

solely by the two-body correlation WV .

The NRG results for C
(3)
V , WV , and ΘV for symmetric

junctions, αdif = 0 and γdif = 0, are plotted vs ϵd in Fig.
6. For SU(2) quantum dots, WV becomes the dominant
term and approaches WV → 6 in the 1/2-filling Kondo
regime ϵd → −∞, where ΘV vanishes due to electron-hole
symmetry. Outside the Kondo regime, however, WV and
ΘV become comparable in the valence fluctuation region,
ϵd/π∆ ≳ −0.5. In contrast, for SU(4) quantum dots,
the three-body contribution dominates CV in the 1/4-
filling Kondo regime, where it reaches the value CV →
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FIG. 7. C
(3)
V , WV , and ΘV for SU(4) QDs are plotted vs

ϵd, with varying tunneling asymmetry γdif = 0(◦), 0.35(▲),
1/

√
3(□), 0.75(▼), and 0.9(♢), while keeping the bias voltage

symmetric (αdif = 0).

−2Θ
1/4
Kond = 2.22 · · · . In the valence fluctuation region,

ϵd/π∆ ≳ −3, both the two-bodyWV and three-body ΘV
parts give contribute comparably to CV .

1. C
(3)
V in bias symmetric case: αdif = 0

We now consider the behavior of C
(3)
V in the bias-

symmetric case αdif = 0, where the tunneling asymmetry
affectsWV and ΘV through the order γ2dif terms that ap-

pears in Eqs. (6.4) and (6.5). The NRG results for C
(3)
V

of SU(4) quantum dots at αdif = 0 are plotted against ϵd
in Fig. 7, for several values of γdif values. The coefficient

C
(3)
V depends significantly on γ2dif in both the valence

fluctuation and Kondo regimes, where ϵd/(π∆) ≲ 0. In
particular, the two-body part WV vanishes in the 1/4-
filling SU(4) Kondo regime, where δ = π/4 [see Fig. 7(b)].

Thus, the plateau structure of C
(3)
V in the Kondo regime

is determined solely by the three-body part ΘV , as shown
in Fig. 7(c). The plateau height of ΘV decreases as the
tunneling asymmetry γdif increases from 0 and changes
sign at γ2dif = 1/3. In the valence fluctuation regime,

C
(3)
V exhibits a local minimum for large tunneling asym-

metries, primarily due to the two-body part WV . Note

that C
(3)
V for SU(2) quantum dots is unaffected by tun-

neling asymmetry in the bias symmetric case αdif = 0, as
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FIG. 8. Behavior of C
(3)
V at large bias asymmetry αdif = 1 is

described as a function of ϵd for (left panel) N = 2 and (right
panel) N = 4. Top panels: Tunneling asymmetry is var-
ied as γdif = −0.9(♦), −0.75(•), −1/

√
3(▼), −0.35(■), 0(×),

0.35(□), 1/
√
3(△), 0.75(◦), and 0.9(♢). In addition, two-

body part WV and three-body part ΘV are plotted together

with C
(3)
V for two large opposite tunneling asymmetries: (mid-

dle panels) γdif = 0.9, and (bottom panels) γdif = −0.9.

the γ2dif term vanishes for N = 2. Therefore, the curves
shown in Fig. 6 (a) for N = 2 remain unchanged in this
case, even at finite γdif .

2. C
(3)
V under large bias asymmetry: αdif = 1

Bias and tunneling asymmetries affect the coefficient

C
(3)
V through the quadratic terms α2

dif , αdifγdif , and γ
2
dif ,

which appear in Eqs. (6.4) and (6.5). In order to clarify
the effects due to bias asymmetry, we set the bias param-
eter to be αdif = 1, representing the situation where one
of the two leads is grounded, i.e., µR = 0 and µL = eV .
In this case, the cross term αdifγdif changes sign depend-
ing on whether γdif is positive or negative.
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NRG results for C
(3)
V are plotted versus ϵd for sev-

eral values of γdif in Fig. 8(a) and 8(b) for N = 2 and

N = 4, respectively. The plateau structure of C
(3)
V in the

Kondo regime, ϵd → −∞, is determined by Eqs. (6.12)
and (6.13); therefore the plateau height does not depend
on the bias asymmetry αdif . For N = 4, the plateau

value of C
(3)
V decreases as the tunneling asymmetry γ2dif

increases, as shown in Fig. 8(b). In the valence fluctua-
tion regime, contributions from the cross term difγdif be-

come significant. In particular, C
(3)
V exhibits a peak near

ϵd/(π∆) ≃ −1 for large positive γdif , where αdifγdif > 0,
and the bias and tunneling asymmetries cooperatively en-
hance charge transfer from one of the electrodes (the left
lead in this case). The peak emerges more prominently
for SU(4) quantum dots than for SU(2). The two-body
WV part and three-body part ΘV for a large positive
cross term (αdif = 1.0 and γdif = 0.9) are plotted in Figs.
8(c) and 8(d). The results clearly show that the peak

structure of C
(3)
V is caused by three-body contributions

ΘV . In contrast, for a negative cross term αdifγdif < 0,
neither WV nor ΘV , exhibits a peak in the valence fluc-

tuation regime, and thus C
(3)
V exhibits monotonous ϵd

dependence, as shown in Figs. 8(e) and 8(f) for αdif = 0
and γdif = −0.9.

VII. NONLINEAR NOISE OF CURRENT
THROUGH U → ∞ QUANTUM DOTS

We next consider the low-bias behavior of the current
noise SQD

noise for symmetric junctions, γdif = αdif = 0, in
the SU(N) case. The current-current correlation function
defined in Eq. (2.17) can be expanded up to terms of
order |eV |3 at T = 0, as

SQD
noise =

2Ne2|eV |
h

[
sin2 δ (1− sin2 δ) + CS

(
eV

T ∗

)2

+ · · ·

]
.

(7.1)

The first term in the bracket corresponds to the order
|eV | shot noise, which can also be expressed in the form
sin2 δ (1− sin2 δ) = (1− cos 4δ)/8. Note that this term is
maximized at the 1/4-filling point, where δ = π/4, and
the phase shift δ varies in the range 0 < δ < π/N in the
strong interaction limit U → ∞. The ϵd dependence of
this linear noise in this case is shown in Fig. 4 for (a)
N = 2 and (b) N = 4. For SU(2) quantum dots, the
linear noise exhibits a sharp peak at 1/4 filling, which
occurs in the valence fluctuation regime where the elec-
tron correlation is not significant. In contrast, for SU(4),
the maximum of linear noise emerges in the 1/4-filling
Kondo regime as a wide plateau.

The coefficient CS for the order |eV |3 term can be di-
vided into the two-body partWS and the three-body part
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FIG. 9. Coefficients CS , WS , and ΘS for the nonlinear noise
plotted as functions of ϵd, for (a) N = 2, and (b) N = 4.

ΘS [55, 58]:

CS =
π2

192

(
WS +ΘS

)
, (7.2)

WS ≡ cos 4δ

+

[
4 + 5 cos 4δ +

3

2
(1− cos 4δ)(N − 2)

]
K̃2

N − 1
, (7.3)

ΘS ≡ −ΘV cos 2δ = − sin 4δ

4πχ2
σσ

(
χ[3]
σσσ + 3χ̃

[3]
σσ′σ′

)
. (7.4)

Note that ΘS exhibits a sin 4δ dependence because ΘV ,
defined by Eqs. (4.4) and (6.5), has an extra factor of
sin 2δ.
These two parts, WS and ΘS , approach their nonin-

teracting values in the limit of ϵd → +∞:

WS

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ 1 , ΘS

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ 2 . (7.5)

In contrast, in the 1/N -filling Kondo limit ϵd → −∞, the
Wilson ratio and three-body correlation functions take

the strong coupling values: K̃ → 1 and ΘI + Θ̃II → 0,
and thus

WS

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ 1

2

(
3 +

5

N − 1

)
+

1

2

(
13

N − 1
− 1

)
cos

4π

N
,

(7.6)

ΘS

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ 2Θ
1/N
Kond cos

2π

N
. (7.7)

Here, Θ
1/2
Kond = 0 for N = 2 and Θ

1/4
Kond = −1.11 for

N = 4 (see Appendix C) .
NRG results for CS , WS , and ΘS are plotted as func-

tions of ϵd in Fig. 9. For SU(2) quantum dots, CS ex-
hibits the plateau structure in the Kondo regime, which
in this case is determined by the two-body contributions
WS since ΘS vanishes due to the electron-hole symme-
try. The coefficient CS for N = 2 also exhibits a dip
with a negative value at ϵd/π∆ ≃ −0.5 in the valence
fluctuation regime. The structure of this dip is deter-
mined by the oscillatory cos 4δ term in the two-body

part, WS
N=2−−−→ 4K̃2 +

(
1 + 5K̃2

)
cos 4δ, which reaches

a minimum near δ ≃ π/4. As ϵd rises above the Fermi



10

level, i.e., for ϵd/π∆ ≳ 0, both WS and ΘS contribute
comparably.

In the 1/4-filling Kondo regime for SU(4) quan-
tum dots, three-body contribution ΘS vanishes since

cos 2δ
δ→π/4−−−−→ 0, although the correlation function Θ

1/4
Kond

itself is finite [see Eq. (7.7)], which is one of the char-
acteristics of the 1/4-filling Kondo state. Thus, the
Kondo plateau for CS , which emerges in Fig. 9(b) for
ϵd/(π∆) ≲ 3.5, is determined by the two-body contribu-
tion WS through Eq. (7.6). Note that for U -finite quan-
tum dots with N > 4 levels, the Kondo effects occur at
a number of integer-filling points where the phase shift
takes the values of δ/π = 1/N , 2/N , . . ., (N − 1)/N .
Hence, the three-body part ΘS contributes to the non-
linear current noise for most of the SU(N) Kondo states,
except for those at 1/2- and 1/4-fillings [44, 58].

The results shown in Fig. 9(b) also reveal that the co-
efficient CS for infinite-U SU(4) quantum dots is positive
throughout the entire range of ϵd. In particular, CS re-
mains positive at the local minimum that emerges in the
valence fluctuation regime. Note that the minimum of
CS for finite U reaches a negative value for small in-
teractions, as demonstrated in Ref. 58. The structure of
this minimum is determined by comparable contributions
from the two-body and three-body parts. As a result, the
peak that appears in the two-body part near δ ≃ π/8,
due to the balance between the first term and the second
cos 4δ term in

WS
N=4−−−→ 1

3

[
7K̃2 +

(
3 + 2K̃2

)
cos 4δ

]
, (7.8)

becomes dominant, making the next leading order term
of current noise positive CS > 0.

VIII. THERMOELECTRIC TRANSPORT
THROUGH U → ∞ QUANTUM DOTS

Thermoelectric transport coefficients LQD
n,σ for quantum

dots, defined in Eq. (3.4), can be calculated using the
low-energy asymptotic form of Aσ(ω) that was obtained
exactly up to terms of order ω2 and T 2, with the self-
energy Σr

σ(ω) described in Appendix A [57, 58]. Specif-

ically, LQD
0,σ and LQD

2,σ can be determined up to the first
two terms of the expansion with respect to T , using Eqs.
(A24) and (A25). In contrast, solely the lowest-order

term can be determined for LQD
1,σ , which gives the leading-

order term of the thermopower SQD:

SQD = − π2

3|e|

∑
σ ρ

′
dσ∑

σ ρdσ
T + · · · SU(N)−−−−→ −π

3 cot δ

6 |e|
T

T ∗ + · · · .

(8.1)

In this section, we discuss the behavior of the next-to-
leading order terms of the linear conductance g and the
thermal conductance κQD through the SU(N) Anderson
impurity in the U → ∞ limit.
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FIG. 10. Coefficients CT , WT , and ΘT for the T 2-conductance
of QDs plotted as functions of ϵd: (a) N = 2, and (b) N = 4.

A. CT : order T 2 term of g

The linear conductance defined in Eq. (3.1) can be ex-
panded at low temperatures as follows:

g =
Ne2

h

[
sin2 δ − CT

(
πT

T ∗

)2

+ · · ·

]
. (8.2)

The coefficient CT for the T 2 term can be divided into
two-body part WT and three-body part ΘT [58]:

CT =
π2

48

(
WT +ΘT

)
, (8.3)

WT ≡ −

(
1 +

2K̃2

N − 1

)
cos 2δ , (8.4)

ΘT ≡ ΘI + Θ̃II =
sin 2δ

2π
(4T ∗)2

∂χσσ

∂ϵd
. (8.5)

In the limit of ϵd → +∞, the Fermi liquid parameters

approach the values δ → 0, K̃ → 0, ΘI → −2, and

Θ̃II → 0. Thus,

WT

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ −1, ΘT

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ −2 . (8.6)

In contrast, in the 1/N -filling Kondo regime, ϵd → −∞,

the parameters approach the values δ → π/N , K̃ → 1,

ΘI + Θ̃II → 0, so that

WT

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ −
(
1 +

2

N − 1

)
cos

2π

N
, (8.7)

ΘT

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ 0 . (8.8)

NRG results for CT ,WT , and ΘT are shown in Fig. 10.
For SU(2) quantum dots, the plateau structure of CT in
the half-filled Kondo regime is determined by the two-
body part WT . Outside the plateau region, the three-
body part ΘT becomes comparable to the two-body part
WT as ϵd increases. The coefficient CT changes sign in the
middle of the valence fluctuation region and approaches
the noninteracting value as ϵd increases further.
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The coefficient CT for SU(4) quantum dots takes a
negative value in the U → ∞ limit throughout the entire
range of ϵd. The value of CT for ϵd/(π∆) ≲ −3 is deter-
mined by the two-body part WT , and it vanishes in the
Kondo regime at ϵd → −∞ as the phase shift approaches
δ → π/4. The three-body part ΘT forN = 4 decays more
rapidly than WT as ϵd → −∞, since the derivative of the
diagonal susceptibility that appeared in the right-hand
of Eq. (8.5) becomes very small, |∂χσσ/∂ϵd| ≪ 1/(4T ∗)2,
due to strong electron correlations. This result can also
be compared to the previous findings obtained at finite U
[58], which revealed that ΘT is significantly suppressed
not only in the quarter-filling Kondo regime but also over
a much broader range of electron filling, 1 ≲ Nd ≲ N − 1
under strong interactions (e.g., U/(π∆) ≳ 5 for N = 4).

B. CQD
κ : order T 3 term of κQD

The low-temperature expansion of thermal conduc-
tance κQD through quantum dots, defined in Eq. (3.3),

takes the following form in the SU(N) symmetric case:

κQD =
Nπ2 T

3h

[
sin2 δ − CQD

κ

(
πT

T ∗

)2

· · ·

]
. (8.9)

The leading-order terms of the thermal conductance κQD
and electrical conductance g satisfy the Wiedemann-
Franz law in the zero-temperature limit, yielding

κQD/(Tg)
T→0−−−→ π2/(3e2). The coefficient CQD

κ for the
next-to-leading order term of the thermal conductance
also consists of the two-body WQD

κ and three-body ΘQD
κ

parts:

CQD
κ =

7π2

80

(
WQD

κ +ΘQD
κ

)
, (8.10)

WQD
κ ≡ 1

21

[
10 −

(
11 +

18K̃2

N − 1

)
cos 2δ

]
, (8.11)

ΘQD
κ ≡ ΘI +

5

21
Θ̃II . (8.12)

In the limit of ϵd → +∞, where Nd → 0, the FL

parameters approach the values δ → 0, K̃ → 0, ΘI → −2,

and Θ̃II → 0. Consequently, in this limit, ΘQD
κ dominates

because WQD
κ becomes very small:

WQD
κ

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ − 1

21
, ΘQD

κ

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ −2. (8.13)

In the opposite limit ϵd → −∞, the 1/N -filling Kondo
effect occurs and the FL parameters take the values δ →
π/N , K̃ → 1, and ΘI + Θ̃II → 0. Thus, we have

WQD
κ

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ 1

21

[
10−

(
11 +

18

N − 1

)
cos

2π

N

]
, (8.14)

ΘQD
κ

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ 16

21
Θ

1/N
Kond . (8.15)
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FIG. 11. Coefficients CQD
κ , WQD

κ , and ΘQD
κ for the T 3-

thermal conductance of QDs plotted as functions of ϵd: (a)
N = 2, and (b) N = 4.

Specifically, the dimensionless three-body correlation

functions for N = 2 and N = 4 are given by Θ
1/2
Kond = 0

and Θ
1/4
Kond = −1.11, respectively, as mentioned earlier.

NRG results for CQD
κ , WQD

κ , and ΘQD
κ are plotted as

functions of ϵd in Fig. 11. For SU(2) quantum dots,
CQD

κ takes a positive value and exhibits a plateau struc-
ture in the half-filling Kondo regime ϵd/(π∆) ≲ −1,
which is determined by the two-body part WQD

κ since
the three-body part ΘQD

κ vanishes due to the electron-
hole symmetry. As ϵd decreases, the coefficient CQD

κ

changes sign in the valence fluctuation regime, taking
a negative value that is determined by the three-body
part ΘQD

κ . In contrast, for SU(4) quantum dots, the
three-body part ΘQD

κ dominates throughout the entire
range of ϵd in the U → ∞ limit, although the two-body
part WQD

κ also makes competitive contributions in the
quarter-filling Kondo regime ϵd/(π∆) ≲ −2. As a result,
the coefficient CQD

κ takes a negative value over the whole
filling range 0 < Nd < 1 for N = 4.

IX. THERMOELECTRIC PROPERTIES OF
U → ∞ MAGNETIC ALLOYS

Three-body Fermi-liquid corrections also play an es-
sential role in the low-energy properties of magnetic al-
loys (MA). Thermoelectric transport coefficients LMA

n,σ for
magnetic alloys, defined in Eq. (3.8), can be calculated
in the low-temperature Fermi liquid regime in a manner
similar to those for quantum dots [58]. For instance, the
leading-order term of the thermopower of magnetic alloys
takes the same form as that of QDs, given in Eq. (8.1),
but with the opposite sign:

SMA =
π3 cot δ

6|e|
T

T ∗ + · · · . (9.1)

In this section, we discuss the behavior of the next-
leading order terms of other transport coefficients, specif-
ically the electrical resistivity ϱMA and the thermal con-
ductivity κMA of magnetic alloys.
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A. CMA
ϱ : order T 2 term of ϱMA

The electrical resistivity for magnetic alloys, defined as
ϱMA ≡ 1/σMA in Eq. (3.5), takes the following form at
low temperatures in the SU(N) case:

ϱMA =
1

σunit
MA

[
sin2 δ − CMA

ϱ

(
πT

T ∗

)2

+ · · ·

]
. (9.2)

Here, σunit
MA is the unitary-limit value of electric conduc-

tivity. The coefficient CMA
ϱ for the order T 2 term consists

of two-body WMA
ϱ and three-body ΘMA

ϱ parts,

CMA
ϱ =

π2

48

(
WMA

ϱ +ΘMA
ϱ

)
, (9.3)

WMA
ϱ ≡ 2 +

(
1 − 2K̃2

N − 1

)
cos 2δ , (9.4)

ΘMA
ϱ ≡ ΘI + Θ̃II = (4T ∗)2

sin 2δ

2π

∂χσσ

∂ϵd
. (9.5)

Note that ΘMA
ϱ = ΘT , where ΘT is the three-body part

of CT for quantum dots given in Eq. (8.5).
In the limit of ϵd → +∞, the FL parameters approach

the values δ → 0, K̃ → 0, ΘI → −2, and Θ̃II → 0.
Therefore,

WMA
ϱ

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ 3 , ΘMA
ϱ

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ −2 . (9.6)

In the opposite limit ϵd → −∞, the 1/N -filling Kondo
effect occurs, and the FL parameters take values δ →
π/N , K̃ → 1, and ΘI + Θ̃II → 0. Thus,

WMA
ϱ

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ 2 +

(
1− 2

N − 1

)
cos

2π

N
, (9.7)

ΘMA
ϱ

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ 0 . (9.8)

NRG results for CMA
ϱ , WMA

ϱ , and ΘMA
ϱ in the U → ∞

limit are plotted in Fig. 12. In contrast to the coeffi-
cient CT for the T 2-conductance of quantum dots, which
can change sign, CMA

ϱ remains positive throughout the
entire range of ϵd, for both N = 2 and N = 4. In the

SU(2) case, it takes the value (48/π2)CMA
ϱ

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ 3 in
the half-filling Kondo regime, at which the two-body part
WMA

ϱ dominates since the three-body part ΘMA
ϱ vanishes

due to electron-hole symmetry. Note that the prefactor

(1 − 2K̃2

N−1 ) for the cos 2δ term in WMA
ϱ , as described in

Eq. (9.4), changes sign in the case of N = 2 at the point

where the Wilson ratio takes the value K̃ = 1/
√
2, while

the sign remains positive for N ≥ 4. This sign change

is due to the wide variation of K̃2/(N − 1) for N = 2.
Consequently, in the SU(2) case, WMA

ϱ exhibits a local
minimum at ϵd/(π∆) ≃ −0.5 in Fig. 12(a), resulting in
a steeper variation of (48/π2)CMA

ϱ in the valence fluc-

tuation region compared to ΘMA
ϱ . In contrast, in the
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FIG. 12. Coefficients CMA
ϱ , WMA

ϱ , and ΘMA
ϱ for the T 2-

resistivity of MAs plotted as functions of ϵd: (a) N = 2,
and (b) N = 4.

SU(4) case, WMA
ϱ does not exhibit a minimum. The co-

efficient for N = 4 takes the value (48/π2)CMA
ϱ → 2

in the quarter-filling Kondo regime, which is determined
by the two-body part WMA

ϱ . The three-body contri-

bution ΘMA
ϱ vanishes in this region because the deriva-

tive (4T ∗)2|∂χσσ/∂ϵd| is significantly suppressed due to
strong electron correlations.

B. CMA
κ : order T 3 term of κMA

The low-temperature expansion of the thermal resis-
tivity 1/κMA of magnetic alloys, derived from Eq. (3.7),
takes the following form for SU(N) Anderson impurity:

1

κMA

=
3e2

π2σunit
MA

1

T

[
sin2 δ − CMA

κ

(
πT

T ∗

)2

+ · · ·

]
. (9.9)

In the T → 0 limit, the leading-order terms of electrical
and thermal conductivities satisfy the Wiedemann-Franz
law: κMA/(TσMA) → π2/(3e2). The coefficient CMA

κ for
the next-to-leading order term of the thermal conductiv-
ity can be divided into two-body WMA

κ and three-body
ΘMA

κ parts:

CMA
κ =

7π2

80

(
WMA

κ +ΘMA
κ

)
, (9.10)

WMA
κ ≡ 1

21

[
32 +

(
11 − 18K̃2

N − 1

)
cos 2δ

]
, (9.11)

ΘMA
κ ≡ ΘI +

5

21
Θ̃II . (9.12)

In the limit of ϵd → +∞, the FL parameters approach

the values δ → 0, K̃ → 0, ΘI → −2, and Θ̃II → 0. Thus,

WMA
κ

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ 43

21
, ΘMA

κ

ϵd→+∞−−−−−→ −2 . (9.13)

In the 1/N -filling Kondo limit ϵd → −∞, the parameters

take the following values: δ → π/N , K̃ → 1, ΘI + Θ̃II →
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FIG. 13. Coefficients CMA
κ , WMA
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κ for the T 3-

thermal conductivity of MAs plotted as functions of ϵd: (a)
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0. Thus,

WMA
κ

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ 1

21

[
32 +

(
11− 18

N − 1

)
cos

2π

N

]
, (9.14)

ΘMA
κ

ϵd→−∞−−−−−→ 16

21
Θ

1/N
Kond . (9.15)

Here, Θ
1/2
Kond = 0 for N = 2 and Θ

1/4
Kond = −1.11 for

N = 4, as mentioned.
NRG results for CMA

κ , WMA
κ , and ΘMA

κ are plotted
as functions of ϵd in Fig. 13. In contrast to the coef-
ficient CQD

κ for quantum dots, the coefficient CMA
ϱ for

magnetic alloys does not change sign throughout the
entire range of ϵd, for both N = 2 and N = 4. In
the SU(2) case, the plateau value of CMA

κ in the half-
filling Kondo regime is determined by the two-body part
WMA

κ , since the three-body part ΘMA
κ vanishes in this

case due to electron-hole symmetry. Note that the pref-

actor (11 − 18K̃2

N−1 ) for the cos 2δ term in WMA
κ , as de-

scribed in Eq. (9.11), changes sign for N = 2 at the

point where the Wilson ratio reaches K̃ =
√
11/18, while

this does not occur for N = 4. The sign change of
this prefactor causes the dip that appears in WMA

κ at
ϵd/(π∆) ≃ −0.6 in the SU(2) case, and it leads to a steep
variation of CMA

κ near ϵd/(π∆) ≃ −0.3, as shown in Fig.
13(a). In the SU(4) case, the coefficient CMA

κ exhibits
a positive plateau structure in the quarter-filling Kondo
regime, which is determined by competitive contributions
of WMA

κ and ΘMA
κ . Figure 13(b) also shows that CMA

κ

for SU(4) magnetic alloys takes the opposite sign com-
pared to CQD

κ for quantum dot, described in Fig. 11(b),
over the entire filling range 0 < Nd < 1 in the strong
interaction limit U → ∞.

X. SUMMARY

We have studied low-energy transport through the
SU(N) Anderson impurity model for quantum dots and
magnetic alloys in the strong coupling limit U → ∞ over
a wide range of impurity electron filling 0 < Nd < 1,
across the 1/N -filling Kondo and valence fluctuation

regimes. Our analysis is based on the latest version of
Fermi liquid theory, which reveals the essential role of
the three-body correction in completely describing the
next-to-leading leading order terms of the transport coef-
ficients. The three-body correlation functions have been
calculated for the SU(2) and SU(4) impurities using the
NRG approach.

In the quarter-filling Kondo regime, ϵd → −∞ for the
SU(4) case, the three independent components of the

three-body correlation functions, ΘI, −Θ̃II, and Θ̃III, con-

verge to a single universal value Θ
1/4
Kond = −1.11, which

agrees with the analytical value obtained by Mora et al.
[44] for the corresponding function in the SU(4) Kondo
model. However, outside the Kondo regime, such as in
the valence fluctuation regime, these three components
take different values and contribute distinctly to the next-
to-leading order terms of the transport coefficients.

It has also demonstrated that these three-body cor-
relations couple strongly to the tunneling asymmetry
γdif = (ΓL − ΓR)/(ΓL + ΓR) between quantum dots and
reservoirs, significantly affecting the order (eV )3 com-
ponent of nonlinear current through the quarter-filling
Kondo state. The order |eV |3 current noise of an SU(4)
quantum dot exhibits quite different behavior from that
of SU(2). While the coefficient CS changes sign in the va-
lence fluctuation regime in the SU(2) case even in U → ∞
limit, it remains positive in the SU(4) case due to the
competing contributions of two-bodyWS and three-body
ΘS correlations.

We have also further examined the next-to-leading or-
der terms of thermoelectric transport coefficients for both
quantum dots and magnetic alloys, previously analyzed
at finite U [58]. In contrast to the coefficients CT and
CQD

κ , which correspond to the T 2-conductance and T 3-
thermal conductance of quantum dots, the coefficients
CMA

ϱ and CMA
κ , defined with respect to electrical and

thermal resistivities of magnetic alloys, do not change
sign throughout the entire range of impurity electron fill-
ing. For SU(2) magnetic alloys, these coefficients exhibit
a steep variation in the valence fluctuation region as the
occupation number increases toward the Kondo regime.
This behavior is caused by the wide variation range of
the Wilson ratio R for N = 2 and does not occur for
N ≥ 4.

The three body correlations can experimentally be de-
termined by measuring the coefficients C’s for the next
leading order terms. The experimental values obtained
can then be used to infer the behaviors of other unmea-
sured transport coefficients. Our results also suggest that
all the independent components of SU(N) quantum dots

can be determined separately if the coefficient C
(3)
V for the

order (eV )3 nonlinear current is measured while varying
the tunneling and bias asymmetries.
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Appendix A: Higher-order Fermi liquid relations

Here, we provide a brief overview of the microscopic
Fermi liquid theory for the Anderson impurity model,
including recent developments. The Fermi liquid behav-
ior of quantum impurity systems reflects the low-energy
asymptotic form of the retarded Green’s function defined
in Eq. (2.15), which can also be expressed in the following
form:

Gr
σ(ω) =

1

ω − ϵdσ + i∆− Σr
σ(ω)

. (A1)

The phase shift δσ is given by the argument of the Green’s
function in the complex plane, Gr

σ(0) = − |Gr
σ(0)| eiδσ , at

ω = T = eV = 0. It plays a primary role in the ground-

state properties through the Friedel sum rule ⟨ndσ⟩
T→0−−−→

δσ/π [11], e.g., the spectral weight of impurity levels at
the Fermi level is given by

ρdσ ≡ ρdσ(0) =
sin2 δσ
π∆

, (A2)

where ρdσ(ω) ≡ Aσ(ω)
∣∣∣
T=eV=0

and Aσ(ω) is the

nonequilibrium spectral function defined in Eq. (2.16).
The contributions of low-energy excitations can be

deduced from the equilibrium self-energy Σr
eq,σ(ω) ≡

Σr
σ(ω)|T=eV=0, by expanding it step-by-step around the

Fermi energy ω = 0. The terms up to order ω determine
the structure of the renormalized resonance state, as

Gr
σ(ω) ≃ zσ

ω − ϵ̃dσ + i∆̃σ

, (A3)

where the renormalized parameters are defined by

1

zσ
≡ 1−

∂Σr
eq,σ(ω)

∂ω

∣∣∣∣
ω=0

, (A4)

ϵ̃dσ ≡ zσ
[
ϵdσ +Σr

eq,σ(0)
]
, ∆̃σ ≡ zσ∆ . (A5)

The Ward identities [9–12], which reflect the current con-
servation described in Eq. (2.5) [55], can be expressed, at
T = eV = 0, as a relation between the causal self-energy
Σ−−

eq,σ(ω) and the vertex function Γ−−;−−
σσ′;σ′σ(ω, ω

′;ω′, ω),
within the standard zero-temperature formalism:

δσσ′
∂Σ−−

eq,σ(ω)

∂ω
+
∂Σ−−

eq,σ(ω)

∂ϵdσ′
= −Γ−−;−−

σσ′;σ′σ(ω, 0; 0, ω) ρdσ′ .

(A6)

Note that Σ−−
eq,σ(ω) = Σr

eq,σ(ω)θ(ω)+
{
Σr

eq,σ(ω)
}∗
θ(−ω),

with θ(ω) the Heaviside step function. Since the vertex
function for σ = σ′ vanishes at zero frequencies ω = ω′ =
0, as

Γ−−;−−
σσ;σσ (0, 0; 0, 0) = 0 , (A7)

the renormalization factor zσ and the derivative
∂Σr

eq,σ(0)/∂ϵdσ are related to each other through Eq.
(A6) [12]:

1

zσ
= χ̃σσ , χ̃σσ′ ≡ δσσ′ +

∂Σr
eq,σ(0)

∂ϵdσ′
. (A8)

The coefficient χ̃σσ′ determines the extent to which the
susceptibility χσσ′ is enhanced at T = 0 by the vertex
correction, or the residual interaction between quasipar-
ticles [86], i.e.,

χσσ′ = −
∂
〈
ndσ
〉

∂ϵdσ′

T→0−−−−→ ρdσχ̃σσ′ . (A9)

The derivative of ρdσ(ω) also contributes to the low-
energy transport and is related to the susceptibility by
using Eq. (A8), as

ρ′dσ ≡ ∂ρdσ(ω)

∂ω

∣∣∣∣
ω=0

= −∂ρdσ
∂ϵdσ

=
χσσ

∆
sin 2δσ. (A10)

It has been recently clarified that the vertex function
for σ = σ′ also has the following property [48, 49], in
addition to Eq. (A7):

∂

∂ω
ReΓ−−;−−

σσ;σσ (ω, 0; 0, ω)

∣∣∣∣
ω→0

= 0 . (A11)

This property indicates that the real part of
Γ−−;−−
σσ;σσ (ω, 0; 0, ω) does not contain a linear term

in ω. Based on this and the Ward identity given in Eq.
(A6), the order ω2 real part of the self-energy has been
shown to be expressed in terms of the derivative of the
susceptibility, or the three-body correlation function
[47–50]:

∂2

∂ω2
ReΣr

eq,σ(ω)

∣∣∣∣
ω→0

=
∂2Σr

eq,σ(0)

∂ϵ2dσ
=

∂χ̃σσ

∂ϵdσ
. (A12)

Furthermore, from Eqs. (A6), (A7), and (A11), the ver-

tex function Γ−−;−−
σσ′;σ′σ(ω, ω

′;ω′, ω) can be exactly deduced

up to linear-order terms in ω and ω′ at T = eV = 0
[49, 50, 55]. The result takes the following form, includ-
ing the imaginary part, which is known to exhibit non-
analytic |ω − ω′| and |ω + ω′| dependences [10–12, 32]:
the diagonal components (σ = σ′) are given by

Γ−−;−−
σσ;σσ (ω, ω′;ω′, ω) ρ2dσ = iπ

∑
σ′′ (̸=σ)

χ2
σσ′′

∣∣ω − ω′∣∣+ · · · ,

(A13)
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and the off-diagonal components (σ ̸= σ′) are

Γ−−;−−
σσ′;σ′σ(ω, ω

′;ω′, ω) ρdσρdσ′

= −χσσ′ + ρdσ
∂χ̃σσ′

∂ϵdσ
ω + ρdσ′

∂χ̃σ′σ

∂ϵdσ′
ω′

+ iπ χ2
σσ′

( ∣∣ω − ω′∣∣− ∣∣ω + ω′∣∣)+ · · · . (A14)

The order ω2 imaginary part of the self-energy has been
derived through Eqs. (A6) and (A13) [10–12]:

∂2

∂ω2
ImΣr

eq,σ(ω)

∣∣∣∣
ω→0

= − π

ρdσ

∑
σ′′ (̸=σ)

χ2
σσ′′ . (A15)

The order T 2 term of the retarded self-energy Σr
σ(0)

can also be deduced from these asymptotic forms of the
vertex function [49], by rewriting the proof provided by
Yamada in Ref. 10 in the following form, at eV = 0,

Σr
σ(0)− Σr

σ(0)|T=0 =
(πT )2

6
lim

ω→0+
Ψ−−

σ (ω) + · · · ,

(A16)

Ψ−−
σ (ω) ≡ lim

ω′→0

∂

∂ω′

∑
σ′

Γ−−;−−
σσ′;σ′σ(ω, ω

′;ω′, ω)ρdσ′(ω′) .

(A17)

The right-hand side of Eq. (A17) can be calculated by us-
ing the low-energy asymptotic forms of the vertex func-
tion given in Eqs. (A13) and (A14) for finite ω, and then
taking the limit ω → 0,

lim
ω→0

Ψ−−
σ (ω) =

1

ρdσ

∑
σ′ (̸=σ)

[
∂χσσ′

∂ϵdσ′
− i

3π

ρdσ
χ2
σσ′ sgn(ω)

]
.

(A18)

Here, the nonanalytic sgn(ω) dependence of the imagi-

nary part reflects the branch cuts of Γ−−;−−
σσ′;σ′σ(ω, ω

′;ω′, ω)

along the lines ω−ω′ = 0 and ω+ω′ = 0 in the frequency
plane.

Similarly, the bias dependence of the self-energy can
be deduced, up to terms of order (eV )2, from the asymp-
totic form of the vertex function given in Eqs. (A13) and
(A14), using the Ward identities obtained at T = 0 for

the causal self-energy Σ−−
σ (ω) in the Keldysh formalism

[32, 50]:

∂Σ−−
σ (ω)

∂eV

∣∣∣∣
eV=0

= α
∑
σ′

Γ−−;−−
σσ′;σ′σ(ω, 0; 0, ω) ρdσ′ , (A19)

∂2Σ−−
σ (ω)

∂(eV )2

∣∣∣∣
eV=0

=
ΓL ΓR

(ΓL + ΓR)
2 Ψ−−

σ (ω)

− α2

(
∂

∂ω
+

∂

∂ϵd

)∑
σ′

Γ−−;−−
σσ′;σ′σ(ω, 0; 0, ω) ρdσ′ .

(A20)

Here, ∂/∂ϵd ≡
∑

σ′′ ∂/∂ϵdσ′′ , and Ψ−−
σ (ω) is the correla-

tion function defined in Eq. (A17). The order ω eV term
of the self-energy follows from Eq. (A19):

lim
ω→0

∂

∂ω

[
∂Σ−−

σ (ω)

∂(eV )

]
eV=0

= α
∑

σ′ (̸=σ)

[
∂χ̃σσ′

∂ϵdσ
+ i

π

ρdσ
χ2
σσ′ sgn(ω)

]
. (A21)

The second term in the right-hand side of Eq. (A20) can
also be expressed in the following form, at ω → 0,

lim
ω→0

(
∂

∂ω
+

∂

∂ϵd

)∑
σ′

Γ−−;−−
σσ′;σ′σ(ω, 0; 0, ω)ρdσ′

=
∑

σ′( ̸=σ)

−
∑

σ′′ (̸=σ)

∂χ̃σσ′

∂ϵdσ′′
+ i

π

ρdσ
χ2
σσ′ sgn(ω)

 .
(A22)

Note that α is defined such that α eV ≡ (ΓL µL +
ΓR µR)/(ΓL + ΓR), i.e.,

α ≡ αLΓL − αRΓR

ΓL + ΓR
=

1

2

(
αdif + γdif

)
. (A23)

This parameter α arises in nonequilibrium properties
when there is tunneling asymmetry, bias asymmetry, or
both [see Eqs. (2.13) and (2.14) for the definitions of γdif
and αdif ].

Consequently, the retarded self-energy Σr
σ(ω) has been exactly obtained up to terms of order ω2, T 2, and (eV )2:

ImΣr
σ(ω) = −π

2

1

ρdσ

∑
σ′( ̸=σ)

χ2
σσ′

[
(ω − αeV )2 +

3ΓLΓR

(ΓL + ΓR)2
(eV )2 + (πT )2

]
+ · · · , (A24)
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ϵdσ +ReΣr
σ(ω) = ∆cot δσ −

∑
σ′ (̸=σ)

χ̃σσ′ α eV + (1− χ̃σσ)ω +
1

6

1

ρdσ

∑
σ′ (̸=σ)

∂χσσ′

∂ϵdσ′

[
3ΓLΓR

(ΓL + ΓR)2
(eV )2 + (πT )2

]

+
1

2

∂χ̃σσ

∂ϵdσ
ω2 +

∑
σ′ (̸=σ)

∂χ̃σσ′

∂ϵdσ
α eV ω +

1

2

∑
σ′ (̸=σ)

∑
σ′′ (̸=σ)

∂χ̃σσ′

∂ϵdσ′′
α2(eV )2 + · · · . (A25)

In order to investigate the order |eV |3 nonlinear noise,
it is necessary to calculate the vertex corrections in the
Keldysh formalism exactly up to terms of order |eV | as
well. This has been carried out in Ref. 55 to derive the
formulas given in Eqs. (7.1)–(7.4).

Appendix B: NRG procedures

We have peformed NRG calculations by dividing the N
conduction channels into N/2 pairs and using the SU(2)
spin and U(1) charge symmetries for each pair. The dis-
cretization parameter Λ and the number of retained low-
lying excited states Ntrunc are chosen as (Λ, Ntrunc) =
(2, 4000) for N = 2 and (Λ, Ntrunc) = (6, 10000) for
N = 4. Note that the SU(4) symmetry is preserved in
our iteration scheme because the truncation of higher en-
ergy states is performed after all new states from these
two pairs are added.

In order to calculate χ
[3]
B as defined in Eq. (4.11), we

introduced a small external potential ϵsp,k that depends

on the channel index k =1, 2, . . ., N/2 and shifts the
impurity level from ϵd. Specifically, for N = 4, this po-
tential is applied in a way equivalent to a local Zeeman

field: ϵsp,1 = −b and ϵsp,2 = b. We then deduced χ
[3]
B

from the derivatives of the susceptibilities with respect

to b.

Appendix C: Three-body correlations for the
1/N-filling Kondo state

We briefly describe here the relation between the di-
mensionless three-body correlation function and the pa-
rameters α1 and α2 introduced by Mota el al. for
the SU(N) Kondo model in Refs. 44 and 45. In the
strong-interaction limit, their notation corresponds to
ours as follows: α1/(πTK) ⇔ χσσ, and α2/(πTK)2 ⇔
−χ[3]

σσσ/(2π). They showed that the ratio of their pa-
rameters, α2/α

2
1, can be determined analytically using

the Bethe ansatz solution [87]. Specifically, for the
SU(N) Kondo state with a single impurity electron, i.e.,
δ → π/N , which is realized in the ϵd → −∞ limit of the
infinite-U Anderson model, the three-body correlation ΘI
approaches this ratio, as

Θ
1/N
Kond ≡ lim

ϵd→−∞
ΘI = − α2

α2
1

sin
2π

N
, (C1)

α2

α2
1

=
N − 2

N − 1

Γ
(

1
N

)
√
π Γ
(
1
2 + 1

N

) , (C2)

where Γ(x) is the Gamma function. For N = 4, it takes

the value Θ
1/4
Kond = −1.1128 · · · .
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