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Magnetic exchange and nonequilibrium spin current through interacting quantum dots
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We develop a theory for charge and spin currents between two canted magnetic leads flowing through a quantum
dot with an arbitrary local interaction. For a noncollinear magnetic configuration, we calculate equilibrium and
nonequilibrium currents biased by voltage or temperature difference or pumped by magnetic dynamics. We are
able to explicitly separate the equilibrium and nonequilibrium contributions to the spin current, both of which can
be written in terms of the full retarded Green’s function on the dot. Taking the specific example of a single-level
quantum dot with a large on-site Coulomb interaction, we calculate the total spin current near the Kondo regime,
which we find to be generally enhanced in magnitude as compared to the noninteracting case.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevB.91.245427

I. INTRODUCTION

Electron transport is an important tool for probing and
manipulating magnetic heterostructures. In a ferromagnet
linsulator| ferromagnet (F|I|F) junction, the charge conduc-
tance can be used to measure the magnetic misalignment in
the ferromagnetic layers using tunnel magnetoresistance [1];
equilibrium spin current between the two magnets character-
izes their interlayer exchange coupling [2]; and nonequilibrium
spin current induces a spin-transfer torque on a ferromagnetic
layer noncollinear with the direction of spin polarization of
the current [2,3].

When impurities are present in the tunneling layer of
a magnetic tunnel junction, both equilibrium [4,5] and
nonequilibrium [6,7] spin current can be strongly modified.
Specifically, there is an enhancement of spin current when
the voltage is tuned to the energy level of the impurity [5,7].
Magnetic impurities strongly tunnel coupled to metallic leads
are known to generate a peak in the density of states of the
impurity, called the Kondo resonance, at the Fermi level of the
leads [8], thereby inducing a peak in charge conductance at
zero bias. If the leads are magnetic, the Kondo resonance is
perturbed by the exchange interaction in the leads [9], splitting
the zero-bias anomaly in the differential conductance in both
collinear [10] and noncollinear [11] orientations of the leads. It
was, furthermore, theoretically shown that spin accumulation
associated with a spin-dependent bias also splits the Kondo
resonance, which manifests in the charge and spin current
[12,13].

In this paper, we consider equilibrium as well as nonequi-
librium charge and spin currents through quantum-dot islands
or impurities connecting noncollinear ferromagnetic leads.
When the magnetic leads are aligned along the same axis,
the equilibrium spin current vanishes (neglecting spin-orbit
interactions). However, for a noncollinear alignment, the spin
current is generally finite even in equilibrium. Out of equilib-
rium, exchange interactions lead to additional voltage-induced
torques on the leads. Furthermore, a dynamic reorientation
of magnetic leads contributes to an effective spin-dependent
chemical potential in the leads in addition to spin accumulation
[14]. We calculate the full out-of-equilibrium spin and charge
currents between two canted magnetic leads separated by
a quantum dot with a spin-independent on-site interaction
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including nonlinear effects in tunneling [15] and bias [16].
Although related expressions have been derived for charge [17]
and spin currents [18,19], our generalization accommodates
spin-dependent bias and microwave precession of magnetic
contacts, in addition to voltage and temperature difference
applied to the leads.

To illustrate our formalism, we specialize to two extreme
cases: a dot with (1) no on-site interaction and (2) large
Coulomb repulsion. As compared with the noninteracting
case, we find a large enhancement in equilibrium and
nonequilibrium spin currents for the interacting dot. We find
several qualitative features, which are our main interest, in
the interacting case: In addition to the peaks in the differential
charge conductance as a function of voltage bias at the standard
spin-split Kondo resonances, we find subsidiary peaks at twice
the corresponding bias due to a partial restoration of the
original Kondo resonance, a discussion of which is absent
in the literature. Apart from the analogous features at these
biases, the spin conductance has an additional zero-bias feature
when the leads are noncollinear. Charge and spin pumping
driven by magnetic dynamics are, likewise, strongly modified
by the presence of on-site Coulombic interaction which we
discuss in detail below.

The paper is organized as follows: In the next section,
we describe our formalism and derive general expressions
used to calculate charge and spin current. Section III fleshes
out the retarded Green’s functions for the special cases of
the free and Kondo dots, recapping standard results from
the literature. In Sec. 1V, these Green’s functions are used
to calculate the polarization of the dot and spin current in
equilibrium, as a function of relative angle between the mag-
netic leads, comparing the interacting and noninteracting dots.
The nonequilibrium nonlinear charge and spin differential
conductances are calculated in Secs. V and VI, as a function
of applied voltage and frequency of the microwave precession,
respectively. We summarize our results and suggest additional
systems that may be amenable to our formalism in Sec. VIIL.

II. GENERAL SPIN-CURRENT EXPRESSION

‘We consider a Hamiltonian of the form

H = H; + Hp + Hr, ()
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Schematic of our model, in which two
noncollinear magnetic leads are held at separate temperatures (7;
and 7,) and spin-dependent chemical potentials (u,; and ps,, with
o = 1,]). When in contact with a quantum dot, tunneling (with
amplitudes V; and V, from the left and right leads, respectively)
facilitates charge current, J, and spin current, J, flowing through the
dot. The left (right) lead is canted clockwise in the xz plane at an
angle 6, (6,) with respect to the z axis. In Sec. VI, we, additionally,
allow the magnetization in the left lead to precess with frequency 2.

which describes Fermi-liquid leads (H} ) coupled to a quantum
dot (Hp) by tunneling (Hr), defined as follows:

Hp = Zgakycikycaky»
oky
@
Hr =Y Vigryd)cory + Hee.
ioky
The summation in the lead part of the Hamiltonian is
over spin (o = 4,] quantized along the respective magnetic

J
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orientation), momentum (k), and left (y = /) and right (y =r)
leads. &5, is the energy of the corresponding electron that is

created (annihilated) by cl ky (Cory) (See Fig. 1 for a schematic
of our setup.) The dot Hamiltonian is a Hermitian function of

dot creation and annihilation operators diT and d;, respectively,
that furnish a complete basis for the local Fock space:

Hp =Y &dld; +U(d].d)). 3)

where U/ (diT ,d;)is aspin-isotropic electron-electron interaction
on the dot. The indices i and j run over the relevant quantum
numbers. As the simplest nontrivial example, we consider a
single spin-1/2 on-site energy level, so thati, j = 4, for spin
along the z axis. Note that the dot can in general be Zeeman
split by an external magnetic field or by the proximity-induced
exchange field from the magnetic leads. Although we have
chosen a single level on the dot connected to two leads, our
formalism can be readily generalized to an arbitrary number
of levels and leads.

We take two noncollinear magnetic leads, whose orienta-
tions define the xz plane, as sketched in Fig. 1, which mix
the majority and minority electron bands via tunneling. The
matrix defining the hopping in the tunneling Hamiltonian is

.0
—Viky sin £
ky 2) (4)

Viky sin %V Vky cOs 977
where 0, is the angle of lead y with respect to the z axis. Vi,
(Viky) is the matrix element for a spin-preserving spin-up
(down) electron tunneling from lead y to the dot.

Using Keldysh formalism [17], we calculate charge and spin currents out of lead y under an arbitrary bias:

I, = Zh—eRe / do T W, (0)G* (0) — Wi ()G ()],
Jy, = Re/ d—wTr[W;(co)ﬁéR(w) - Wiw)é (G<(w) — iP/dw/G<(w)>}, )
27 V4 o —w

where e < 0 is the electron charge. G® and G = are, respectively, the Fourier-transformed retarded and lesser Green’s functions
on the dot and G4 = (GF)! is the advanced Green’s function. P denotes the Cauchy principal value of the integral and ¢ is a

vector of Pauli matrices. We have defined

R _ _L (FTV cos? 0% + Ty sin® OTV 3Ty, = Tyy)siné, ) (6)
y 2 %(FM/ —TI,,)sin0, ry, cos? %V +Tyy sin? %V
and
e (fﬁ,(a))l“ﬁ, cos> Z + f,, (@), sin® % Hfy(@Thy — fiy (@7, 1siné, ) ' -
’ %[fw(w)f‘w = fiy(@)ly,]sin6, fiy @)Xy, cos? % + fry(@)Tyy sin® %V

[oy(w) =27 > [Vory 128(w — &sky) and f,, (w) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function of lead y in the majority (o = 1) or
minority (6 = |) band. I';,, will be taken to be energy independent within the electron bandwidth and zero otherwise. The details
of our derivation are straightforward and can be found in Appendix A.

The following substitutions will be convenient (at the Fermi level): 'y, = I'(1 + a)(1 &= pp) and 'y, = T'(1 — a)(1 £ p,),
where the polarization p,, of lead y may take values from zero (normal metal) to one (half-metal). We may vary the weight of
hopping from left and right leads to the dot by changing « from —1 (coupled only to the right lead) to 1 (coupled only to the left
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lead), while @ = 0 is the left-right symmetric case. This allows us to rewrite

wr - A £l (14 p, coso,
v 2 py sin6,

with &£ corresponding to the left (right) lead.

A serious challenge in the calculation of the nonequilibrium current is determining the on-site lesser Green’s function.
According to Dyson’s equation [20] and using a generalized [11] Ng’s ansatz [21] for matrix-valued Green’s functions, G< =
GRE<GA, where < = —(W,° + WHWF + WRTI[(GR)~' — (G*)~']/2 is the dot’s lesser self-energy due to tunneling and
interactions. This ansatz recovers the exact result for G= when either no bias is applied or there is no interaction on the dot.
For a better ansatz, one could anti-Hermitize < (which yields an equivalent expression for charge current). We will, however,
retain the above form for the self-energy (which is sufficient to illustrate the salient features) for our purposes. In the special
case when the bias is spin independent, W; =-2f Wf and, using Ng’s ansatz, we can separate the equilibrium (first line) and
nonequilibrium (second line) contributions to the spin current:

Dy sind,
1 — p, cos 9y> ’ ®)

3= -Re [ d—wTery(w)Wf&[éR(w) + 6N )] - Wf&;;p/dw/m(‘”/) H

21 o —w
+ [f5(@) = @ WEGGR@WE (WE+ WE) ™ [GR @) = 64 (@) 16 ), ©)

where lead y is opposite to lead y. We find a similar expression for the charge current, which coincides with the results of
Ref. [11], wherein the equilibrium contribution vanishes (as it should):

J, = —%Re/da)Tr[[f};(a)) — @ WEGRWS (Wf + W,.R)’1 [GR @)™ = GAw) 16 (w)}]. (10)

Because Ng’s ansatz does not guarantee continuity of current when the Green’s functions are matrix valued, we symmetrize
the steady-state charge and spin currents as J = (J; — J;)/2 and J = (J; — J-)/2, respectively. We expect Egs. (9) and (10) to
quantitatively determine the currents in equilibrium and many of the interesting qualitative features out of equilibrium which are
captured by the retarded Green’s function. Here, we focus our attention on the case with no external magnetic field, such that the
isolated dot is SU(2) symmetric.

In equilibrium, f;(w) = f,(w) = fo(w), the spin current can be written down exactly from Eq. (5) by invoking the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem, G=(w) = fo(w)[GA(w) — GR(w)):

N

AA N ARe Y
GH o) G(a))}. an

o —w

3 =xe [ g—:Tr{fo(w)Wf&[GR(w) + 6@ - e L [ dol fuw)

The magnetic leads are invariant under the composition of time reversal and spin-space reflection with respect to the xz plane.
Therefore, because the dot is isotropic, the only equilibrium current that can persistis J” while all others vanish, J = J* = J* = 0.

Using the same transformation, we argue that the total spin density on the dot along the y direction must be zero.

III. GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

We now specialize the above formalism to calculation of
the charge and spin current in two extreme regimes of the
Anderson model: zero on-site charging energy (noninteracting
dot) and infinite on-site dot charging energy, which, in the
temperature regime considered below, leads to the onset of
Kondo features. The Anderson Hamiltonian for a single level is

HD:ean+UnTn¢, (12)

a

where n, = d; d, and U parametrizes the strength of
Coulomb repulsion on the dot: either zero or infinite.
Using the equation of motion technique [22], one finds the
noninteracting retarded Green’s functiontobe G = (0 — € —
w—-W,

$0)7!, where [23]
o) 0

Here, W, (W),,) is the electron bandwidth above (below) the
chemical potential in the leads, and we have assumed that the
biases in the leads are much smaller than the bandwidths, i.e.,

S0 = (WE+WF) (1 +Lln
1T

(

Moy K We,Wj, in order to recover Eq. (13) out of equilib-
rium. Because the relevant energy scales are in general much
smaller than the bandwidth, we take flo to be independent
of w. When the bandwidth is particle-hole asymmetric, i.e.,
W, # Wi, the real part of the self-energy both renormalizes
the bare dot resonance by a shift proportional to I'" as well
as lifts spin degeneracy by ~)_ p,I', cosd,. If W, =W,,
the real part of the self-energy vanishes at w = 0. Since
the dot is noninteracting, 3 is independent of the position
of the equilibrium chemical potential. In Fig. 2, we plot
spin-dependent densities of states for 3W, =W, =75 (in
units of |e|), e = -1, ' =0.2,« =0, p; = p, = 0.9, which
show zero spin splitting when the leads are antiparallel (dotted
curve), maximum effective spin splitting when the leads are
parallel (solid curve), and an intermediate splitting between
these values when 8, = —6, = /3 (dashed curve). Notice the
average of the spin-up and down resonances is shifted from
€ to €9 & —1.1. Furthermore, the spin degeneracy is broken
so that the spin-down (up) resonance is shifted above (below)
€0 by Aep = 0.07 as indicated by the vertical dashed lines in
Fig. 2 (Fig. 2, inset). Interchanging W, <> W}, while keeping
all other parameters fixed, both the overall shift in the dot
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The density of states for the spin-down
electron of the noninteracting dot at 6 = 0 (solid), 27 /3 (dashed),
and 7 (dotted) with parameterse = —1,I' =0.2,0 =0, p; = p, =
0.9,3W, =W, =75,and §, = —6, = 0/2. Inset: spin-up density of
states of the noninteracting dot with the same parameters. There is
an overall shift of the average resonance energy from € to ¢g &~ —1.1
while the vertical dashed lines indicate a shift of Aey ~ 0.07 above
(below) ¢ for the spin-down (up) density of states.

resonance as well as the effective spin splitting reverse sign.
When W, = W,, Re$, = 0 and the resonance for both bands
is at €, independent of the magnetic orientations in the leads.
When the Coulomb repulsion is large, the proximity-
induced [24] spin splitting on the dot can be understood accord-
ing to the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [25]. By treating
the lead electrons as a mean field, to lowest order in I", the
magnetic lead y splits the energy degeneracy on the dot by [13]

_ d_‘9 1 - fay(g) foy(g)
Aey_;arwpf - [ e+

e—e—-U

along the lead magnetic orientation, n, = (cos#®,,sin6,),
where o = = for spin up/down. Unless otherwise specified, we
choose 6; and 0, (for a given misalignment 6 = 6, — 0,) in this
and the following sections such that the total effective splitting
Ae =} A€, cost), is along the z axis: Hp =}, (€ —
0A€/2ng + Unyn. When U = 0, the spin splitting in Eq.
(14) reduces to the above noninteracting case. We henceforth
assume W, = W, so that 3 is purely imaginary and the up
and down resonances are split only in the interacting case.

While the interacting Green’s function cannot be found
exactly, using the equation-of-motion method and truncating
higher-order correlations within the leads [26], the retarded
Green’s function, when U — oo [27], is given by GR = (w—
€ — 30+ Ae67/2 — ) i, where [11]

Y = Z/ de fa',}’(e - GAe)pU’y(g)Vaa’y V;”/V
oo T = 2 w+in—e

} (14)

El

, 15
2w w+in—¢ (15)

2;6 —_ Z/ E fa’y(g)po’y(g)vaa’y V(;ka/y

o'y
Mee = 1 — (ng), Mysz = (d;,d(,), Poy is the spin-dependent
density of statesinlead y,5 = —o, and n — 0. The density-
matrix elements must be calculated self-consistently according
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Equilibrium Kondo density of states of the
dot at 6 = 0 (solid), 27 /3 (dashed), and 7 (dotted), setting u = 0,
e=—-1, =02, a=0, pp=p, =09, and W, =W, =50. By
the vertical dashed lines, we indicate a splitting of the Kondo peak
due to the effective exchange field of 2Ae =~ 0.5 for the specific case
of @ =2m/3.

to
d . d

(ng) =Im/—wG;a(a)), (did,) = —i/—wG;_,(a)).
27 2

(16)

The details of the calculation of the Kondo Green’s function
can be found in Appendices B and C. In addition to the
ordinary broadening of single-particle levels due to tunneling
[see Eq. (13)], which we treat exactly, we take, to lowest order
in tunneling, processes corresponding to spin flips in the usual
Kondo problem [8], which lead to logarithmic divergences.

This simplified treatment of the Anderson model captures
qualitative aspects of the Kondo physics and should give us
guidance regarding the position of singularities. Because the
sharpness of the Fermi sea gives rise to the Kondo peaks,
we expect a resonance for each Fermi surface in the leads.
In the general case of noncollinear magnetic leads with spin-
dependent biases, there could be, according to Egs. (15), eight
peaks at pq; £ A€, ) £ A€, ppr = A€, and p, = Ae from
the diagonal of 32 and four at Mals oyl qr, and p ), from the
off-diagonal of 3. When the bias is spin independent, Hry =
1}y, the number of Kondo peaks is halved to six at p;, u,, iy
Ae€, and u, = Ae. In equilibrium, one can show [according to
the form (4) of the tunneling matrix elements] that ¥/ . = 0,
and, therefore, there are only two Kondo peaks near the Fermi
surface shifted by the exchange-proximity field, u & Ae, as
seen in the equilibrium density of states plotted in Fig. 3, taking
W, = W, = 50 while keeping all other parameters as before.
As a specific example, when 6 = 27/3, the Kondo peaks are
split by 2Ae ~ 0.5. Notice that the single peak is restored
when the leads are oriented antiferromagnetically, i.e., in the
absence of an effective exchange splitting.

The decoupling scheme used to calculate the Kondo
Green’s function is applicable when the temperature in
the leads is above the Kondo temperature, 7;,7, 2 Tx ~

~

~VITW exp(—n |u — €| /T) [26]. Below Tk, some of the
correlators that are assumed to vanish in our approximation
(see Appendix C) start diverging. In order to elucidate the
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key qualitative aspects, we will, however, set the common
temperature 7 = O in the following discussion. A finite 7 >
Tx would merely broaden the essential features.

IV. EQUILIBRIUM

In the absence of a nonequilibrium bias, i.e., u; = u, = p®
and T; = T,, the symmetry of our setup allows only for spin
current polarized along the y axis and dot polarization along
the z axis. In this and the following sections, we consider a dot
symmetrically coupled (¢ = 0 and p; = p, = p) to the leads,
where € = —1, the bandwidth in the leads is W =2W, =
2W, = 100, and kgT = 1073, setting u = 0. (The energy is
measured in units of the detuning energy A = | — €|.)

We plot the polarization of the noninteracting and the
interacting dots (Fig. 4) as a function of 6 for I' = 0.2 and
several values of lead polarizations varying from p = 0.1
to p =1, increasing in increments of 0.1. For both the
noninteracting and interacting dots, the magnitude of the dot
polarization is maximized when the magnetization directions
of leads is parallel and increases with lead polarization.
The magnetic moment of the dot is antiparallel and parallel
to the z axis in the noninteracting and interacting cases,
respectively, and the magnitude of polarization is about a factor
of 5 larger in the interacting case, due to the large on-site
repulsion, when p = 1. Although one may naively expect the
magnetic moment of the noninteracting dot to point along
the exchange field (corresponding to the majority spins in the
leads), in the parallel alignment case, the stronger tunneling
in the spin-up sector hybridizes the electrons on the leads and
dot, delocalizing the up spin, which leaves a net antiparallel
polarization on the dot when € < 0. If the dot resonance was
above the Fermi level in the leads, € > 0, the net polarization
on the dot would be parallel to the exchange field, according
to the particle-hole symmetry.

The spin current, similarly, is negative (for both € = £1)
and small for the free dot but positive and relatively large
for the interacting dot (Fig. 5). This means that the magnetic
leads separated by a quantum dot with resonance below the
Fermi surface tend to have a weak antiferromagnetic exchange
coupling when there is no interaction on the dot, whereas, when

0.5=
p=1
_.03 =y
g 5
=, :
© 0.1F
p=0.1
=
o
=
-0.1 ‘ g
0 0.5 1

0/m

FIG. 4. (Color online) Spin polarization of the dot as a function
of the relative canting of the magnetic leads for several values
of lead polarization, p = 0.1,0.2,...,1, and I' = 0.2. The positive
(negative) values of spin are for the interacting (noninteracting) dot.
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p=1
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g 0.005
= 0.
~
o
X
~0.005! =
p=0.1 S
0 0.5 15

FIG. 5. (Color online) y component of the spin current flowing
from left to right, for a noninteracting dot as a function of the relative
canting of the magnetic leads for several values of lead polarization,
p=0.1,02,...,l,and T = 0.2.

there is a large on-site repulsion, the magnets are subject to a
stronger ferromagnetic coupling (which bears some analogy
with the double-exchange mechanism).

In Fig. 6, we plot the average spin on the dot for several
values of I', taking the same parameters as before while
fixing polarization p = 0.9. When the dot is noninteracting,
the polarization monotonically decreases as the dot decouples
from the leads. For large on-site repulsion, the spin of the
nearly decoupled dot is antiparallel to the exchange field and
decreases with increasing I'. Increasing the coupling beyond
some critical value, I' & 0.1, the polarization passes through

0.
=—0.02
)
~ Z
= ‘
= —0.04
=
=
Q
NG
0 |
—0.08 ;_—/0.2

0.4
~
< 0.
2 —04
h

-0.8 ‘
0 0.5 1
0/m

FIG. 6. (Color online) Spin polarization of the interacting (top)
and noninteracting (bottom) dots as a function of the relative canting
of the magnetic leads for I' = 0.02, ...,0.2, in increments of 0.02,
and p =0.9.
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Equilibrium spin current of the noninter-
acting (top) and interacting (bottom) dots, as a function of the relative
canting of the magnetic leads for I' = 0.02, ...,0.2, in increments of
0.02, and p = 0.9.

zero and becomes positive. That is, when the coupling is weak,
there are no Kondo correlations and the system is a singly
occupied quantum dot with spin that approaches —7/2. As the
coupling is increased, many-body correlations between the dot
and the leads build up reversing the spin polarization of the
dot.

Similarly to the spin polarization, the spin current for the
noninteracting dot monotonically increases with increasing
coupling [see Fig. 7 (upper panel)]. The interacting dot [Fig. 7
(lower panel)], on the other hand, exhibits a nonmonotonic
behavior, with the spin current changing sign as I' is increased.
This is shown in Fig. 8, where we plot the spin current as a
function of I" at 8 = /2.

0.02F
0.01}
<
> 10 X nonint.
= 0.t = e e
—0.01 |
0. 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2

r/A

FIG. 8. (Color online) Equilibrium spin current of the interacting
(solid) and noninteracting (dashed) dots as a function of I" for canted
magnetic leads fixed at 6 = /2 for p = 0.9.
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Differential conductance (top panel), z
component (middle panel), and y component (bottom panel) of the
spin differential conductance for the noninteracting dot as a function
of bias voltage eV for several values of 6.

V. VOLTAGE BIASING

Next, we symmetrically apply a (spin-independent) voltage
difference to the leads, u; = —u, = eV/2, and calculate the
differential conductance, G = dJ/dV, and the differential
spin conductance, G = dJ/dV . (Throughout this section, we
sete = —1,I' =0.2,a¢ = 0,and p; = p, = 0.9.) In this setup,
under a 7 rotation (both in real and spin space) around the z
axis, the voltage difference as well as the charge current and
z component of spin current reverse sign, whereas the x and
y components of spin current are invariant. Accordingly, as a
function of voltage difference, G and G* (G* and G”) must
be symmetric (antisymmetric).

We plot the differential conductance of the free dot for
several values of 6 in Fig. 9 (top panel). When there is no
on-site interaction, the conductance is flat near zero bias and
increases as the voltage approaches the resonance of the dot,
€ = —1. The decrease in conductance as the relative angle of
the leads is increased from O to 7 reflects the mismatch of the
density of states between up and down conduction bands in the
leads, which is responsible for the tunnel magnetoresistance
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FIG. 10. (Color online) Differential conductance (top panel), z
component (middle panel), and y component (bottom panel) of the
spin differential conductance for the interacting dot as a function of
bias voltage eV for several values of 6. For 6 = 27 /3, the dotted
(dashed) vertical line indicates features in the conductance at eV =
A€ (eV =2Ae€).

[1]. In the antiparallel configuration near zero bias, there is
a small dip with width proportional to the temperature in the
leads: When eV < kpT, the current is smeared over an energy
range proportional to the temperature, around the Fermi level.

The z component of the spin differential conductance [Fig. 9
(center panel)] is similarly symmetric in voltage and decreases
as the magnetic misalignment of the leads is increased.
G [Fig. 9 (bottom panel)] is, consistently with symmetry,
monotonically decreasing as a function of voltage difference.
It is exactly zero when the leads are parallel and largest in
magnitude when the magnetization vectors are approximately
perpendicular.

For the interacting dot, peaks in conductance occur when
the difference in chemical potentials between the two leads is
equal to the exchange splitting, Ae [11] [see Fig. 10 (upper
panel)]. Because the Kondo peaks are shifted away from
the chemical potential when the leads are not antiparallel,
the Kondo resonance is inaccessible at zero bias. However,
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FIG. 11. (Color online) Density of states of the interacting dot for
0 =2m/3wheneV = 2Ae = (.5, wherein we point out the positions
of each of the six expected Kondo resonances; note the overlap of the
resonances at eV /2 — Ae = —eV /2 4+ Ae€ indicated by the dashed
vertical line at w = 0. Inset: Derivative of the spin polarization of the
dot in the y direction. We indicate by the vertical dashed line a peak
ateV = 2Ae.

when eV = Ae, the Kondo resonances at u; — Ae and
W, + A€ become energetically accessible and there is a peak
in conductance corresponding to the additional transport
through these channels [26]. There are an additional two
peaks when the difference in chemical potentials between
the left and right leads is equal to twice the exchange
splitting. Recall that for the spin-independent bias there are,
generally, six Kondo peaks; when eV = 2Ae¢ the resonances
at eV /2 — Ae and —eV /2 + A€ are both positioned at zero,
thus partially restoring the magnetically unperturbed zero-bias
peak. Because the spin and charge currents, Egs. (9) and (10),
are nonlinear in the Green’s functions, we indeed expect some
feature (in this case a peak) at eV = 2Ae. For the particular
example of 8 = 27 /3, we point out in Fig. 10 the peaks in
conductance at eV = Ae ~ (.25 (dotted vertical line) and
eV = 2Ae =~ 0.5 (dashed vertical line). Recalling Fig. 3, the
peaks in conductance at eV & £0.25 are at the same energy as
the Kondo resonances in the equilibrium density of states. On
the other hand, when eV = 2Ae = 0.5, the nonequilibrium
density of states (Fig. 11) yields a partially restored (original)
Kondo peak. This manifests in the density matrix: dS”/dV as
a function of eV shows a peak at precisely 2Ae [cf. Fig. 11
(inset)]. Because the retarded Green’s function depends on the
density matrix, there is a peak in conductance at 2Ae.

The z component of the spin conductance [Fig. 10 (center
panel)] is enhanced at eV = 2Ae analogous to the charge
conductance. However, it is diminished at Ae as the newly
accessible resonances at u; — A€, corresponding to the ma-
jority band, and u, + Ae, corresponding to the minority band,
contribute oppositely in spin current along the z axis, resulting
in a suppression of G*. There is a zero-bias peak in the spin
conductance [28], when the leads are canted, which is rooted
in the off-diagonal elements of the interacting self-energy 3’
(see Sec. III). The same holds for the zero-bias peak in the
derivative of the y component of dot polarization [cf. Fig. 11
(inset)].

G” [Fig. 10 (bottom panel)] similarly has features at eV =
0, A€, and +2Ae. There are large enhancements when the
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bias is equal to twice the exchange splitting, small decreases
at £Ae, and a small feature at zero bias. At the peaks, the y
component of the spin conductance is enhanced by two orders
of magnitude in comparison to the noninteracting case.

The differential conductance of spin current polarized along
the x axis (omitted from Figs. 9 and 10) is, analogously
to G”, antisymmetric as a function of voltage in both the
noninteracting and interacting regimes, and has features at
eV =0,+Ae, £2A€.

VI. MICROWAVE PRECESSION

As another application of our formalism, we now consider
spin and charge pumping induced by circular precession of the
left magnetic lead at frequency €2, while taking the right lead
to be nonmagnetic (i.e., setting p, = 0). Transforming to the
frame of reference of the rotating magnetic lead, both leads
are static but we must include a fictitious Zeeman splitting of
h$2 along the axis of precession and spin-dependent bias in the
leads of [14] sy = F(h2/2)cosO and pq) = FhL/2,
where, departing from the convention of the previous sections,
we fix 6, = 6 (i.e., the angle of precession). The magnitude of
the total spin splitting for the interacting dot is the magnitude
of the vector sum of the fictitious and exchange fields, which
are noncollinear: A¢’ = \/(Ae sin6)? 4+ (A€ cos 6 + hQ)2.
Taking all other parameters as in the previous section and
zero applied voltage (which is now not necessary in order to
drive nonequilibrium transport), we calculate the differential
current response to microwaves, Gy, = dJ/d(hS2), and the
analogous quantity for the z component of the spin current,

—0.3 0. 0.3 0.6

FIG. 12. (Color online) Differential response of current (top
panel) and spin current polarized along the z axis (bottom panel)
to microwaves of frequency 2 through the noninteracting dot tunnel
coupled to a magnetic lead on the left and nonmagnetic lead on the
right, for several angles of precession.
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FIG. 13. (Color online) Differential response of current (top
panel) and spin current polarized along the z axis (bottom panel)
to microwaves of frequency €2 through the interacting dot tunnel
coupled to a magnetic lead on the left and nonmagnetic lead on
the right, for several angles of precession. We indicate by a dashed
vertical line a feature in the current response at A2 =~ 0.25 as a result
of the partial restoration of the Kondo resonance.

G% =dJ*/d(h§2). We also find a finite spin current polarized
along the x and y axes in the rotating frame of reference
which, in the laboratory frame, contributes an ac spin current
and averages to zero over a period of precession. Under a &
rotation around the x axis in spin space, § — 7 — 6 and 2 —
—Q while J — J and J® — —J%. From these geometric
considerations, G(2,0) = —G,(—Q,7 — 0) and GX(R2,0) =
Gi(—K2,m — 0) for an arbitrary on-site interaction.

For the noninteracting dot (Fig. 12), G, is exactly anti-
symmetric when 8 = /2 and nearly antisymmetric for other
values of 6. We expect an enhancement of the transport
when any of the spin-dependent chemical potentials in the
leads is at the dot resonance for either up or down spin,
€ £ h€2/2. For an arbitrary h€2, one resonance is always below
the smallest chemical potential and therefore inaccessible.
Increasing (decreasing) the microwave frequency, there is an
upturn (downturn) in G corresponding to the opening of the
accessible transport channel. When Q — —€2, the spin-up
and spin- down resonances, which in general have different
spectral widths, exchange roles. Because [Xg | # 20,441,
the onset of the resonance occurs at different positions in
the positive- and negative-frequency regimes, hence some
asymmetry in Gy. (There is no asymmetry when 6 = 7 /2
because ¥ 44 = X, ,.) Using similar arguments, we explain
the asymmetry in GZ(€2).

The microwave responses for the interacting dot are
smooth for positive frequencies when 0 < 6 < w/2 and for
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0.5¢
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—Im [G% (W) + G (w)] /7

l
0. 0.1 0.2

FIG. 14. (Color online) Density of states of an interacting dot
with magnetic lead precessing at angle 6 = 37 /4 and frequency
hQ2 ~ 0.25 (solid curve) and A2 = 0.3 (dashed curve). We point out
the positions of the Kondo resonances in this energy range, specit-
ically taking note of the overlap of the peaks at —(h2/2)cosf =
(hS2/2)cos @ + A€’ ~ 0.08 at precession frequency h2 ~ 0.25, in-
dicated by the vertical dashed line.

negative frequencies when /2 < 6 < . Conversely, when
the frequency is positive and 7/2 < 8 < 7 or the frequency
is negative and 0 < 6 < /2, the current response has several
sharp features. Informed by the previous section, we expect
these features to correspond to either the opening of transport
channels or partial restoration of the Kondo resonances. The
Kondo resonance is now split by both the fictitious magnetic
field and spin-dependent splittings of the Fermi surfaces, both
of which depend on the frequency of precession. One may
show [29] that a necessary condition for partial reconstruction
of the Kondo resonance, varying only €, is € cosf < 0,
consistent with Fig. 13. For example, when 6 = 37 /4, there
is a visible feature in G, at A2 = 0.25 (dashed vertical line).
In Fig. 14, we plot the density of states when 6 = 37 /4 at
frequency A2 = 0.25 (solid curve) and A2 = 0.3 (dashed
curve). In the plotted range of energy, there are three distinct
peaks for A2 ~ 0.25 and four for A2 = 0.3. The reduction in
the number of peaks is due to the overlap of the resonances
at —(h2/2)cos @ = (h€2/2)cos 6 + A€’ ~ 0.08, i.e., a partial
reconstruction of the original Kondo peak. Other features
in the current response to microwaves may be explained
analogously.

VII. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, correlation effects generically give rise to
low-energy peaks which manifest in both equilibrium and
nonequilibrium spin currents. In equilibrium, this results in
a characteristically larger spin current, as compared with the
noninteracting case, as well as a nonmonotonic dependence
on the dot-lead tunneling rate. The exchange mediated by
the spin current can therefore be either ferromagnetic or
antiferromagnetic as a function of the tunneling strength.

When driven by voltage, many-body correlations enhance
both the charge and spin conductance as a direct result
of the additional transport through conductance channels
associated with the Kondo peaks. The enhancement is a
manifestation of either the opening of additional transport or
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the partial reconstruction of Kondo peaks split by the effective
exchange field from the leads. At low voltages, away from
the dot resonance, the spin conductance can be increased by
orders of magnitude as compared with the noninteracting spin
conductance.

Similarly, driving charge and spin transport by microwave
precession enhances the charge and spin conductance. How-
ever, in contrast to voltage driving, the total effective exchange
splitting on the dot and the effective spin-dependent (pumping)
bias are both simultaneously dependent on the frequency of
magnetic precession. We have shown that sharp features in
the conductance, associated with the position of the Kondo
resonances, may only occur when the projection of the
exchange field along the axis of magnetic precession is
negative.

Although our calculations have been done for a single dot,
one may consider a tunnel junction wherein impurities are
treated as an ensemble of quantum dots. Upon averaging over
this ensemble, the characteristics of noninteracting dots in the
spin current will be smeared out while preserving the signature
of the interacting spin current induced by low-energy peaks. As
such, introducing impurities in tunnel junctions can enhance
charge and spin current at sufficiently low temperatures.

Based on the extreme limits studied in this paper, we may
generally expect electron-electron interactions to qualitatively
impact low-energy charge and spin conductance driven by
voltage, thermal bias, or magnetic precession as well as
exchange coupling, as a function of ambient temperature. Their
measurements, in turn, could thus be used as effective probes
of the underlying correlated state in and out of equilibrium.
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APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF THE GENERALIZED
CURRENT

In this Appendix, we detail the derivation of the formula for
nonequilibrium spin current through a quantum dot attached
to noncollinear ferromagnetic leads, Eq. (5). We begin with
a Hamiltonian of the form H = H; + Hp + Hy, which
describes noninteracting collinear leads (Hy) coupled to a
quantum dot (Hp) by tunneling (Hr). Recall that these are
defined by

H;, = ZSUkyCl_kyCa'ky, Hy = Z ngydicgky + H.c.,
oky oky

(AD)

and Hp left general. The creation and annihilation operators
in the basis of lead y canted at angle 6,,:

d y —> d/'l = COS —d +Sln —d',
(1 ‘2)

0 0
dU‘V — dfk]/ = —sin Edl 4+ cos Edi
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Both the lead and dot Hamiltonians are invariant under this transformation, while the tunneling term in the Hamiltonian becomes

Hy = Z dj; Voa’kycn/ky + H.c,, (A3)
oo'ky
where
VM‘ COSe—y _V¢k sinO—V
Viy = Vooruy = ) ) (A4)
Viky sin = Vg cos £
Closely following the approach of Ref. [17], we begin by taking the time derivative of djtdv,
—zh—(d*d )= [H.d}d,] = [HD+HT dld,] = [Hp + Hr.d}\d, + d}[Hp + Hr,d,]
= (e — €)didy + > (V) i el dy = Viaryd]cary). (A5)
aky
We equate the expectation value of Eq. (A5), without magnetic precision, to the current
dw
_L Z( b ) = Vit (] ot ) / SVt Gt ) = Yoty Gty L (A6)

where we have defined Gjak (1) = l( Caky d,)(t) and Gaky M(t) = i(dj Caky )(t) which are lesser Green’s functions in the Keldysh
formalism. Taking advantage of the nonlnteractmg electrons in the leads, we use their equations of motion and Langreth’s theorem
[22] to separate the lead and dot Green’s functions

v otky Z Vkaky gaky gaky Gr ) ’ G;ky " Z Vojkky (gttxky G)Ty. - gOl<k)/ G;u) ’ (A7)
A

where we have introduced the (anti-)time-ordered Green’s functions on lead y (g(’;ky) gkay of momentum k and spin o and on
the dot (G;—w) G, from spin 1 to spin v. Plugging this back into our equation for current we obtain

da) n -
‘I/fv =7 Z/ ap_ky V)»ak)’ (gotkyG gotkyG ) + V‘Wk)’ Vot)»k}/ (gaky GAM gaky G;M)] (AS)

Using identities between Green’s functions [30] we rewrite the expression for the current, eliminating the time-ordered Green’s
functions in favor of retarded and advanced Green’s functions

1 dw ! T < <
J/ZV - 7_1 Z / E [_ VJM’W Viaky (go?ky G; + g;ky Gf)\) + Viaky Valkky (golfky Gku + Baky G?u)]’ (A9)
ak

where Gf} = —iO( — t’)({di(t),dj.(t’)}) and GiA/- = (GR)’/‘.I.. After some tedious but straightforward manipulations one may show
that ' ' '

Z [_chuky Vkakl/( Gvk + gayG\I;eA)] w — Z [Vvaky Vojkky (gay Gku + gayGfM)]UMU’ (AIO)

VoA VoA
and therefore the spin current is real. Note that the free electron Green’s functions uncoupled to the dot are

- . 1 , 1
Soky = 2Ti8(® = Eoky) fory (@), eNy = p——— = —ind(w — &oky) + P—w vt (A11)

where n — 07 and P denotes the Cauchy principal value. We define

. 6. . 0. 1 1
sk (FTV cos? = + Iy, sin® % 3(Tyy = Tyy)sin6, ) (A12)
2

) %(FTV —T,,)siné, ry, cos2%+FTV sin? &

where T'yy =27 > [Voiy 128(@ — €0ky) = 270 [ | Vioky |2 06y 8(@ — €0ky) = 27| Vi) |* 05, 50 that Y, Viaky Viukylmgfy =
— Y i Vaaky V) oy Imel, = Wl Likewise defining W5, = 3" Viaky v sy &ay» We find

v (@l cos> & + f,, (@), sin® % 2[fw(a))rw f1y (@), 1sin6, . (A13)
4 %[fw(a))l"ﬁ, — fw(a))l"w)] SiIl 9]/ fw(a))f'w COS el + fw(w)f'w SlIl 7 ’

245427-10



MAGNETIC EXCHANGE AND NONEQUILIBRIUM SPIN ... PHYSICAL REVIEW B 91, 245427 (2015)

which reduces to W5, = —2f, (a))W‘ﬁy in the absence of spin biasing. f,, (w) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function in lead
y with spin 0. We take I';,, to be energy independent inside the electron band of the leads and zero otherwise. The principal part
can be evaluated as

<, 8 —&5iy)
Z / 4 Viaky Yoty G P — = ZP / dwdo Viaiy V) 4, Grs(@ )—fy
— Snky w
< ( gaky) R do’ G;\(a)’)
= ZP/da)da) V)Laky au,kvaA( ) o _W)\MV/d P/ i m
(A14)
The spin current can be written in the compact form
dw - do' G
J}/ - SMV‘,/MJ = UMV /uz - RGZ/ |: AHVGMVGUA + )\,M}/O.MUGUA, +lWAuyGMVp/ s ﬁ}
HUVA
dw . . . . . (";< /
:Re/—Tr WeeGRk —Whe (6= - iP/dw’ @)1 (A15)
2 Y T o —w
where WR =Wy, G<= (E Wy< =W, and Gk = GF,. Using the cyclic properties of the trace and that (G =-G=
and (i W}fe)T = lWJfe we recover the known result for charge current [17]
2 d A p oA
Ty = e}, = EeRe/ 2—“’Tr(W<GR WrG™). (A16)

These general expressions for charge and spin current under voltage, temperature, or spin bias is the principal result of our work.
A similar expression was derived in Ref. [19] for spin-independent biasing.
APPENDIX B: LESSER GREEN’S FUNCTION

In order to determine the on-site lesser Green’s function, G= = GR£<G*, out of equilibrium we use a generalized [11] Ng
ansatz [21]:
o N N N A=l AR — AAN—
25 =—IWE+ WH W+ WE) T [(GH T =GN (B1)

The advantage of this approach is that we recover the exact expression for G=< when either no bias is applied or there is no
interaction on the dot.
Although this does not simplify the general form of the current, considering only voltage and temperature biasing, from which

it follows W< = —2 fy (w)WR , the lesser Green’s function simplifies to
G= =GR (HWF+ £WR) (WE+ WA (6D = (G 6 (B2)
and the spin current takes the form
dw N I Apo_ A 11 A
J, = —Re/ ET{ (f;W, —i—fr )(Wl + W ) [(GR) 1_ (GA) l]GA
Ra(A A Ra(AR A 2 i ,G= (@)
+fVW é(GF —G)+ny 6(GR 4+ G — 6P | do'— . (B3)
T o —w
Using G® — G = GR[(G*)~' — (G®)~']1G* and inserting the identity 1 = (W + WR) (WK + WF)~!, we have
dw b AR - I A 11 A
J, = —Re/ E(fy - f,,)Tr[WfaGR ;(WIR +FWR) T GR) T - (641 64
dw A G=
—{—Ref —Tr [nyRa(GR + G — P/dw Gl )} (B4)
2 o —w
wherein the spin current is clearly separated between equilibrium and nonequilibrium contributions.
APPENDIX C: ANDERSON GREEN’S FUNCTION
We calculate the time-ordered Green’s function of the dot
Gt —1) = (T{di(t)dj-(t’)}), (ChH
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where T denotes time ordering of the operators and (- - -) the thermal average of - - - . Using the fact that
[di, H] = €id; + Udin; + ) ViokyCoky, (€2)
oky
where we have introduced n; = djd,- and i = —i, we follow the equation-of-motion method [22] of determining the Green’s

function by taking the time derivative

i%%(i — 1) = 8(t — )8ij + (T{ldr, HI0),d}(t))) = 8t — £)8;; + <T{ [eidi +Uding + ) wakycaky](z),dj(t’)”

oky
=8t — )8 + €Gi;(t =)+ UTi + Y Vigy Gl (2 — 1), (C3)
oky
where Gf,ky = )= (T{c(,ky(t),d;(t’)n and I'; = ((d,-n,—-,d})). We adopt the notation that ({(A,B)) = (T {A(t),B(t")}). We

further differentiate G%, ky =1,

l

d ,
T Gony (0 = 1) = £ty G, (1 — r)+Z V) Glit = 1) (C4)

or, after Fourier transforming,

(@ — Eoky)Ghy, (@) = Z V)i Gi(@), (C5)

where we have used the commutation relation [coky , H] = €5ty Cory + Vja,kydar. Solving for the Green’s function

Z atky Gi/ (w)

Co6
ka ](w) _ Eo-ky ( )
The equation of motion for I'; is
d
i =Ty = 8 = ) (dinr.d}}) + ([d;ms. H).d))). (o)
Taking these (anti-)commutation relations gives
{di”f,d;} = §;jn; — 5z,d, d;, [din;,H] = (¢; + U)d;n; + Z(did;TViacaky d; Vmcgkyd + Vioky Caky 7). (C8)
oky
In order to time differentiate these new operators we will again need to commute them with the Hamiltonian:
[didljcakyaH] = (6,‘ — € + gaky)didljcaky + dld d V;LM]W + Z(Viuk’y’cuk’y’dljcaky d V/le’)/ uk'y /Caky)a
uk'y’
[d C(rkydz ,H] = (6,’ + €; 8aky + U)d c(,ky d d Vp.akydl Z (d C/Lk/y/cgky + Vzp.k y' Cuk'y ’dz Cgky) (C9)
k/ ’
[CakynzaH] = Eoky CokyNi + Ni g‘ﬂk]/d + Z(d mG y'Cuk'y'Coky — V,Lkr},r Cukry d; Caky)
Hk/ ’
Evaluating the anticommutator of these operators with d T,
{didlcory.dly = 8jdicory,  {dichy, didl} = 8dicl,, +8icl di. {corynindl} = 8;jcorydi . (C10)

Because a factor of U enters the equation of motion in the second term in Eq. (C9), it will not contribute to the equation of motion
for the full dot Green’s function when the on-site interaction is large in comparison to all other energy scales in the problem. The
time differentiation of the remaining operators’ respective Green’s functions is

(@ = £aky — € + €DTioh, = =8ij{dl coty) = VI Dot Xy (Vi (] ey ony d)) + VI (il o d D)), (€1

ol

(@ = ety )T = = 8 (dicary) + Vi Ui+ > Vi () oy oy d])) + V-

foky — iy sl Cory-dD))), (C12)
uk'y’
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where we have made use of (d;)* = 0 and defined rd) - ((d;T diCoky ,d‘j-)) and Ffi)k = {(njcory ,d )). After making the following

icky —
decoupling [22],
(el Corydi d ) X (ChpoCony ) (drnd ) — (el di) ((Coryd ), .
(dl iy oty d])) 2 Ad] ey ) (Corynd1)) — (dl ey ) ((ciey . d D)),

and evaluating ( UKy Coky) = 8ucOkk'8yy foy (Eoky) and (d ¢sky) = 0, which ensures the onset of Kondo-like features, we obtain
[11,26]

(@ = eory — & + ) (did] cony,d))) = VI ((ding,d])) = VY fory ((did])),
(@ = ) (Corynind)) = Vi, ((dins,d D) + VI fory ((drd])).

Plugging this back into the equation of motion for I';,

mky V(jtky[ [ fay(gaky)G;j]

(C14)

Viaky[vjikyri + fg)/(go'ky)va'zky 1]]

Wl = 8;(n;) — 8;;(dldi) + (& + Uy + Y

2

oky W — Egky — € T €& oky W — Egky
(C15)
Owing to the strength of the on-site interaction
f
fay(eaky)vfgkyv ik fay(gaky)vwky i3
UT; = &{dd;) — 8 (n7) + Gt — Gt (C16)
! ! %w—saky—eiﬁ%; ! ;  — Eoky !
which, in turn, is used to solve the expression for the original Green’s function
(@ — €)GY; = 8;j + 5, (dldi) — 8;j(n7) + Z(zo o + ()G, (C17)
where we have defined the noninteracting (tunneling) self-energy 3 and the Anderson dot self-energy 3’ as
T T
Vig V.. fo (gak )Vzak fa (Sak )Viak V.
I L LA A il ‘”"_V L oxp =y T ol (C18)
oky W — Egky oky W — Egky — € + € oky W — Egky
Equivalently, we may write this as
(8" — 20— )G =m, (C19)
where go;; = 6;j(w — €;)~! is the free Green’s function on the dot, G' = Gﬁj andm;; =1 — (n;) and m;; = (dljd,-), which agrees
with Ref. [11]. We must self-consistently determine the occupation on the dot by numerically evaluating
+ . d(,() -
=Im —G (), (d;di) = —i 2—G”—.(a)). (C20)
b4

To extract the retarded G® Green’s functions we analytically continue o to the imaginary plane @ —  + i7. The imaginary
part of ¥ is equal to W* while the real part is

Vioky Vit WE  w-—W
ReXp,;, = Y P—— ¥ — Y ln‘ ‘l, C21
0.ij ; W — Egky Zy: i w+ W, ( )
where we have assumed Wj,/e > oy . 3’ has the form
i
foky(sak}/)vt_'okyv ki . 1

okiy . T
=—in oy (Eaky)Vigiy V- | 8(w — g5py — A) + 7?— . C22
D i e =& = T 2 Sy o Vi m[(w b= A+ P A] (C22)

oky oky

Defining the functions Gy, (@) = (1/i7)P [ do' fsy (o) /(0w — &), we obtain

i 0 ., 0
X = 3 Z {[fiy(w — & + )+ Giy(w — € + €)1, cos’ Ey + [fiy (@ — € + &) + G (0 — & + )Ty, sin® 7}/} ,
v

B = =2 YLf1y(©@) + Gry @)1, = [£1,@) + Guy @)] T, ) sind. (C23)
Y
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In the zero temperature limit, these may be evaluated analytically,

Hov da

goy(w) =P

—w, IT wo—o im

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 91, 245427 (2015)

, (C24)

1 - Mo
—In @ Koy
0)+Wh

which immediately gives the locations of the Kondo resonances at (i, .
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