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The Kondo effect and the Fano–Kondo effect are important phenomena that have been observed in quantum dots (QDs). We theoretically

investigate the transport properties of a coupled QD system in order to study the possibility of detecting a qubit state from the modulation of the

conductance peak in the Kondo effect and the dip in the Fano–Kondo effect. We show that the peak and dip of the conductance are both shifted

depending on the qubit state. In particular, we find that we can estimate the optimal point and tunneling coupling between the j0i and j1i states of

the qubit by measuring the shift of the positions of the conductance peak and dip, as functions of the applied gate voltage on the qubit and the

distance between the qubit and the detector. # 2013 The Japan Society of Applied Physics

1. Introduction

Nanodevices allow the observation of interesting quantum
interference effects. The Kondo effect and the Fano–Kondo
effect are observed in coupled systems with discrete energy-
levels and a continuum of states, e.g., when a quantum dot
(QD) is tunnel-coupled to leads. The Kondo effect in a QD
appears as a zero-bias peak in the conductance because of
the spin singlet formation between a localized spin and the
reservoirs,1) while in the Fano–Kondo effect, an asymmetric
line shape is observed in the density of states (DOS) and the
conductance because of interferences in the hybrid electron
states in the dot-electrode system.2)

In a Kondo system, such as a QD connected to two
electrodes, the conductance has a sharp peak, known as
the Kondo peak;3–9) while in Fano–Kondo systems, such
as T-shaped QDs, the conductance has a sharp dip (Fano–
Kondo dip) structure,10–18) both of these as a function of the
energy level of the QDs. The peak and dip structures appear
when the energy-level is close to the Fermi level of the
reservoirs.

Here we investigate the Kondo effect and the Fano–
Kondo effect using them as detectors of a capacitively-
coupled two-level system, a charge qubit.19–22) We use
Fig. 1(a) as a set-up for the Kondo effect and Fig. 1(b) to
study the Fano–Kondo effect. Each grey ellipse in Fig. 1
represents a QD. The source ‘‘S’’, drain ‘‘D’’, and QD ‘‘d’’
are the ‘‘linear-shaped’’ detector in the Kondo geometry
shown in Fig. 1(a). The T-shaped detector in Fig. 1(b) has a
trap site ‘‘c’’ and a proper QD ‘‘d’’. We define the j0i state
of the charge qubit when the excess charge is localized in
the QD ‘‘a’’, and the j1i state when the excess charge is
localized in the QD ‘‘b’’. Using the notation in Fig. 1, due to
the Coulomb interaction Vq between the charge qubit and
the detectors, the energy level of the QD ‘‘d’’ is shifted for
the Kondo detector, and that of the QD ‘‘c’’ is shifted for the
Fano–Kondo detector.

The basic idea is the following: the Kondo peak and the
Fano–Kondo dip will be affected by the charge state of the
charge qubit because of the capacitive coupling between the

charge qubit and the detectors. Therefore, it is expected that,
by analyzing the change of the Kondo peak and the Fano–
Kondo dip in the conductance, the charge qubit state can be
inferred. In our model, the capacitive coupling is the same as
those of the conventional quantum point contact (QPC),23,24)

and the single electron transistor (SET).25,26) In the standard
QPC or SET system, only the position of the excess charge
in the qubit (j0i or j1i) is detected. What’s new here is
that, by analyzing the peak position of the conductance peak
and dip, we can also estimate the tunneling coupling �

between the j0i and j1i states of the charge qubit. We will
also show that the shifts of the conductance peak and dip
are largest when the energy gap between the two qubit
eigenstates is smallest. At this point, we will show that the
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Fig. 1. Two types of charge qubit (two-level system) detectors. (a) The

charge qubit detected by the Kondo effect. (b) The charge qubit detected by

the Fano–Kondo effect. Note that the charge qubit ‘‘a–b’’ is composed of

two QDs (‘‘a’’ and ‘‘b’’). The tunneling coupling between QD ‘‘a’’ and ‘‘b’’ is

�. The charge qubit is coupled to the detector part by the capacitive

coupling energy Vq. The detecting QDs ‘‘d’’ are coupled to the source ‘‘S’’

and the drain ‘‘D’’. The linear-shaped ‘‘S’’-d-‘‘D’’ detector for the Kondo

system in (a) is replaced by a T-shaped detector for the Fano–Kondo system

in (b). In (b), the on-site Coulomb repulsion for the trap QD ‘‘c’’ is strong.

For the QD ‘‘d’’, the on-site Coulomb repulsion is strong for the Kondo

detector in (a) and weak for (b).
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Fano factor is smallest and we call this point the optimal
point, where in general charge-noise-induced dephasing is
minimized.24,27,28)

The standard method to detect the position of the excess
charge in a charge qubit is by measuring the conductance of
a single-electron transistor near a Coulomb blockade peak.
This standard method is considered to be more robust than
our method, because, in general, measurements of the Kondo
and Fano–Kondo effects are more difficult than the measure-
ment of a Coulomb blockade. In this respect, our method has
a supplementary relationship to the standard method. In the
Kondo and Fano–Kondo regime, which emerge as a result of
correlation between the localized spin and the Fermi sea,
charge degrees of freedom are not perfectly frozen. There-
fore, in the conventional Kondo or Fano–Kondo regime, the
charge and spin degrees of freedom are not separated, in
contrast to the pure one-dimensional Luttinger liquid that
shows spin charge separation.29) This means that electrons in
the QDs of the Kondo regime behave differently than those
of the non-Kondo regime, as a result of the correlation
between the charge and spin degrees of freedom. It is
considered that our setups provides the information about
the system by the linking between the spin and charge
degree of freedom of the QDs.

Our method should be able to detect those two-level
systems or, in general, any systems that have two charged
states. For example, two-level systems based on QDs are
also widely used in spin qubits.30,31) Thus, this method has a
wide variety of potential applications for nanosystems.

For simplicity, and without loss of generality, we assume
that all QDs have a single energy level and that there is a
strong on-site Coulomb interaction in the QD ‘‘d’’ of the
Kondo detector, and the QD ‘‘c’’ of the Fano–Kondo
detector, but not for the QD ‘‘d’’ of the Fano–Kondo
detector. If there is a strong on-site Coulomb interaction in
the QD ‘‘d’’ of the Fano–Kondo detector, the Fano resonance
becomes complicated.32) We use a slave-boson mean-field
theory (SBMFT)10,32–35) with the help of nonequilibrium
Keldysh Green functions to calculate the conductance of the
detectors. Moreover, we assume that the interactions
between the qubit and the detectors are weak and can be
decoupled into the mean-field parameters of the SBMFT. An
estimate of the effect produced by the charge fluctuations
would be desirable. However, in the SBMFT, charge
fluctuations are neglected.36) This is a limitation of the
SBMFT approach. We consider as following: In the Kondo
linear detector and the T-shaped QD detector setups, the
SBMFT approach is widely used as an appropriate method
to describe the system.10,11,36) Because our setups (Fig. 1)
are based on the Kondo linear detector and T-shaped QD
detector, as long as the coupling between the qubit and the
detector is weak, the application of the SBMFT to our setups
is a suitable starting point to treat the complicated electronic
structure of these QD systems.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2,
we formulate the slave-boson mean-field method to calculate
the conductance of the Kondo and the Fano–Kondo
detectors. In Sect. 3, we show numerical results regarding
the shifts of the conductance peak and dip. In Sect. 4, we
use a perturbation theory to estimate the validity of the
decoupling approximation between the qubit and the

detectors. Section 5 presents discussions and conclusions.
In Appendix, we summarize the derivation of the coupling
constant Vq from a network capacitance model.

2. Formulation

2.1 Hamiltonian

As shown in Fig. 1, we study the detection of the state of a
charge qubit via either the Kondo or Fano–Kondo effects in
the detector. The total qubit–detector Hamiltonian has three
terms H ¼ Hdet þHq þHint, where Hdet describes the
detector, Hq the charge qubit, and Hint the interaction
between the charge qubit and the detector. Here Hq is
written as

Hq ¼ �ðdyadb þ dybdaÞ þ "qðdyada � dybdbÞ: ð1Þ
Here, da and db are electron annihilation operators of the
upper QD ‘‘a’’ and the lower QD ‘‘b’’ in the charge qubit,
respectively. Experimentally, "q can be controlled by the
gate electrode attached to the QD ‘‘a’’ (not shown in Fig. 1).
Thus, we call "q qubit bias. The detector Hamiltonian Hdet

is composed of an electrode part HSD and a QD part HQD.
Because we assume that there are strong on-site Coulomb
interactions in the QD ‘‘d’’ of the Kondo detector and the QD
‘‘c’’ of the Fano–Kondo detector making double occupation
of these dots impossible, we introduce a slave boson
operator bd for the Kondo detector and a slave boson
operator bc for the Fano–Kondo detector.32,34,35) The Kondo
(K) detector Hamiltonian is

H ðKÞ
det ¼ HSD þH ðKÞ

QD ; ð2Þ
and the Fano–Kondo (F) detector Hamiltonian is

H ðFÞ
det ¼ HSD þH ðFÞ

QD; ð3Þ
where

HSD ¼
X
�¼L;R

X
k�;s

f"k�cyk�sck�s þ V�ðcyk�s fds þ f ydsck�sÞg; ð4Þ

H ðKÞ
QD ¼

X
s

"d f
y
ds fds þ �d

X
s

f yds fds þ bydbd � 1

" #
; ð5Þ

H ðFÞ
QD ¼

X
�1¼c;d

X
s

"�1 f
y
�1s

f�1s þ �c

X
s

f ycs fcs þ bycbc � 1

" #

þ td
X
s

ð f ydsbyc fcs þ f ycsbc fdsÞ: ð6Þ

Here "k� is the energy level for the source (� ¼ L) and
drain (� ¼ R) electrodes; "c and "d are energy levels for the
two QDs, respectively; td and V� are the tunneling coupling
strengths between the trap QD ‘‘c’’ and the detecting
QD ‘‘d’’, and that between QD ‘‘d’’ and the electrodes,
respectively; ck�s and f�1s are annihilation operators of the
electrodes, and of the QDs (�1 ¼ c; d), respectively; s is
the spin degree of freedom with spin degeneracy 2; ��1

is a
Lagrange multiplier. In the mean field theory, slave boson
operators are treated as classical values such as b�1 ! hb�1i.
We take hb�1

i and ~"�1
� "�1 þ ��1 as mean-field parameters

that are obtained numerically by solving self-consistent
equations. The Kondo temperature is estimated as T ðKÞ

K �
ð~"2d þ �2z2cÞ1=2 for the Kondo detector,34,35) and T ðFÞ

K � ð~"2c þ
t2dz

2
dÞ1=2 for the Fano–Kondo detector,10) where z�1 �

hby�1
ihb�1i. In the numerical calculations shown below, we

take a temperature of T ¼ 0:02td < T ðKÞ
K ; T ðFÞ

K .
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The interaction Hamiltonian Hint is derived from a
capacitance network model as shown in Appendix37,38)

Hint ¼ Vqz�1 �zn�1 ; ð�1 ¼ c; dÞ ð7Þ
where nc and nd are the numbers of electrons in the trap QD
‘‘c’’, given by nc ¼

P
s f

y
cs fcs for the Fano–Kondo case, and

in the detecting QD ‘‘d’’ is given by nd ¼
P

s f
y
ds fds for the

Kondo case. Also, �z is given by �z ¼ dyada � dybdb. As
shown by Eq. (A�11) in the Appendix A, Vq / 1=dD where
dD is the distance between the charge qubit and the detecting
QD.

We assume that the interaction between the charge qubit
and the detector is weak and the decoupling approxima-
tion39) to the interaction Hamiltonian Eq. (7) can be applied.
In the decoupling approximation used here, the electric field
which the qubit senses is almost constant and we can thus
decouple the interaction between the qubit and the detector.
The decoupling of the interaction term Hint leads to

HMF
int � Vqz�1fh�zin�1

þ �zhn�1
i � h�zihn�1ig

¼ Vqz�1 ð�qa � �qbÞn�1 þ ½�z � ð�qa � �qbÞ�
X
s

��1s

( )
;

ð8Þ
where �1 ¼ c; d, �qs � hdys dsi, and ��1s � h f y�1s

f�1si, with
�1 ¼ c; d. In this decoupling approximation, "c, "d, and "q
are replaced by

"�1
! "0�1

� "�1
þ ��1

þ Vqz�1 ½�qa � �qb�; ð9Þ
"q ! "0q � "q þ Vqz�1

X
s

��1s: ð10Þ

2.2 Green functions

Charge qubit detection in our system is carried out by the
measurement of the current of the detector. The current
through each detector is calculated using the non-equi-
librium Green functions as3,32)

J ¼ ie

h�

X
kL;s

½V�
Lhc

y
kLs fdsi � VLh f ydsckLsi�

¼ 2e

h�

X
kL;s

Re½V�
LG

<
dkðt; tÞ�

¼ 2e

h�
Re
X
kL;s

Z
d!½V�

LG
<
dkð!Þ�; ð11Þ

where G<
dkðt; tÞ � hcykLsðtÞfdsðtÞi, and

G<
dkð!Þ ¼ VL½grkLð!ÞG<

ddð!Þ þ g<kLð!ÞGa
ddð!Þ�; ð12Þ

with grkLð!Þ � ð!� "kL þ i�Þ�1 (� is an infinitesimal quan-
tity) and g<kLð!Þ � 2��ð!� "kLÞfLð!Þ. Here fLð!Þ �
fexp½ð!þ eVbias � EFÞ=ðkBT Þ� þ 1g�1 and fRð!Þ �
fexp½ð!� EFÞ=ðkBT Þ� þ 1g�1 are the Fermi distribution
functions of the electrodes when there is a finite bias voltage
Vbias between the two electrodes (kB is the Boltzmann
constant).

Let us first consider the Green function formulation for
the Fano–Kondo system. With the decoupling given in
Eq. (8), the Green functions remain the same as those
without interactions between the charge qubit and the
detector, by changing the replacements Eq. (10). Using the
equation of motion method, the advanced Green function Ga

for the detecting QD ‘‘d’’ of the Fano–Kondo detector is
obtained as

GðFÞa
dd ¼ !� "0c � i�

ð!� "d � i�Þð!� "0c � i�Þ � j~tdj2
; ð13Þ

where ~td ¼ tdhbci. The GðFÞ<
dd ðtÞ � �ih f yd ðtÞfdðtÞi can then be

calculated from G<
dd ¼ Gr

dd�
<
ddG

a
dd with

�<
ddð!Þ ¼ i½�L fLð!Þ þ �R fRð!Þ�; ð14Þ

where �� � 2�	�ðEFÞjV�j2 is the tunneling rate between
the � electrode (� ¼ L;R) and the detecting QD ‘‘d’’, with a
DOS 	�ðEFÞ for each electrode at the Fermi energy EF. Thus

GðFÞ<
dd ¼ i�ð!Þ

C00

ð!� "0cÞ2; ð15Þ

where

�ð!Þ � �L fLð!Þ þ �R fRð!Þ; ð16Þ
C00 � ½ð!� "0cÞð!� "dÞ � j~tdj2�2 þ �2ð!� "0cÞ2: ð17Þ

Similarly, we find

GðFÞ<
cd ð!Þ ¼ i�ð!Þð!� "0cÞ

C00

; ð18Þ

GðFÞ<
cc ð!Þ ¼ i�ð!Þj~tdj2

C00

; ð19Þ

with � ¼ ð�L þ �RÞ=2. We also define � � 2�L�R=
ð�L þ �RÞ. For simplicity, we assume �L ¼ �R.

For the Kondo linear detector shown in Fig. 1(a), the
Green functions are similarly obtained by using the equation
of motion method

GðKÞ<
dd ¼ izd�ð!Þ

ð!� "0dÞ2 þ �2z2d
; ð20Þ

GðKÞa
dd ¼ 1

!� "0d � i�zd
: ð21Þ

The charge qubit Green functions are expressed as

Gaað!Þ ¼
!þ "0q

ð!��Þð!þ�Þ ; ð22Þ

Gbbð!Þ ¼
!� "0q

ð!��Þð!þ�Þ ; ð23Þ

Gabð!Þ ¼ Gbað!Þ ¼
�

!2 � "02q ��
; ð24Þ

where � � ð"02q þ�2Þ1=2.
Thus, the current for the Fano–Kondo detector can be

expressed as

J ¼ e

h�

Z
d!

�

z2d�L�Rð!� "0cÞ2
C00

½ fLð!Þ � fRð!Þ�; ð25Þ

and the current for the Kondo detector is given by

J ¼ e

h�

Z
d!

�

z2d�L�R

ð!� "0dÞ2 þ �2z2d
½ fLð!Þ � fRð!Þ�: ð26Þ

In Sect. 3, we show numerical results of conductance
G � dJ=dVbias at Vbias ¼ 0, and discuss the transport
properties of the two detector.

2.3 Self-consistent equations

The detector current is calculated self-consistently: while the
qubit state influences the detector QD energy level and thus
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the current through it, the qubit state itself is also affected by
the detector QD occupation through capacitive coupling, as
described by Eq. (8). Here we derive the self-consistent
equations. The DOS of qubits are derived from the qubit
Green function 	l ¼ �ð1=�Þ ImGllð!þ i�Þ (l ¼ a; b). Then,
the average electron occupancy �ql of the two QDs of the
qubit is expressed by

�ql ¼
Z D

�D

d! f ð!Þ	lð!Þ ¼
1

2
1þ pl

"0q
�

tanh

�

2

� �
; ð27Þ

where pa ¼ 1, pb ¼ �1, and f ð!Þ � fexp½ð!� EFÞ=
ðkBT Þ� þ 1g�1. Using Eq. (10), we have the self-consistent
equations for the Fano–Kondo case:

"0c ¼ "c þ �c þ Vqzc
"0q
�

tanh

�

2
; ð28Þ

"0q ¼ "q þ Vqzc½1� zc�; ð29ÞZ
d!

�

ð!� "0cÞjtdj2
C00

�ð!Þ þ �c þ
@"0c
@zc

¼ 0; ð30ÞZ
d!

�

zcjtdj2
C00

�ð!Þ þ zc � 1 ¼ 0; ð31Þ

where zc ¼ jhbcij2 and 
�1 ¼ kBT . From Eq. (29), we can
see that the energy shift "0q � "q of the charge qubit is related
to the electron occupancy 1� zc ¼ 1� jhbcij2 of the trap
site ‘‘c’’, and its magnitude is proportional to the coupling
strength Vq. In particular, the qubit energy shifts as a
function of Vq due to back-action.

For the Kondo detector interacting with the charge qubit,
the self-consistent equations are

"0d ¼ "d þ �d þ Vqzd
"0q
�

tanh

�

2
; ð32Þ

"0q ¼ "q þ Vqzd½1� zd�; ð33ÞZ
d!

�

ð!� "0dÞ
ð!� "0dÞ2 þ �2z2d

�ð!Þ þ �d þ
@"0d
@zd

¼ 0; ð34ÞZ
d!

�

zd

ð!� "0dÞ2 þ �2z2d
�ð!Þ þ zd � 1 ¼ 0: ð35Þ

3. Numerical Results

Here we show numerical results focusing on the shift of the
conductance peak in the Kondo effect and the shift of the
conductance dip of the Fano–Kondo effect. Although td
appears only in the Fano–Kondo detector, we measure all
energies in units of td, to better compare the Kondo detector
with the Fano–Kondo detector. For the Fano–Kondo
detector, when � � td, the electron tunneling between the
QD ‘‘c’’ and the QD ‘‘d’’ cannot be easily observed because
the current flow to and from the two electrodes is too fast, so
that it drowns out the effects of the electron tunneling
between QDs ‘‘c’’ an ‘‘d’’. Thus, as shown in Ref. 32, we use
the QD-electrode tunneling rate � to characterize the
detection speed. Specifically, we denote the case of
�=td ¼ 2 as a fast detector, and �=td ¼ 0:04 as a slow
detector.

3.1 Conductance

Figure 2 shows numerical results of the DOS of the
detecting QDs ‘‘d’’. The DOS 	detð!Þ of the detector QD is
derived from 	detð!Þ � �ImGr

ddð!Þ=�. For the Kondo case

in (a) there is a single peak, and for the Fano–Kondo case in
(b) we can see the Fano asymmetric line shape. Figure 3
shows the conductance of the Kondo detector [(a) and (c)]
and the Fano–Kondo detector [(b) and (d)], as a function of
the detector QD energy levels "d of the Kondo detector [(a)
and (c)] and "c the Fano–Kondo detector [(b) and (d)],
respectively. We can see clear peaks for the Kondo detector
[(a) and (c)], and clear dips for the Fano–Kondo detector [(b)
and (d)], as in Refs. 3–12 and 15–18. These peaks and dips
are maximized when the coherence between the discrete
energy state and the continuum states is largest, we thus
denote corresponding energies "ðpeakÞd and "ðdipÞc as coherent
extrema. For the Kondo detector, because of Eq. (21), as
the detector speed � increases, the width of the peak also
increases. However, for the Fano–Kondo detector, because
of Eq. (13), as the detector speed increases, the width of the
dip decreases. For both detectors, the shifts of the con-
ductance peaks and dips are observed, when "q is changed.
Below we investigate the shift of the coherent extrema "ðpeakÞd

and "ðdipÞc in more detail.
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Fig. 2. (Color online) DOS of the detecting QD ‘‘d’’ for (a) the Kondo

detector and (b) the Fano–Kondo detector, using �=td ¼ 1, Vq=td ¼ 0:5,

"q=td ¼ �0:05, and T=td ¼ 0:02.
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(a) Fast Kondo detector: �=td ¼ 2. (b) Fast Fano–Kondo detector: �=td ¼ 2.

(c) Slow Kondo detector: �=td ¼ 0:4. (d) Slow Fano–Kondo detector:

�=td ¼ 0:4. The peak positions for the Kondo detector and the dip positions

for the Fano–Kondo effect are shifted by the qubit bias "q.

T. Tanamoto et al.Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 52 (2013) 04CJ03

04CJ03-4 # 2013 The Japan Society of Applied Physics



Figure 4 plots the coherent extrema "ðpeakÞd and "ðdipÞc , as a
function of the qubit bias "q [Eq. (1)]. As the qubit bias "q
increases, the distribution of the excess charge in the qubit
approaches to the detector QDs, resulting in raising the
energy of QD ‘‘d’’ of the Kondo detector and that of QD ‘‘c’’
of the Fano–Kondo detector. Finally, the increase of the QD
energies are saturated because of the balance of the charge
distribution. Figure 4 reflects this fact and shows that "ðpeakÞd

and "ðdipÞc increase as "q increase.
Because z�1

¼ 0 (�1 ¼ c; d) is satisfied at the coherent
extrema, we have the relation "0q ¼ "q from Eqs. (29) and
(33). Then, it can be observed that the minimum of "ðpeakÞd

and "ðdipÞc exist around the "0q � 0 region in Fig. 4. At "0q � 0,
the energy splitting ð�2 þ "02q Þ1=2 between the two eigen-
energies of the qubit is smallest, and the qubit energy
splitting is a quadratic function of the qubit bias. Thus, qubit
state is insensitive to charge noises that lead to qubit
dephasing, and this zero bias point corresponds to an optimal
point, in analogy to other similar cases.24,27,28)

The third terms of Eqs. (28) and (32) decrease "ðpeakÞd and
"ðdipÞc when "0q < 0 and increases them when "0q > 0

(
� � 1), resulting in the minimum structure of Fig. 4 at
the optimal point "0q ¼ 0. In addition, because the third terms
of Eqs. (28) and (32) become larger as � becomes smaller,
Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) are considered to show clearer minimum
structures than Figs. 4(c) and 4(d). We can also observe that
the magnitude of the minimum is proportional to the
coupling strength Vq. This is also the reason that the
minimum in Fig. 4 are caused by the third terms of Eqs. (28)
and (32). From Eqs. (28) and (32), at the optimal point
("0q ¼ 0, thus, � ¼ �) of the coherent extrema, we obtain

d"�1

d"q
	 d��1

d"q
ð36Þ

(�1 ¼ c; d). The peaks of Fig. 4 correspond to d"�1
=d"q ¼ 0

and Eq. (36) shows that d��1
=d"q ¼ 0 at the minimum

values of the coherent extrema.
As mentioned above, the "ðpeakÞd and "ðdipÞc increase when "q

increases, and they are finally saturated after they have their
minimum regarding the optimal points. Thus, their deriva-

tives, d"ðpeakÞd =d"q and d"ðdipÞc =d"q, are considered to have
their maximum values around the middle points between
the minimum of the optimal points and the small "q region.
Figure 5 plots the maximum values of d"ðpeakÞd =d"q and
d"ðdipÞc =d"q as a function of the qubit–detector coupling Vq. It
can be seen that: (i) the maximum values of d"ðpeakÞd =d"q and
d"ðdipÞc =d"q do not depend on the speed � of the detectors,
and (ii) there is a relationship between the peaks and Vq=�
such as

max
d"ðpeakÞd

d"q

 !
/ Vq

�
; ð37Þ

max
d"ðdipÞc

d"q

� �
/ Vq

�
; ð38Þ

when �=td > 1. These weak dependences of the maximum
values on the speed � of the detectors are considered to be
because of the sharp response of the Kondo and Fano–
Kondo effects at their coherent extrema. Because all
quantities are numerically derived from the self-consistent
equations, Eqs. (37) and (38) cannot be derived analytically,
and these results are obtained numerically. In principle, Vq

can be calculated from the structure of the system by using
the capacitance network model, as shown in the Appendix
A. Thus, in experiments, if we can prepare several samples
with the different distances between the detector and the
qubit, we can estimate the tunneling coupling � for the
charge qubit by using the relations Eqs. (37) and (38).

Therefore, Figs. 4 and 5 indicate that by finding the
minimum of "ðpeakÞd and "ðdipÞc , we can find the optimal point
("0q ¼ 0) of the qubit, and by analyzing the coefficients
of d"ðpeakÞd =d"q and d"ðdipÞc =d"q as a function of Vq, we can
infer the tunneling coupling � for the charge qubit.

Here, we check whether the temperature T ¼ 0:002td is
below TK �

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
~�2� þ t2�z

2
�

p
or not. In our calculations, ~�� � ��

(� ¼ c; d). As can be seen from Fig. 3, Kondo peaks and
Fano dips are observed for j��j > 0:5. In addition, when
there are no Kondo peaks or Fano dips, z� � 1. Thus, in both
the Kondo region and the non-Kondo region, TK > T ¼
0:002td is always held.
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3.2 Back-action

As we have seen, both the Kondo detector and the Fano–
Kondo detector have similar capabilities to detect the
tunneling � and the qubit bias "0q. Here we consider the
effect of measurement (back-action on the qubit) and
the noise characteristics of the two types of detectors.
Figures 6(a) and 6(b) show how "0q is affected by the
detectors. The change of qubit energies clearly depends on
the coherent extrema of the Kondo peak and the Fano–
Kondo dip. Although figures are not shown, the changes
of "0q for �=td ¼ 2 of the Kondo detector and that for
�=td ¼ 0:4 of the Fano–Kondo detector are larger than those
in Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), respectively. Thus the slow Kondo
detector and the fast Fano–Kondo detector are better from
the viewpoint of back-action.

The ratio of the shot noise SI and the full Poisson noise
2eI, F � SI=ð2eIÞ, is called the Fano factor. It indicates
important noise properties with regard to the quantum
correlations.8) Smaller F is better because smaller F means
less noise of the detection. Similarly to the result of Ref. 40,
the Fano factor F at zero bias and zero temperature is given
by 1� T ðEFÞ, where T ðEFÞ is a transmission probability
expressed by

T ð!Þ � 2�L�R

�L þ �R
�	detð!Þ: ð39Þ

[	detð!Þ is the DOS of the detector QD, as mentioned above.]
This means that the larger T ð!Þ is better from the viewpoint
of the noise reduction. As can be inferred from Figs. 3(a)
and 3(c), T ð!Þ for �=td ¼ 2 of the Kondo detector is larger
than that of �=td ¼ 0:4 of the Kondo detector. This means
that, in the case of the Kondo detector, F for �=td ¼ 2 is
smaller than that for �=td ¼ 0:4 [Fig. 6(c)]. Similarly, in the
Fano–Kondo detector, F for �=td ¼ 0:4 is smaller that that
for �=td ¼ 2 [Fig. 6(d)]. Thus, the fast Kondo detector and
the slow Fano–Kondo detector are better from viewpoint of
the noise reduction. Therefore, the magnitude of the back-
action and the efficiency of the detector have a tradeoff
relationship. More advanced analysis such as Ref. 41 should
be considered as a future problem.

4. Perturbation Theory

A crucial assumption that allows our calculations mentioned
above to proceed is the decoupling approximation as stated
in Eq. (8). Here we investigate the validity of this
approximation by using a simple model in which the charge
qubit is capacitively coupled to a QD connected to a Fermi
sea. In Ref. 42, � is related to the measurement speed of
the system. Here we use ��1, the tunneling time between
the central QD and the leads, to represent the time scale of
the detector and its temporal sensitivity. The perturbation
Hamiltonian is

H1 � Hint �HMF
int ¼ Vq

�
�zn�1

� ð�qa � �qbÞn�1

�
X
s

��1s

� �
�z þ ð�qa � �qbÞ

X
s

��1s

)
; ð40Þ

where �1 ¼ c; d. Because the qubit Hamiltonian Eq. (1)
includes �x and �z, H1 can flip the qubit state between j0i
and j1i. We apply the golden rule and calculate the transition
probability starting from the initial qubit state j0i. The
transition probability Pð�Þ is given by

Pð�Þ ¼ 1

h�
2

X
i

	i

Z 1

�1
dt hijHy

1 ðtÞH1ð0Þjii

¼
V2
q

h�
2

Z 1

�1
dt
X
i

	i hijn�1
ðtÞn�1

ð0Þjiiei�t; ð41Þ

where i labels the eigenstates of the environment (elec-
trodes), and 	i ¼ expð�
"i=Z0Þ, with an equilibrium
environment partition function Z0. At zero temperature,
we can decouple hijn�1

ðtÞn�1 ð0Þjii into h f y�1 ðtÞf�1
ð0Þi and

h f�1 ðtÞf y�1
ð0Þi using the Bloch–De Dominicis theorem.43) For

the Fano–Kondo case,

h f yc ðtÞfcð0Þi ¼ j~tdj2
Z

d!

2�

�ð!Þ
C00

ei!t; ð42Þ

h fcðtÞf yc ð0Þi ¼ j~tdj2
Z

d!

2�

�ð!Þ
C00

e�i!t; ð43Þ

where �ð!Þ �
P

�¼L;R ��½1� f�ð!Þ�. Defining the lifetime
of the mean-field approximation by 1= � Pð�Þ, as
discussed in Ref. 44, we obtain, for � 
 �

1


	

16�2V 2
q�

t4dz
2
c

; ð44Þ

and for � � �

1


	

4�2V2
q t

4
dz

2
c

ðaþ � a�Þ�5
log

a�
aþ

����
����; ð45Þ

where

a� � 1

2
½��2 þ t2dzc �

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�2ð�2 � 2t2dzcÞ

q
�: ð46Þ

For the Kondo case, we obtain for � 
 �

1


	

V 2
q�

�2z2d
; ð47Þ

and for � � �

1


	

8�2V2
q z

2
d

�3
log

�

�zd

� �
: ð48Þ
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We estimate this lifetime for the case of � 
 � by referring
to the experimental values in Ref. 16. The intrinsic
measurement time tm can be estimated from tm 	 h�=�.
When using td ¼ 0:5meV, � ¼ � ¼ 0:2meV, Vq ¼
0:01meV, and � ¼ 0:01meV, we obtain  � 64 ns for the
Fano–Kondo case, and we obtain  � 26 ns for the Kondo
case. Then, tm 	 h�=� � 0:0033 ps and tm 
  is held. Thus,
in this region, the decoupling approximation is valid. The
fast detector has longer lifetime for the Kondo case. When
using td ¼ 0:5meV, � ¼ � ¼ 1meV, Vq ¼ 0:01meV, and
� ¼ 0:01meV, we obtain  � 0:65 �s for the Kondo
detector.

5. Discussion and Conclusions

We have shown that by measuring the shifts of the Kondo
resonance peak and the Fano–Kondo dip in the conductance,
we can estimate the optimal point and the tunneling strength
� between two states of a charge qubit. In general, it is
believed that charged two-level systems are susceptible to
phonons. In Ref. 45, the result of the spin-boson model
showed that the degradation of the coherence by phonons is
smaller than expected. References 46 and 47 also argued
that the effect of phonons is not so large. In addition,
because we use the coherent extrema, the effect of phonons
is expected to be smaller than other energy scales.

We have studied the Kondo and the Fano–Kondo effects
in QD system from viewpoint of the detectors of a
capacitively coupled charge qubit. We have used the
slave-boson mean field theory and the decoupling approx-
imation to describe the quantum interference of the system.
In particular, we have investigated the modulation of the
conductance peak and dip by the charge qubit. We found
that, by measuring the shifts of the positions of the
conductance peak and dip as a function of the applied gate
voltage on the charge qubit (qubit bias), we can estimate the
optimal point. In addition, we showed that, by analyzing the
derivatives of the shifts of the peak and dip as the function of
the qubit bias, we can infer the tunneling strength between
the states j0i and j1i of the charge qubit. These character-
istics are the results of the resonant behavior of the Kondo
and the Fano–Kondo effects, and a new aspect of the
application of these important quantum interference effects.
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Appendix: Qubit–Detector Interaction

Here we derive the formula of the capacitive interaction
Eq. (7) between a charge qubit and a detector QD, applying
the capacitance network model to the system shown in
Fig. A�1. When charges stored in each capacitance are
expressed as in Fig. A�1, the charging energy of this system
is expressed by37)

U ¼ q2A
2CA

þ q2B
2CB

þ q2C
2CC

þ q2D
2CD

þ q2E
2CE

þ q2T
2CT

� qAVG þ qTVsub þ qCVsub: ðA�1Þ

The numbers of electrons in the two QDs of the qubit and the
detector QD site are described by the operators N̂�, N̂
, and
n̂d, respectively, such as

N̂� � ð�qA þ qB þ qEÞ=e; ðA�2Þ
N̂
 � ð�qB þ qC þ qDÞ=e; ðA�3Þ
n̂d � ð�qE þ qD þ qT Þ=e: ðA�4Þ

The charge distribution is determined by minimizing this
charging energy. When we define �z � N̂� � N̂
 under the
condition N̂� þ N̂
 ¼ 1, as in Ref. 45, we have

Û ¼ Ct

4Dz
fð�
 ���Þ�z þ 2ðC�C
 � C2

BÞðn̂d � nd0Þ2

þ 2ðCp þ Cm�zÞðn̂d � nd0Þg þ const:; ðA�5Þ
where C� � CA þ CB þ CE, C
 � CB þ CC þ CD, Ct �
CD þ CE þ CT , and nd0 � CwVsub with

�� � C�Ct � C2
E; �
 ¼ C
Ct � C2

D; ðA�6Þ
Dz � ���
 � ðCDCE þ CBCtÞ2; ðA�7Þ
Cp � �ðC� þ C
ÞCD � 2C
CE ðA�8Þ
Cm � C�CD � C
CE þ CBðCE � CDÞ: ðA�9Þ

Thus, we can obtain the coupling Vq between the charge
qubit and the detector as

Vq ¼
CtCm

2Dz
: ðA�10Þ

When the detector is distant from the qubit, we can
approximate CE ¼ 0 and CC ¼� CA, and then we obtain

Vq ¼�
eCD

CT ð2CB þ CAÞ
/ 1

dD
: ðA�11Þ

When we can simply approximate the capacitance CD 	
"SD=dD (" is the dielectric constant, SD is the effective
area of the QD, and dD is the distance between the qubit
and the detector QD), we can see that the coupling constant
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Fig. A�1. Charge qubit (right side) made of two coupled QDs with

tunneling strength � and gate electrode VG. A detecting QD is in the left

side and consists of a one-energy level state with tunneling coupling � to

reservoir (substrate).
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is proportional to the inverse of the distance between the
qubit and the detector QD, similar to pure Coulomb
interaction.
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36) R. López, R. Aguado, and G. Platero: Phys. Rev. Lett. 89 (2002) 136802.

37) T. Tanamoto: Phys. Rev. A 64 (2001) 062306.

38) T. Tanamoto and K. Muraoka: Appl. Phys. Lett. 96 (2010) 022105.

39) T. Aono and M. Eto: Phys. Rev. B 63 (2001) 125327.

40) T. Tanamoto, Y. Nishi, and S. Fujita: J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 21 (2009)

145501.

41) E. Sela, Y. Oreg, F. V. Oppen, and J. Koch: Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (2006)

086601.

42) Y. Makhlin, G. Schon, and A. Shnirman: Rev. Mod. Phys. 73 (2001) 357.

43) R. Abe: Statistical Mechanics (Columbia University Press, New York,

1975).

44) A. J. Leggett, S. Chakravarty, A. T. Dorsey, M. P. A. Fisher, A. Garg, and

W. Zwerger: Rev. Mod. Phys. 59 (1987) 1.

45) T. Tanamoto: Phys. Rev. A 61 (2000) 022305.

46) Y. Y. Liao, Y. N. Chen, W. C. Chou, and D. S. Chuu: Phys. Rev. B 77

(2008) 033303.

47) Y. Y. Liao and Y. N. Chen: Phys. Rev. B 81 (2010) 153301.

T. Tanamoto et al.Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 52 (2013) 04CJ03

04CJ03-8 # 2013 The Japan Society of Applied Physics

http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.32.37
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.124.1866
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.49.11040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.156803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.156803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35015509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.017205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.017205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.67.113309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.176601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.176601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.035402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.165313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.63.113304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.63.113304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.73.3239
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.085304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.165432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.62.2188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.066801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.066801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.73.081305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.266806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.266806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/74/10/104401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/11/8/083017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0031-8949/2009/T137/014005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.79.032317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.67.161308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/17/43/009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.267007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.69.115301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1069372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.085313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.085313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1171769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1171769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys174
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.045304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.155319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.41.7277
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00018738700101082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.35.5072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.136802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.062306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3285170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.63.125327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/21/14/145501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/21/14/145501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.086601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.086601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.73.357
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.59.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.61.022305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.033303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.033303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.153301

