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Abstract

We calculate the equilibrium Josephson current through a disordered interacting quan-
tum dot described by a Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model fully contacted by two BCS supercon-
ductors, such that all modes of the dot contribute to the coupling, which encodes hopping
and spin-flip processes. We show that, at zero temperature and at the conformal limit,
i.e. in the strong interacting limit, the Josephson current is suppressed by U, the strength
of the interaction, as In(U)/U and becomes universal, namely it gets independent on the
superconducting gap. At finite temperature, instead, it depends on the ratio between
the gap and the temperature. A proximity effect exists but the self-energy corrections
induced by the coupling with the superconducting leads seem subleading as compared
to the interaction self-energy and the tunneling matrix for large number of particles.
Finally we compare the results of the original four-fermion model with those obtained
considering zero interaction, two-fermions and a generalized q-fermion model.
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1 Introduction

The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model, a non-Fermi liquid describing fermions with infinite-
range interactions, has attracted a lot of scientific interest in recent years [1,2]. Compared
to ordinary Fermi liquids, it displays highly unusual properties; for example, its resistivity is
linear in temperature [3-5]. Moreover, it has been shown that the SYK model is dual to an
anti-de Sitter space in two-dimensions [2,6-8], opening an alternative way for investigat-
ing black holes. Regarding its experimental implementation, several proposals have already
been formulated in solid state physics based on quantum dots coupled to topological super-
conducting wires [9], graphene flakes with irregular boundary [10, 11], by applying optical
lattices [12], and in the field of cavity quantum electrodynamics [13].

A lot of theoretical studies have been devoted to study many peculiar properties of the
SYK model, either at equilibrium and out-of equilibrium. Different investigations about many
aspects of this model have been carried out, ranging from the dynamics triggered by a quan-
tum quench [14], to realizing traversable wormholes [15], or about the Bekenstein-Hawking
entropy [16,17] and the existence of anomalous power laws in the temperature dependent
conductance [18,19]. Several studies have been also conducted investigating the mesoscopic
physics by the SYK model, considering a lattice of SYK dots [20], analyzing the thermoelectric
transport [21] and the charge transport by coupling with metallic leads [22,23], characterizing
the current and supercurrent driven by double contact setups [24], looking at the dynamics by
coupling with Markovian reservoirs [25], and thermal baths, detecting some peculiar thermal-
ization properties [26-29]. Several attempts have been done also to include superconductivity
in the SYK model [30-33] with the need of upgrading the original complex model to a spin-
full version with, in addition, a mechanism of particle attraction provided by phonons or by a
negative Hubbard term.

Despite this intense scientific activity done on the transport properties of the SYK model,
one of the most interesting and yet-little studied topic is about the currents driven by supercon-
ducting leads. Non-equilibrium currents triggered by a voltage applied either through normal
and superconducting leads have been investigated [24], however a study of the equilibrium
Josephson current is still laking. The Josephson effect provides a fundamental signature of
phase-coherent transport through mesoscopic samples [34]. We calculate the direct Joseph-
son current obtained by contacting a SYK dot by two conventional Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer
(BCS) superconductors. The coupling between the dot and the superconductors involves uni-
formly all the degrees of freedom of the dot and encodes either hooping and spin-flip processes,
in the same spirit of what done linking a topological p-wave superconductor with s-wave super-
conducting leads [35,36]. We show that a proximity effect is induced in the dot, which causes
the tunneling current originated by a phase-difference without applying any voltage, however
the self-energy of the dot is weakly affected by the coupling with the superconducting leads in
the so-called conformal limit, namely for large interaction and in the limit of large number of
particles. We found that, in this limit, the Josephson current is suppressed by U, the strength
of the interaction, as In(U)/U and becomes universal, namely the current gets independent on
the superconducting pairing. This means that the Josephson current, at zero temperature, and
in the conformal limit, is the same for all BCS-like superconductors. Strikingly this result turns
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out to be formally the same as that obtained for a chaotic Josephson junction in the ergodic
and long-dwell time regime reported in Ref. [37]. At finite temperature T, instead, the depen-
dence on the superconducting gap A is restored. The current turns out to be dependent on the
ratio between the gap and the temperature and goes as A2/T? for large temperatures. More-
over we also considered the SYK model with two fermionic operators, keeping the coupling
with the leads the same. In this case the current depends on A and is highly non sinusoidal.
Finally for a generalized g-fermion SYK model, the SYK, model, we find that, for ¢ > 4 and in
the weak coupling regime, the current looses completely its dependence on the gap.

2 Model

We study a system composed by a dot, modeled by a complex SYK Hamiltonian H,4, and two-
superconducting leads described by H,. The hybridization of the dot and the superconducting
reservoirs takes place by the tunneling term Hy. The full Hamiltonian is, therefore,

H=Hy+H¢+Hy, (D

where the first term

Hy= Z (Z(Ek — Wp)Cy i Cpok + Z Apei? c};ch}'jl_k) +h.c., )

p=L,R \ k,o k

describes the two BCS-Hamiltonians, contacted to the left side (p = L) and to the right side

(p =R) of the dot, ¢; ,1, Cror the annihilation and ¢’ " creation fermionic operators, €
p Loks> CRok P k

Lok’ cRak

is the single particle spectrum, u; and ug the chemical potentials, A; and Ap the gaps with
phases ¢; and ¢g, respectively.
The second term is the tunneling Hamiltonian

1 +
Hr=— DD tono €l Hhc, (3)

p=L,Rk,o,n

where t;,, and tg,, are the spin-dependent hybridization parameters. This tunneling Hamil-
tonian encodes either the hopping which allows a fermion to jump into or out of the dot with
same spin projection and the spin-flip processes at the interface for opposite spin projections,
in the same spirit of Refs. [35], [36], where a topological superconductor made of spinless
fermions is coupled to s-wave BCS superconducting electrodes. The fermionic operators d,,
and dr; are defined in the dot. The last term of Eq. (1) is the following complex SYK Hamilto-
nian of the dot

N
Ha= W i inl=1 Vi dde} dnd — - dirdi ’ “)
i,j,nl= i

where N fermions have a disordered all-to-all four-body interaction U ,;, Gaussian distributed.

2.1 Tunneling term

Let us first consider the leads and the tunneling term. We introduce the following Nambu-

Jona-Lasinio spinors
c - N
pTk
\ijk = ( T ) 5 \ijk = (Cl')Tk Cpl—k) 5 (5)

Cpl—k
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for the fermions of the leads, and

d, _ .
p=(%). p=aa). ©
n
for the fermions of the dot. The Hamiltonian of the leads, Hy, in this representation, becomes
Ho= > Ui [(ex—1,)75 + A, cos(9,)T1 — A, sin(,) T2 ] Wy, 7)
pk

where 7, T,, T3 are Pauli matrices, and the tunneling Hamiltonian H; reads

1 _ N — A
Hy=— . (\pkaann +D, 1T w k) (8)
) pn =P )
\/ﬁp’k,n
where

) t 0

Tpn = ( OpnT —* ) . 9
pnl

Let us take up = u; = U, i.e. at equilibrium. Defining
Gk_p1 =iw+ & T3+ Apcos(P,)T1 —A,sin(¢,) T2, (10)
where &, = €, —u, and integrating over W,

_ _ - 1 o L
e Sc:JD\IID\I/exp {—Z[\prkakl\I/pk+\/—NZ(\I/kaann+DnTp'n\Ppk)]}, (11)
n

pkw

we get the contribution to the action of the dot due to the coupling with the leads

Se == Dp() Tum(@)Dp(), (12)
nmaw
where, after defining

- 1

+
Dam = > (t;nTtme + tpnlt;ml) , (13)
. 1

pnm = E (t;nT thT - tpnl t;ml) > (14)
- 1

+

F;nm 92 (t;nT t;ml * Lpny tme) ) (15)
- 1
1—‘;nm = E (t;nT t;ml - tpnl tme) 5 (16)

the kernel reads

3 A )

Tam(w) = —
nm( ) N €i+A12)+w2

kp

+

A, COS((i)p)(Tlf';:m + irzf";;m) —A, Sin(¢p)(T2f;:m - iTlf;;m) a7
£2+ A2+ w? .

We can integrate over &, and introducing v, the density of states at the Fermi energy, equal
for both sides, we get

1 TY ) ~ . = . omse
Tom(w) = N ; \/ﬁ{lw(for‘;m + T3Fpnm) +A, cos(qbp)(rlf‘;:m + lTZF;nm)

—A, sin(qbp)(*rzl:;:m—irlf‘;;m)}. (18)
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Defining, in the symmetric case, ¢; = —¢pr = ¢ /2, A; = Ag = A, tppe = tine = the and

an = 27wo Ram = vao Lam? (19
I =2y I =2my 05 | (20)

summing over p =R, L, namely summing the right and left terms, we get

T (o) 1 iw(’ro + 73T ) 1 Acos(¢/2)(1'11“5+ + 1721“5;) oD
w)=— .

. N Vw2 + A2 N Vw2 + A2

Let us now make the reasonable assumption that t,, = t,,, = t, for any n and m, then we

define 'Y = ToJym, T = D3y, Dok = Ty, and il = Ty J,,,, where J is a N x N unit

matrix, a matrix consisting of all 1s

1 1 1

1 1 1
J= .

1 1 1

Specifically
FO:nvo(ItT|2+|tl|2), ngnvo(lqlz—ltllz), I =2nvgRe[tyt)], Th =2mvoIm[tyt;]. (22)

For real values of t,,, we have I, = 0. We can write, therefore,

1 il iwr: IAcos(¢p/2) I,Acos(¢/2)
T(w)= —( 0 + 2 + -1 + ) , (23
() N \/0)2+A2T0 1/w2+A2T3 v w2+ A2 o Vw2 + A2 (23)
such that
7:lm(c‘)) = T(w)‘]nm . (24)

Strictly, in order to take into account that the anomalous terms (proportional to 7; and 75)
cannot have diagonal elements in the mode space which actually give zeros contributions in
the action Eq. (12), we can use the following form

[ Acos(¢p/2) IL,Acos(¢p/2) 5
Joriar T ereaz Tz)

Actually either Eq. (24) and Eq. (25) give the same action Eq. (12), while by using Eq. (25)
instead of Eq. (24) one gets subleading irrelevant terms for the current in the large N limit (as
shown in Appendix A), therefore, at leading orders, these expressions are equivalent.

Finally, let us discuss the role of the random fluctuations in the tunneling matrix. Let
us suppose that t,, are independent random variables whose distribution has o, as standard
deviation, then we can define t; = le > n tro, the average value, providing that t,, # 0, namely
in the presence of a residual coherence which makes it non-vanishing, which is still a random
variable with standard deviation of the mean c"r = «/LNO'U. As a result the hybridization

matrices fluctuate statistically as I ,,, ~ IJp, + ”N'” with some random variables 6T;,,,, with
zero average. Random fluctuations in the tunneling, therefore, can be neglected for large
N, which is the limit we are interested in and where SYK models can be treated analytically.
Actually the terms of order 1/N for uniform matrices are marginally relevant which leads to
finite contributions also for N — o0, while higher order terms are subleading and vanish
upon increasing N. Since we are going to consider N > 1, we can neglect the effects of these
random fluctuations. At finite N instead, those effects should be taken into account, on the

Ton(@) = Ton@)~ 1 (25)
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same footing of other sources of finite N corrections. The previous argument can be of some
relevance in the presence of a residual coherence. However, as we will be seeing in Sec. 4.2, at
least at the leading order in the tunneling parameters, the Josephson current will depend only
on the absolute values of the tunneling amplitudes while the phase fluctuations are irrelevant,
obtaining the same result as that for the uniform tunneling matrix, providing that the uniform
amplitudes are |t,|*> = % > ol

Quite in general one can take somehow random fluctuations into account after defining
the random distributions P, (¢t ) and getting the distributions for the transmission parameters
as p,(T) = fdtTdtl(S(F — T (ty, t)))Py(£1)P,(t}), where T((ts, t;) are defined above Eq. (23).
In this way one can easily incorporate the randomness from the couplings between the dot and
the leads, by integrating the observables (i.e. the Josephson current) over the I, with weights
Ps, as done in Ref. [38].

3 SYK, dot

The Hamiltonian of the dot is given by Eq. (4), where U;;,,; are complex, independent Gaussian
random couplings with zero mean obeying Ui,y = —Ujim = Uijin, Uij = U:lij and mean value
|Uijm*> =U 2, Introducing r replicas, a = 1, ..., r, labeling the field as d,,, we can average over
disorder so that the action of the uncoupled dot can be written as follows

b 2 B
/! _ 4 U ,
Sd_;:Jo deT;a(T)(aT_‘u)dna(T)_m;’:J; dtdt

4

D> dl (T)dup ()| +5,. (26)

3.1 Effective action

We can decouple the interaction, in different channels, introducing a number of auxiliary fields,
e St = fD{QOPOQPP QAA}e 54, getting

B B 3
_ T N o 2, N p 2
Sy = EL drd! (1)(8; — ) dpa(t) + %JO drdr’[4COU2[Qab(7,f’)] +461U2|Qab(f,r’)|

N3
4+
4‘C2U2

1 1
+3Q0(7,7) D P (7, TP (7, 7) = S QR (5,7 D 1 (2P (7, T )y ()
nm nm

/ N / a / Npa / /
[Q%, (7, T + Eng(T’ PG (7, TP = Q% (7, t)Ps (7, % )Z d o (T)dpp ()

1 / + a / 1 / a /
—5 Q7.7 Dl (TP (7,7 )y (7) + 2 Q0 (7,7 D 1A (7, )P
1 1
—5 Q@ (w7 Dl (DA (7, 7)) (7) = 2 Q0 (7. 7) D (DA (7,7 ) (1) |+ Sc, (27)

where the weights ¢y, ¢;, ¢y are arbitrary positive real numbers such that ¢y +¢; + ¢, = 1.
The auxiliary fields are such that be(r,r’ ) is real, A:IISI(T’T/ ) is complex and
A% (1,7') = A% (7,7'), while Q®,(7,7') is complex and Q% (7,7") = Q}*(7/,7) and
Pr‘llrlr’l(r,r’ ) = Prii(T,T/ ) can be taken real (it can be complex but only the real part mat-
ters), while ng('r, 7)) = Q%a(r’,'r) is real and P§®(7,t’) = PP%*(1’,7) complex. Using the

_ . d
representation in Eq. (6), with replica indices, namely Df = (dr’l a dna) and Dsl = ( df,?b ),
mb
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we can write

B
Si=3 2 f aed s { DB BBy (702 = 7318) = 3Q04 (5, T (PS5, 7)(55 4 70)
0

nmab

1
+P0ab*(T7 T/)(TB - TO)) - E (st(T: T/)P:Llnli(fﬂ T/)(T?; + TO) + Q}b)a(T/7 T)P:;(T/, T)(TB - TO))

—%ng(r, ) (A% (7, 7)1y +iT5) +AL(7, 7)) (T, —iT,)) [DA(eN)}

4 ) .
TN (Ligo 24 Nop N2 N raa 72
D) JO s A (103 0P + ety P + o 0F)

N 1 1
5 QR (n NP (T, TP+ 200 (7,70 D (P (7, 7)) + Q0 (5, 7) DA (7,7 |+,
nm nm
(28)

We have to remind that the terms P,,, and A,,,, should be finite only for n # m. Let us now
calculate the main contributions to the partition function, deriving the saddle point equations.

3.2 Saddle point equations

Imposing 6S; = 0 under varying the auxiliary fields we derive the following saddle point
equations

P (r, 7)) = > T (DD (s —0)) 29)
PY(c!,7) = —% ST ((DE (DR (73 + 7o) 30)
P (7,7") = —%Tr((DTZ(T/)DS(T»(T:; +170)), (31)
pr(c!, 1) = —%Tr((prg(ff)bg(f)xfg ), (32)
A% (1,77) = —%Tr((pg(f’)bg(f»(fl —iTy)), (33)
A (2, 7) = =T (DL (D) (e +i2)) (34

Q2 (7, 7") = —coU{|PEe(x', T + % Zn:Tr[(D};(T’)Dg(T»((Tg +70)P (v, 7")

+(t3—10)PE (7, 7)) |} = UL, TP, (35)
U2 _
Qb (. 7)== { D (Pha(e, 7+ D Te (D)D) (7 — 7)) PLA(¥', 7))
U2
= 5 P, (36)
U _
Qho(v', ) = = { D (Pab (e, )+ D Tr (D (D)) (s + 7)) Peb(7, 7))
Uz
R T GRS 37)
U2 1 _
QA (r,7") = —ijg {Dl1ak R + 5 > IT[(DE (VDT ((71 +iTo) A% (7,7)
+ (1, —iT) A% (T T’))]} _ ol Zmba (v, )2 (38)
1 2)2pm \ v ~ N3 nm\ " > :
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We restrict our attention to replica diagonal solutions, Pgb(r,r’) = §,,Go(T,7),

Prcl‘nlfl(r, ") = 6,4,Gpm(T,7’) and Aflfn(r, ') = 84pFum(7,7") = 64 F) (7" — 7). We define

A _GO(T/: T)5nm + Gnm(T: T/) F:m(f, T/)
G5 7) = ( Fun(7,7) Go(T, T )6 m = Gonn (7',7) ) O
and the self-energies
n_ [ Q%7,7T)Gy(T,7) 0
E(T: T ) - _( 0 —QO(T/, T)GO(T/, T) ) B (40)
n_ [ Q"(7,7)Gum(7,T") 0
b5 %) = _( 0 —Q (7, D)Gyual(7', ) ) ’ “0
n_ 0 Q2(7, 7" )F (7, 7")
Anm(Ta T ) - _( QA(T, T/)F:m(f, T/) 0 ) . (42)
We can define
/ —Go(7',7) 0
= / 5 3
gO(T’T ) ( O Go(T,T ) ) (4 )
, Gum(7, ! 0
Gom(7,7') = ( SRR S ) (44)
/ 0 F* B !
Fam(7,7) = ( (e (%) ) : (45)
At the saddle point, from Egs. (29)-(34), we have
Gun(7,7") = Go(7, 7 )8 + Gum(7, T) + Fy(7, ") = —=(D,,,(7/)D, (7)) (46)

which depends on the time difference T = v’ — 1t € [—, ], namely G,,,(7,7") = G,,,,,(T).
In Fourier space the full matrix G(%) in spinorial and in the multimodal spaces, including the
tunneling contribution 7 (w) = T (w)J, reads

G(w) = [(iwTo+pTs — 2(w))i+ T () — (L(w) +A(w)) ], (47)

where, from Eqs. (35)-(38), the self-energies %(w), L(w) and A(w) are the Fourier transforms
of

SN 1120 (232 v o Go(F)?Go(—7) 0
2(T) = coU*Gp(T)*Go(—7) = —coU ( 0 —Go(—7)? Go(T) ) ) (48)
and of 1.(%) and A(7), whose elements are
. qU? } . qU? G (—1)? Gy (7) 0
b= N® ;gkl(_r)zgnm(ﬂ__vg( ) 0 —G1(T)? Gy (—7) )’ 49)
L qU? _ L eU? 0 |Fit(F)I? Fn (%)
Aun(D) == 2 T Fun(D == ) ( IF (B i (7) 0 - 00

One has to solve self-consistently Egs. (47)-(50), fixing then cy,c;,cy, with constraint
¢y + ¢; + ¢, = 1, by minimizing the action at the saddle point. However what we found is
that, if G,,, and F,,, ~ 1/N° with § > 0, the self-energies L and A can be neglected in the
large N limit. As we will see in Section 4.4, this seems to be the case.
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4 Josephson current

As shown in the previous section, the self energies induced by he coupling can be neglected in
the large N limit. In such approximation the Green’s function of the dot can be written as

gn_T:Tll = g515nm +TJnm (5D
where G, is the Green’s function of the uncoupled dot, solution of the equations

Qal(w) =iwTy+ut; —2(w), (52)
%(1) = U*Go(7)*Go(—1). (53)

Actually if we include 7 or 7 in Eq. (52) we have just subleading corrections of order O(1/N)
in the diagonal self-energy %(w), which can be neglected. Let us write the self-energy in the
following form

Y(w) = Zg(w)T + Z3(w)Ts, (54)

so that we can write
Qo_l(co) = Gal(w)ro + G;l(w)rg = (iw — Zo(w))TO + (u — 23(6{)))T3 . (55)

Actually, from Eq. (43), defining

1 ; 1 ;
Golw) =5 f a7 e (Go(1) = Go(-7)),  Galw) =3 J d7 e (Go() + Go(—1)), (56)
we have that
5 Go(w) ~ G3(w)
-1 — 0 , G1 = . 57
o ) G —Gr T G wr -Gy 7
The Josephson current can be obtain from the phase derivative of the free energy
1
I==5% > n(det[ G (w)]), (58)

where f = 1/T is the inverse of the temperature and the determinant of G™'(w), from Eq.
(51), is given by

_ _4\N det[ 7]
det[G ] = (det[G;']) (1 +N T[T Go] +N2m), (59)
from which, using det[G; '] = (G, 1) —(G31)?, we get the following expression
det[g71] = (der[ Gy 1) (60)
- iwl, > ([@F+T))A%cos*(¢/2) (., iwly )2
x[(co () + w2+A2) - —(63 (w)——_w2+A2) .

We observe that, since
2 — 2 2 _ 4, 2.2 2
T =F1 +F2 =47 N \tTtl| , (61)

the coupling is finite for finite values of both t; and t|, namely there should be finite values of
both spin projections, therefore also spin-flip processes in the presence of strongly polarized
fermions in the dot, in order to have a non-vanishing Josephson current.
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From Eq. (58) we finally obtain the Josephson current

_sin(¢) 2A2
I=—23) - — . (62)
B %r2az cos2(¢/2) — (GyH(w)Ve? + A2 +iwl}) + (G (w)Vw? + AZ—iwl;)

By numerically solving Egs. (52), (53), using Egs. (54), (55), one gets the Josephson cur-
rent for the SYK dot from Eq. (62). As a remark we point out that, using Eq. (25) instead of
Eq. (24), we get the same expression for the current with subleading terms of order O(1/N)
(see Appendix A). The same observation is valid if we want to improve the bare SYK solution
including 1/N corrections. Actually If we include those corrections in the bare Green’s func-
tion, the phase independent part of the free energy acquires a term of order O(1) but does not
contribute to the Josephson current since it is phase independent, while the phase dependent
part, which is O(1), and therefore, the Josephson current, acquires trivially a term O(1/N),
which is subleading and vanishes for large N. As a result, the Josephson current remains the
same in the large N limit.

4.1 Large interaction limit

In the so-called conformal limit, namely for very large U, i.e. for |w| < U, the analytical
solution of Eqs. (52) and (53), obtained for ¥5(0) = u, implying G3(0) = 0 and G, = G,, and
for T — 0, is given by [1,5,16]

Gy (@) = iCsgn(w)lew|"?, (63)

with € =(U?/m)'/4, solution of the equations Gy {w)=—2yw) and 1) = —U2G(1)*Gy(—7).
The Josephson current, Eq. (62), for T — 0, in the continuum, becomes

a2z o dw
I= sin(¢) 3 . (64)
T 0 T2A2cos2(¢/2)+ (C Volw?+A2)+wly) — w2T}

The term wZFBZ does not lead to any singularity since Fg — 1"32 = 412 vcz) {tT t l|2 which is ex-
actly equal to I'2, Eq. (61), and is positive defined. This equation, for U >> T, can be well
approximated by

12 4 dw
I ~—si 65
i sm(d))JO I'2cos2(¢/2) + C2w’ (65)
getting the following analytical result
r2 c%A
[~ ——si Infl+ ——|. 66
nC2 sin(¢) n( r2 cosz(ci)/z)) (66)

For UA > I'?, the current I drops the dependence on A, except for logarithmic corrections,

1 1% UA
IEﬁ?sm((i))ln(ﬁcmosz((b/Z)) , (67)
namely, we get a universal behavior, I ~ In(0)/U, with U = U/I'?, that is valid for all BCS-like
superconductors. Quite interestingly a very similar result for the Josephson current reported in
Eq. (67), had been obtained for a disordered Josephson junction in the so-called ergodic regime
with long dwell time, namely when the ergotic time is small compare to A™! and the Thouless
energy scale Er is such that E; < A [37]. Inour case I'2/U plays the role of E7, or alternatively
U/T? the role of the dwell time, so that a large interaction U corresponds to a large diffusion
time in the dot. We remind that, contrary to the case reported in Ref. [37], where the dot is
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a cavity weakly linked to the superconducting leads and the coupling with the leads involves
few modes of the dot, in the present paper we considered a dot fully contacted to the leads,
namely all the modes contribute to the coupling. The long dwell time in Ref. [37] is due to the
diffusion of the particles in the cavity while, in our case, it is due to strong correlations which
produces such a sort of self-trapping phenomenon. Moreover the anomalous self-energy plays
a crucial role in Ref. [37], while in our case this term is negligible for large N because of the
uniform coupling.

Perturbative analysis: Before we proceed, let us reconsider the previous case by expanding
the free energy for small tunneling parameters I, with a = 0, 1, 2, 3. From Eq. (59), expanding
in terms of T, we have

(68)

In(det{G 1) = N In(det[G5 1) +In (1 FNTTG] + 22T )

det[G; ]
det[7] 1

— SN2 (T[T Go])* + o(T2),

=NIn(det[G;']) + N T[T Gol+ sz 5

where 7 is given by Eq. (23) and the bare Green’s function is simply Gy = Gy 7, as before. As
a result we have

2iGyw, 2

+
Vw?+ A2 w2+A2

In(det[G1]) = —2N In(G,) + [([2+THw? —T2A%cos*(¢/2) | +0(T2), (69)

where I'? is given by Eq. (61). The Josephson current, Eq. (58), at the leading order in the
tunneling parameters, then, reads

(¢)Z Gg(fiz +0o(12), (70)

which can be obtained also expanding Eq. (62). At zero temperature, in the continuum, and
in the conformal limit, using Eq. (63), we have

2 A2 oo 2
I~ f/_nAU sin9) | w(w‘i‘_‘:Az) ~ ;EU sin(qb)ln(%) , 71)
where we introduced a positive infrared cut-off A to guarantee the convergence of the integral.
Quite interestingly Eq. (71) has the same form of Eq. (67), with A o< I'?/U. Actually, from
first principles, A has to be a function of the the prefactor I'*/U and viceversa, in such a
way that when A — 0 also ['?/U — 0, getting a vanishing current. Conversely, if A and
I'2/U were independent, there would be a possibility to reduce A getting absurdly an arbitrary
large current at fixed, even weak, tunneling parameter or strong interaction. This dependence
agrees with the fact that the tunneling and the spectral properties are related.

What we learned is that the leading order in the tunneling parameters is enough to catch
the logarithmic form of the Josephson current in our system, also because the strong inter-
action limit is equivalent to the weak tunneling regime, U > T, validating the perturbative
expansion.

4.2 Random couplings

Let us now introduce random fluctuations in the tunneling amplitudes, relaxing the uniform
form for the tunneling matrix 7,,,.

11
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Random phases: We will consider first the case where random phases occur

tho = Ito e, (72)

where o =T, | and 67 can be a random angle depending on the orbital index of the SYK dot.
Let us now redo the expansion for the free energy in the presence of a more general matrix
Tom- Let us write

Gl=g"1+7, (73)

with 7 a matrix whose elements are T.m reported in Eq. (21), where, now, from Egs. (13)-(16),
(19), (20), and (72),

1 _itoT—p? I_gl
F;m E(FT i(6]-61) 4 1lei(6i—0;, )) (74)
% FT —l(GT QT I—.lei(er{—ern)) , (75)
T Tl lig?
+ —i(6,+6 i(6:+0
= e ), 2z
T Tl lig?
s— — = (p=i(01+6}) _ ,i(6}+6])
=5 (e ) (77)
with 5 5
rM=2mv |67,  TH=2mw|t |7, (78)

noticing that I'’> = I'T'. The free energy, apart from -~ and frequency summation, then
reads
In(det{G™*]) = N1n(det[G;*]) + TrIn (I+ G, 7). (79)

Expanding Eq. (79) in terms of the tunneling matrix, we obtain
1
In(det[G™1]) = —2N In(Go) + ) . Tr (Go Tr) — 5 > Tt (GoTamGoTrn) +0(T2).  (80)
n nm

Let us consider the terms separately. The first order term is given by

iGow 2iGyw I
Z _ Ty — owlp
T (GoTan) = w? +A2(F ) w2+ A2’ @D

which is exactly the same as that appearing in Eq. (69), since I, = (I'T + T*)/2, from Eq. (22).
The second order term is the one relevant for the Josephson current

G2
-3 Z Tr (GoTamGoTmn) = m Z |: (Frjmrrjl_n + anrmn)
—A2cos?(¢/2) (ISt —15-15-)] . (82)

nm mn nm mn

From Egs. (74)-(77) we have

1

I e = y [[™2+ri2+2rTrlcos(] — 0T+ 0 —04)], (83)
1-'2

TSErst = 5 —[cos(0] +0T+0) +04)£1]. (84)

Therefore, intriguingly, in the combinations entering Eq. (82)

1
+ t+ — 12 12y _ 12 2
anrmn + anrmn 2 (F +T ) - 1—‘0 + FS ’ (85)
+ s+ 15— — 12
Ll — Ll =175 (86)
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the phase dependence cancels out completely. As a result the second order term simplifies as
follows

2

1 G
—5 2T (G0 TanGoTun) = 5 5 [(§ + ) 0* ~I*A%cos(9/2)] . (87)

which is the same term appearing in Eq. (69), therefore, the Josephson current is also exactly
the same as that reported in Eq. (71). In conclusion, replacing Egs. (81) and (87) in Eq. (80)
we get the same free energy obtained for a uniform phase, Eq. (69), and, then, the same
current.

We proved, therefore, that, at least up to second order in the tunneling parameters, the
random phases in the tunneling amplitudes do not play any role. At the same time we showed
that the second order term is enough to derive the logarithmic form of the Josephson current,
therefore the result in Eq. (71) is robust against random phase fluctuations.

Fully random couplings: Let us consider t,, fully random variables so that the tunneling
matrix has random entries 7,,,,, Eq. (21), with tunneling parameters written in Egs. (13)-(16),
(19), (20), where we will drop the right-left index p, since we will consider symmetric contacts.
Now let us consider once again the expansion of the free energy, which, up to second order in
the tunneling parameters is given by Eq. (80). In this case the first order term reads

iGo(O 27'['))0

Jorsm w2l el )= Vo

DT (GoTon) = [T+TY,  ©8)

where we defined, analogously to Eq. (78), the following positive real quantities
= 1 2 - 1 2 - e
T I — 2 _ 7l
T _2moNzn:|tnT\ , T —2nv0N2n:|tnl| R (89)

The second order term is given by Eq. (82) where now, from Egs. (13)-(16), (19), (20), we
have

Frj—mrrjl_n + anrmn = 2n? V% (|tnTtmT|2 + |tnl tml|2) > (90)
rn e =TT = 2293 ([taytn |+ [urtm|) (91)

As a result, under the double sum, for the second order term, using Eq. (89), we have

2 M

_Z _ 70 | D2, 1l2) 02 T2 A2 anc2
ZTr(GoﬁlmGonn) — A2 [2 (T12 + T%2) w? — T2A2% cos (¢/2)} .92
As a consequence the Josephson current is the same as in the uniform case, Eq. (71), where
we replace I' — T', namely I'” — T'?, or equivalently defining

1
|t0|2=NZ|tnU|2' (93)
n

In conclusion, the Josephson current has exactly the same form for either uniform and com-
pletely random tunneling matrix, at least up to second order in the tunneling parameters,
providing the equivalence given in Eq. (93).

This analysis shows that randomness in the dot-to-leads couplings does not spoil the cur-
rent and justifies our choice of a simple uniform tunneling matrix which allowed us to perform
an analytical calculation of the full Josephson current at any order.
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4.3 Finite temperature

At finite temperature, the analytical solution Eq. (63) becomes [1,5,16]

I 6l MN3/4+ w/2nT +i€)

G H(w)=iC
o (@)=t [(1/4+ w/2nT + ic)’

(94)

where T'(x) is the Gamma function, C = (U?cos(260)/m)"/4, while 6 and e are linked by
e?™ =sin(rt/4 + 0)/sin(t/4—0), and Go(t = 07) = 1/2— 0 /m —sin(26)/4. Let us fix the
density of particles at half-filling, 6 = 0, ¢ = 0. Defining
8, =1TGp(w), (95)
from Eq. (62), in the case UT > I'?, the Josephson current becomes
A2 g2
I~ —si = )
B s1n(¢)Z w?+ g2 A2cos?(¢/2) + A?

w

(96)

The Green’s function Gy(w) is cut-offed by 1/+/T at low frequency. We approximate, therefore,
8. ~ g0 in Eq. (96) and, after summing over the Matsubara frequencies, we get

tanh (2 A4/1+ g2 cos2(¢/2)
mzﬁsinw)gg anh (541 + 8 cos'(6 ) ©7)
a \/1+g§cosz(¢/2)

which is a function of the temperature T = 1/f3, and of the interaction U since g, = rI'/v/UT,
with r a numerical coefficient, r = I'(1/4)/(¥/21/4I'(3/4)). We find numerically that Eq. (96)
is better approximated by the same expression where g, is replaced by g, if we include an
overall factor a ~ 5.6. Since g(z) < 1, calling ¢ = r2/(2a) the numerical coefficient, we have

I2A A
I ~c——sin(¢)tanh| — | . 98
o sin(g)ranh (- 8
Therefore, for large temperature, T > A, it reads
cT2A2
~ T2 sin(¢), (99)

. . .\ . . 2 T.(T.—T
namely, approaching the superconductive critical temperature T,, it vanishes as % o< %
On the contrary, in the intermediate regime with small enough temperatures, specifically

for A>T > T?/U, we can approximate the hyperbolic tangent by one, getting a 1/T decay
£ r2A

~c
\/1+g(2)c052(¢/2) ur

For UT < I'? (go > 1), instead, we have to distinguish two regions in frequency space, with
|w| < Ap and |w| > Ay, where A; ~ T is an energy cut-off below which g, ~ g, while above

sin(¢). (100)

I~ % sin(¢)

8o ~ C7lsgn(w)|w|/2, as for the zero temperature limit. We have, therefore, the following
expression
1 Az 1"2
I ~ —sin(¢) — + . (101)
p {m%r W7+ A2cos?($/2) + g, A2 A>|wZI>AT M2 cos’($/2) + 8.2 }

Since T < 1 we can use the integrals, %Zw - f ‘é—‘;;, getting

I'?cos?(¢p/2) + C2A
I2cos?(¢p/2)+ C2Ar

arctan (f‘)#) 5
y/1+g5 cos?(¢/2) + T

I~2sin(¢)g
o ° \/1 + g& cos2(¢/2) nC

3 sin(qb)ln( ) . (102)
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4.4 Proximity effect

Let us discuss, now, how the dot is affected by the presence of the superconducting leads and
check whether we can neglect the self-energy corrections in the large N limit. We will focus
in particular on the hybridization of the dot due to the superconducting pairing, considering
the following tunneling matrix, neglecting, for simplicity, the term proportional to 7,

TAcos(¢/2)
NVoT+ A2

We make the following ansatz for the anomalous contribution to the self-energy: At,J. The
Green’s function, then, reads

T(w) ~ ]%Tl(w)ﬁJ = T, J. (103)

1
Q,j,}l ~ Galfo Spm + (ﬁﬁ(w) —A) T1dm - (104)

From Eq. (33), we have the following effective equal-time pairing between two generic modes

n#m

1
F=Fun(77)= 5 > 1(G(w)T1) 00 (105)
w
and, therefore, from Eq. (50), we will have, consistently,
U2F3
A=— . 106
N (106)
At low temperature the sum in Eq. (105) becomes an integral, which reads
A
d N-—-A
F = J aw ; 7-1(0))/ g ., (107)
_p 27 N2(Ti(w)/N —A)2 =G
and, using Egs. (63), (103) and (106),
1 JA do TAcos(¢/2)vVw? + A2 + U2F3(w? + A2) (108)
N J_,2n (FA cos(¢p/2)+ U2F3v/ w2 + Az)z + C2|w|(w? + A2) ’

where we introduced a cut-off since w < U for the expression of G, to be valid, therefore we
can take A ~ U.
For large U and for large but still finite N such that U2F3 > T, we can approximate Eq.

(107) getting
A
1 d U%F3 U%F3 C2A
Fo~— aw = In{ 1+ , (109)
N o T (U4F® + C2w) nNC?2 U4F6

which has to be solved in terms of F. For U*F® > C2A ~ U?, we get, for F and A, the following

results Va 23 54
A U A
F~ s A —— [ — . (110)
NrU2 N \N=m

We found that the pairing is super-extensive, meaning that a single particle in the dot is paired
with all the other particles in such a way that NF is not O(1) but O(N3/%).
We expect that U2F3 becomes irrelevant upon further increasing N, therefore Eq. (107) be-

comes -
1 J dw TAcos(¢p/2)vV w? + A2

F=— - ,
N J_., 27 T2A2cos2(¢/2) + C2|wl|(w? + A2)

(111)
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which can be approximated by

A2 A dew 1T C2A
e N1 COS((MZ)J; I2A2co0s2(¢p/2)+ C2A%2w ~ N rc? COS(¢/2)IH(1 " W) > (112

where now A ~ max(A, T'cos(¢/2)). Therefore we have

Lo U (r In(U))° .

L) (113)
Tcos2(¢/2) )’ - N UN4

1T
F~——cos(¢/2)In
S eos(@/2)mn(
This result implies that, even if the pairing is a uniform matrix whose elements are o< %,
the corresponding self-energy decays much faster upon increasing N, validating the approach
used for calculating the Josephson current.

5 Other cases

Let us consider three different situations in order to compare the results with those obtained
for the SYK model. The first case is just the non-interacting dot with N modes. The second
one is the bilinear version of the SYK model, also called SYK, (the original model is also
called SYK,), that is a non-interacting all-to all random hopping model. We will conclude
discussing the generalized model with q fermions.

5.1 Zero interaction

For U = 0 we have X = 0, therefore Ga ' =jwand Gg_ ! = u, therefore the Josephson current,
Eq. (62), becomes

A% 1
I= sin(¢) Y | . 5. (114)
p o T2A2c052(¢/2) + (wV@? + A2+ ) + (uvw? + A2 — i)
For [ > A, using [} — I = I'?, and approximating Eq. (114) as follows
r2a2 1
I~ (115)

sm(¢); T2A2c0s2(¢/2) + u2A2 + w2(T2 + u2) — 2iwul; A >

we can sum over the Matsubara frequencies by complex analysis. Introducing the transmission
coefficient, t, ranging from O to 1,
2
to = m , (116)

we get the following analytical form

t,sinh (BAy/1—t,sin%(¢/2) +t,(1—t,)I3/T2)

cosh (B24/1—t,5in%(¢/2) +t,(1 —t,)I2/T2) + cosh (BA v/t,(1— t,)T3/T)
1

g V1= t,sin2(¢/2) + t,(1 — t,)[2/T2

I~ %sin(qb)

(117)

For I'; = 0, namely for |tT| = |t l” Eq. (117) reduces to the same result of a spinfull single level
dot

t,tanh (£ A4/1—t, sin?(¢/2
I 2 gin()m (Bavi-ts'te/ )). (118)
2 V1—t,sin?(¢/2)
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For T — 0, Eq. (117) becomes simply

A t
I~ —sin(¢) 2 . (119)
2 v 1—tosin?(¢/2) +t,(1—t,)I2/I2
For large temperature, T > A, the current in Eq. (117) becomes
A%t
I~ T" sin(¢), (120)

namely, it decays as A?/T. This result has to be contrasted with Eq. (99) obtained for large
interaction.

5.2 SYK, dot

Let us consider the SYK version with two fermions, called SYK,, which reads

Hy = f Z U,dld;, (121)

i,j=1

with U;; random variables with zero mean and such that |Ul |2 = U2. In the strong coupling
and for large N, at for zero temperature, the single particle Green’s function has an analytic
form

G, (w) =iUsgn(w). (122)

As done for the SYK, model, we can integrate over disorder getting

B
:ZJ dzd,,(v)(3; u)dna(r)+—ZJ drdr’
n,a J0

which can be decoupled as

p
SdZZJ dfdia(f)(af—u)dna(rHZf drdr’| 2 2|zab( 2U22|Fab(T )

+izbe(7, T)Zdna(ﬁ:)dnb(f)——Z(d' (DIFEE (7, )], (7)) + dup (T ) (7, 7)o (7)) |

Zdna(r)dnb(r) +S,., (123)

+S.,

. b AN b / b A b / . . .
with X***(7,7") = ¥*%(7’,7) and F,;'(7,7') = F;’(7,7’). In the diagonal replica index, and
for zero replica limit, the saddle point equations are

(7, 7)) = U (di(T)d, (") (124)
©T) ==y L ), (7)),
N_UP
Fom(7,7) = ﬁ(dn(f)dm(’? ) - (125)

One has to solve these equations self-consistently. Let us consider, for simplicity, 4 = 0, and
t, real, so that I, = 0, and t; = t; which implies I'; = 0. The tunneling matrix, therefore has
only components proportional to 7, and 7;. We then select only the self-energies in the same
channels. The Green’s function G, then reads

Gl =616+ (T+ Wy =(i0—)Tg 8 + — [TO To+ (T +NF) Ty o,  (126)
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where we absorb i in ¥, namely i — ¥, and consider uniform F like 7. We also define

iwl I Acos(¢/2)
Tn = ) T =———" 127
* VortA ' vw?+ A2 (127

with Iy = I} =T for our choice of the parameters t,. We can write the self-consistent equa-
tions, in Fourier space, in the following form

n=o Zn:Tr(ngO) ) (128)
UZ
F= ﬁTr(gnmfrl) (129)

We recognize in Egs. (128), (129) the rainbow diagram equations reported in Refs. [39]
and [37]. The self-energies can be obtained by employing Eq. (A.15) where we replace G
by G, (we neglect corrections of order 1/N in the diagonal part, encoding Pauli exclusion
principle, which would lead to subleading terms, as shown in Appendix A) and 7 by (T + F),
namely

A _an—1 A
Grm =GoOnm—[(N(T+E)+G51) (T +E)Go W m - (130)
The self-consistent equations Egs. (128), (129), using Eq. (130), read explicitly

_ U [ 1((io—%+T)To— (T, +NF)?

¥ (iw—12) [1 ( (iw—S+T5)2— (T, +NF)2 )|’ (131)
_ v (T; + NF)

f=- [(lw T+ T9)2—(Th +NF)2] (132)

In the large N limit Eq. (131) reduces to the uncoupled self-energy X = whose solution

is

(lw Z)

> = é(w—sgn(a))\/ w2+4U2) , (133)
which implies the following uncoupled dot Green’s function
Go=Goto=(iw—2)11y= — ( —sgn(w)v w2+ 4U2) To, (134)

and for large U one recovers Eq. (122), where sign(w) comes from requiring vanishing ¥ in
the zero interaction limit and then odd function in imaginary time. One can check that actually
Eq. (134) is obtained by summing over the rainbow diagrams using the bare Green’s function

(i)™
1 0 U 2n
Go = .—ch (—) ) (135)
lw 4= iw
where C, = (2n)! - are the Catalan numbers. By inspection of Eq. (132) we have F ~ 1/N

(n+1)n!
therefore it can not be neglected in the large N limit, since NF appears in the Green’s function.

Defining for simplicity
A=T2+3((lo—Z+Tp)*+U?), (136)
B=2T2+9(U?—2(iw—=+Tp)*) T, (137)

we can solve algebraically Eq. (132) getting

1/3 * /1R2 _ 3 1/3
NF = _z']’l + EA(;) + s (M) , (138)
3 3 \B+vB2—443 3 2
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where S =1,for ;>0 (0< ¢ <m),and S = —%, for 7; <0 (nr < ¢ < 2m). Inserting
Eq. (133) one can calculate the Josephson current

1
1=_EZa¢ In[(7; + NF)*—(io—Z+T)*], (139)
w
which, since ¥ does not depend on ¢, can be also written as

[=— UZﬁNZF8¢(7'1+NF) (140)

Let us now consider the limit of very large U, namely U > T and A. In this limit
> — —iUsgn(w), and A — ’7'12, B — 33U?T;, therefore

1/3

(U?rA|cos(¢/2)|)
(w? + A2)1/6

Notice that this expression is accurate for ¢ far from 7, since the term ((iw -2+ To)?+ Uz)

induces a gap close to ¢ = 7 for any finite value of U. The Josephson current is, therefore

NF ~ sgn(cos(¢/2)) (141)

~N——— N2 2
I UzﬁN Za¢F (142)

since NF > 7T;. At zero temperature, introducing an ultraviolet cut-off A, we have

SENfap.c) o A (DY) s
- (cos2(¢/2))2/3 |, (o)2+1)1/3 21 (cos2(p/2))2/3°

Since Eq. (122) is valid for U > |w| the cut-off A might be taken ~ U

Here a comment is in order. If we used a different coupling with the leads, such that
only few and specific modes of the dot were involved, the tunneling matrix would be sparse
diagonal, with many null elements. In our case, since the dot is made by spinless fermions,
stricktly speaking the anomalous terms should vanish. Nevertheless let us consider this case
discussed in Ref. [37] where two superconducting leads were coupled to a chaotic metallic
cavity. The calculation is pretty similar to what reported here. The only difference is that both
T and F are now diagonal. The saddle point equations are again equivalent to those obtained
by resummation of the non-crossing diagrams, as shown also in our case. We have, then, to
solve the self-consistent equations, where Eq. (126) is replaced by the following Eq. (146),

(143)

U2
= —NZTr(anTo) , (144)

2
= U—NZTr(anﬁ) , (145)
G =i =S+ T) 7o+ (T1 + F)T1] (146)

since I}, < &I, and I, #0forn=1,...,n,and I[;, = 0 forn = n.+1,..., N. We have exactly
the same kind of equations reported in Ref. [37]. Quite strikingly, in the so-called ergodic and
long dwell-time regime, the authors of Ref. [37] solved Eqgs. (144)-(146) for N > n, getting
a Josephson current of the same form of Eq. (67), where the Thouless energy E; is replaced
by I'?/U < A. The crucial difference between the SYK, model discussed here, with respect to
the case of a chaotic tunneling Josephson junction discussed in Ref. [37], is that the dot here
is considered fully coupled with the leads, because all modes of the dot are equivalent to each
other.
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5.3 SYK, dot

Let us conclude discussing the generalized model with g fermions. As shown previously, for
q = 2 and fully contacted dot, the effect of the hybridization and, more specifically, the induced
pairing in the dot are very strong also in the large N limit. For q = 4, instead, the self-energy
induced by the coupling with the leads remains the bare one for large N. One expect that the
same situation is valid for any g > 4. In this situation we can directly write the large U limit
for the Josephson current as

r2A2 °° dw
sin(¢)f 5 ,  (147)
2m —o0 T2A2cos2(¢ /2) — (G H(w) /(w2 + A2) +iwl}) — w22

where we fixed u = 0 and, for g > 2, the exact Green’s function in the large N limit reads [40]

[=

Gy (@) =iC, Utsgn(w)le|' 7, (148)

(2m)/e sec(g)

2[(1-2)wn(H)] " ra-2)’
For any g > 4 and for weak tunneling, I' < A, we get the following result for the current

with coefficient Cq =

dw

r2 <
I~ —sin(¢) T (149)
(L o TI? cosZ(qb/2)+CqZU<1w a

namely the superconducting pairing drops out completely, since A does not even play the role
of an ultraviolet cut-off, as for ¢ = 4. Introducing a cut-off A the result, for any q > 4, is

. 2 i Z_i
_ _sin(@)A P B LA
T meos2(¢/2)* M| 2(g—2) 77 T 2(g—2)" T2cos2(¢/2) |’

(150)

where ,F;(a, b, c; 2) is the hypergeometric function. For q = 4, we recover the result reported
in Eq. (67) with A = A, while for any ¢ > 4 the limit A — o0 is finite therefore we do not
need to use any cut-off.

For the very extreme case of ¢ — co we have that C; — 1/2 and Ggl(co) — iw/2, and
always for I' € A, the current reduces simply to

~T sin(¢)
~ Jeos(¢/2)I”
namely, it approaches a m-junction upon increasing q, loosing the dependence also on U.

In the other limit, T > A and for q such that U¥9 < T, e.g. ¢ — 00, from Eq. (147) we
get

(151)

LA _sin(g)
= 2 Jcos(¢/2)"

which is the same current for the non-interacting case, Eq. (119) for t, = 1, at resonance.

(152)

6 Conclusions
We studied the Josephson effect obtained by contacting a SYK, dot by two superconducting

leads. We showed that a proximity effect is induced in the dot, however the self-energy is
weakly affected by the coupling with the leads in the so-called conformal limit, namely for
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large interaction and large number of particles. We found that, in this limit, the Josephson
current is suppressed by U, the strength of the interaction, as In(U)/U and becomes univer-
sal, since the current turns out to be independent on the superconducting pairing, and robust
under phase fluctuations. This result implies that the Josephson current, at zero temperature,
and in the conformal limit, is almost the same, up to logarithmic corrections, for all BCS-like
superconductors. At finite temperature T, instead, the dependence on the superconducting
gap is restored. The current becomes dependent on the ratio between the gap and the temper-
ature and goes as A%/ T? for sufficiently large temperatures. Finally we compare the Josephson
current got for the SYK, with those obtained for other SYK, models.
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A Appendix

If we used Eq. (25) instead of Eq. (24) in Eq. (51), to take into account that the diagonal
terms in the action Eq. (12) are null, we would get corrections of order O(1/N) in the diagonal
self-energy. Specifically, since 6G, o< Go(T; 71 + T272)G, where G, contains only 7, and 73,
then at the leading order in 1/N the self energy is corrected by 6% o< 935 Gy which is only
proportional to 7; and 7,. Let us consider

6%
iwTg+uts—L——+7T

=+ T (A1)

where §%/N is the self-energy correction and 7./ as in Eq. (25). We can define conveniently
the following generic form for the Green’s function

Gl =G o+ Gl ry + Gy ey + Gyt (A2)
where now

Gil=iw—12,, (A.3)

. 1 (TyAcos(¢/2)
G1:__(1—+5g), A4
! N\ Vw?2+A2 ' .

o 1/ TL,A 2
G-t (L(‘P/) 4 522) , (A.5)

N\ vw?2+ A2

G3_1=‘U,—23’ (A.6)

so that Eq. (A.1) can be written as

Gt =G5 6+ T (A7)
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where 7T is defined in Eq. (23), or, to simplify the notation,

T=]%(7570+7’1r1+7’2r2+7573). (A.8)
We can, now, employ Eq. (59) simply replacing G, by G/ and G by G/, namely
det[G'] = (det[G5 1) (det[G4 " 1+ N TH[TG, 1 det[ G5 1+ N2det[T1),  (A9)
getting, from Egs. (A.2) and (A.8),
det{G' 1] = (det[G; 1) T [(G + o) - (G - T)' = (6 - T) - (G -Te)’],  (A10)
so that
Indet[G" '] = (N = D)In[(G5")* = (G = (G, ') — (G5 1)?]
+n[(61+76) = (67 =) = (6 ) = (65 - 7)]. a1

Expanding in 1/N we get

Indet[G'~11=n[(Gy )2 — (G 2V + [ (G5 + 7o) — T2 = T2 — (651 = T5)* | +0 (%)
=Indet[G1]+0 (%) , (A.12)

which is equal to the logarithm of Eq. (60) up to corrections of order O(1/N).
Finally, we can invert a matrix of the form reported in Eq. (A.7), by using the geometric
series,

G =(1+G4TI) " Gy = > (~1)"(GyTI)'Gy. (A13)
n=0
and noticing that J* = N(""DJ. We get the following result
/ 1 — n / n / / / -1 / /
g = (H N Z(_l) (NG, T) J) Go=Gol+(To+NGIT)  GTGyJ, (A.14)
n=1

which can be rewritten explicitly as

G =G —[(NT+G) TG Vs (A.15)

useful to calculate the self-energy corrections due to the coupling with the leads.
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