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In thiswork | thesecond ofapairofarticles| weconsidertransportthrough spatially sym m etric
quantum dotswith leadswhose widthsorpositionsdo notobey the spatialsym m etry.W e use the
sem iclassicaltheory oftransport to �nd the sym m etry-induced contributions to weak localization
correctionsand universalconductance uctuationsfordotswith left-right,up-down,inversion and
four-fold sym m etries. W e show that allthese contributions are suppressed by asym m etric leads,
howevertheyrem ain �nitewheneverleadsintersectwith theirim agesunderthesym m etryoperation.
For an up-down sym m etric dot,this m eans thatthe contributions can be �nite even ifone ofthe
leads is com pletely asym m etric. W e �nd that the suppression of the contributions to universal
conductance uctuations is the square of the suppression of contributions to weak localization.
Finally,we develop a random -m atrix theory m odelwhich enables us to num erically con�rm these
results.

PACS num bers:05.45.M t,74.40.+ k,73.23.-b,03.65.Y z

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

This iswork | the second ofa pairofarticles| on
m esoscopictransportthrough chaoticquantum dotswith
spatialsym m etries(seeRef.[1]forpartI).In both works
weuserecentadvancesin sem iclassicaltechniquesto ad-
dress the e� ect ofspatialsym m etries on weak localiza-
tion (W L)correctionsand universalconductance uctu-
ations(UCFs). The aim ofthe � rstarticle wasto iden-
tify them icroscopicorigin ofpropertiesthatwereearlier
only known from phenom enologicalrandom -m atrix the-
ory (RM T) [2,3,4,5],and furtherm ore to extend the
considerationsto situationsin which RM T isnoteasily
applicable. In particular,this includes scenarios where
sym m etriesareonly partially preserved.To thisend,the
� rst article [1]also considered the com bined e� ects of
m agnetic � elds,a � nite Ehrenfest tim e,and dephasing
on sym m etric system s and also discussed the reduction
ofsym m etry-related interferencee� ectsby deform ations
ofthe dots.
In thepresentpaper,wecontrastthis‘internal’sym m e-

try breakingwith sym m etry breakingwhich isdueto the
position orshapeoftheleads(forexam plesofsuch situ-
ationsseeFig.1).W eask whathappenstothetransport
ifwetakeasym m etricdotcoupled toleadswhich respect
thesym m etry,and then startm ovingoneoftheleads.In
thefully sym m etricsituation,them agnitudeofUCFsis
doubled foreach independentsym m etry,whilethe weak
localization correction can beeitherincreased orreduced
(som etim esrem ain una� ected)depending on the spatial
sym m etry in question [1, 2, 3]. Are these sym m etry-
induced e� ectsm odi� ed when theleadsaredeform ed or
displaced? Ifso,are they sensitive to displacem ent on
a quantum scale (oforder ofa Ferm iwavelength) or a
classicalscale(oforderofa lead width)?
Thepresentliteraturedoesnoto� erm uch guidanceto

answerthesequestions| indeed,theknowledgeon trans-

portin spatially sym m etricsystem swith displaced leads
isratherlim ited.Reference[6]reportsthatthedistribu-
tion oftransm ission eigenvaluesofa left-rightsym m etric
dotwith com pletely asym m etrically-placed leads di� ers
slightly from thedistribution ofacom pletely asym m etric
dot. Because the di� erence issm all,sym m etric system s
(such as stadium billiards) with displaced leads are in-
deed often used as representatives ofcom pletely asym -
m etric system s (see,e.g.,Refs.[4,5]). Recentworksof
one ofthe authors,on the other hand,identify a huge
conductance peak in weakly coupled m irror-sym m etric
double-dotswhich stillrem ainslargeeven when theleads
arenotplaced sym m etrically [7,8].

A sim ple consideration of weak localization quickly
convincesusthatitcould neverbeasrobustastheabove-
m entioned hugeconductancepeakin doubledots.In sys-
tem swithoutspatialsym m etries,weak localization isthe
counter-partofcoherentbackscattering| particleconser-
vation guaranteesthatonecannothaveone withoutthe
other. System s with spatialsym m etries have addition
coherentback-and forward-scattering contributions (as
discussed in the � rst ofthis pair ofarticles [1]). These
contributionsrely on interferencebetween pathsthatare
related by spatialsym m etry.Ifthose pathsdo notboth
coupleto theleads,they cannotgeneratean interference
contribution to conductance. Thus,ifwe displace one
lead so m uch that there is no intersection with its spa-
tially sym m etric partner (W \ = 0 in Fig.1) then the
contributions to coherentforward scattering due to the
spatialsym m etriesm ustvanish.

Theprecisedistanceby which onehastom ovethelead
to substantially suppressthesym m etry-related contribu-
tionsdependson thedetailed position dependenceofthe
coherent forward-and backscattering peaks. In princi-
ple,these coherent interference patterns could oscillate
on a scale ofa wavelength,and thus one m ight im ag-
inethata sm alldisplacem entofthatorderwould su� ce.
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The calculationsand num ericalcom putationspresented
by us here show that this is not the case. Instead,the
coherentforward-and backscatteringpeakshaveawidth
oforderthelead width,and do notoscillateon thescale
ofa wavelength.
These considerations entailthat the displacem ent of

leads in internally sym m etric system s o� ers a unique
m eans to study coherent forward- and backscattering
processes. From photonic system s it is known that the
shapeofthecoherentbackscattering coneprovidesvalu-
able inform ation on the m ultiple scattering in a sam -
ple [9, 10]. Based on the results ofthe present work,
transport m easurem ents with gradually displaced leads
prom iseto givesim ilarinsightinto thedynam icsofelec-
tronicsystem s.
This work is organized as follows. Section II intro-

duces notation and provides a condensed review ofthe
basicsem iclassicalconceptselaborated in m oredetailin
the� rstofthispairofarticles[1].Thefollowing sections
describetheconsequencesofdisplaced leadsfortheweak
localization correction in system swith left-rightsym m e-
try (Sec. III), inversion sym m etry (Sec.IV), up-down
sym m etry (Sec.V)and four-fold sym m etry (Sec.VI).In
Sec.VII we study the m agnitude ofuniversalconduc-
tance  uctuationsforalltypesofsym m etry. Finally,in
Section VIII we generalize the phenom enologicalRM T
m odelofsym m etrybreaking(presented in [1])tothecase
ofdisplaced leads,and com pare the resultsofnum erical
com putationsto the sem iclassicalpredictions. O urcon-
clusionsare collected in Section IX. The appendix con-
tainssom efurtherdetailson thesem iclassicalcalculation
ofuniversalconductance uctuations.

II. B A C K G R O U N D

To m akethisarticleself-contained wehere� rst� x no-
tation and then brie y sum m arize the m ain conceptsof
thetheory ofsem iclassicaltransportin system swith spa-
tialsym m etries,developed in the � rstofthispairofar-
ticles[1].

A . C haracteristic scales

W econsiderchaoticquantum dotsofsizeL [area A =
O(L2)and circum ference C = O(L)]which m ay possess
any ofthe following three types ofspatialsym m etry;a
left-right m irror-sym m etry,an inversion sym m etry,and
an up-down m irror-sym m etry.W ealsoconsiderfour-fold
sym m etric system swhich sim ultaneously possessallthe
abovesym m etries.Thequantum dotisperfectly coupled
to two leads,labelled left(L)and right(R)and carrying
N L and N R m odes,where N � = pFW �=(�~) � 1 for
�2 L;R (herepF istheFerm im om entum ;wealsodenote
theFerm ivelocity by vF ).Thequantum dynam icsin the
dot is characterized by a num ber oftim e scales,given
by the tim e of ight �0 = �A=C vF between successive
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(c) Up−down symmetric dot with asym. left lead

(b) Inversion symmetry dot with asym. leads
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Figure1:(colouronline).(a)A quantum dotwith a left-right
m irrorsym m etry,coupled to leadswhich do notrespectthat
sym m etry. The left lead (L) has width W L,the right lead
(R)haswidth W R .The intersection between lead L and the
m irror im age oflead R has width W \ . Ifthe L and R leads
have no intersection underthe m irror-sym m etry then W \ =
0. (b) Sam e for a quantum dot with inversion sym m etry.
(c) A quantum dot with up-down sym m etry,for which each
sym m etry-respectinglead ism apped ontoitself.In the�gure,
theleftlead isdisplaced,which reducestheintersection W \ L

ofthislead with itsm irrorim age.

re ectionso� the boundaries,the dwelltim e �D = �0 �

C=(W L+ W R ),thedephasingtim e�� = 1=� (where� is
thedephasingrate),and a tim escale�B = (B 0=B )2�0 on
which a m agnetic � eld destroystim e-reversalsym m etry.
Here,B 0 � h=(eA) is a characteristic � eld strength at
which aboutone  ux quantum penetrates the quantum
dot.In transport,the e� ectofa m agnetic � eld isfeltat
a sm allerm agnetic� eld

B c = aB 0

p
�0=2�D ; (1)

where a is a system -speci� c param eter of order one
[11]. Furtherm ore,the quantum -to-classicalcrossoveris
characterized by the open-system Ehrenfest tim e �oE =
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�� 1 ln[W 2=(L�F)]and theclosed-system Ehrenfesttim e
�cE = �� 1 ln[L=�F],where � is the classicalLyapunov
exponentand �F isthe Ferm iwavelength [12].
In contrastto Ref.[1],wehereconsiderthepossibility

that the leads do not respect the sym m etry ofthe dot.
Asshown in Fig.1,thedisplacem entfrom thesym m etry-
respecting position is characterized by the overlap of
leads under the relevant sym m etry operation. For left-
right m irror sym m etry and inversion sym m etry,this is
the width W \ ofthe intersection ofa lead with the im -
ageofthe otherlead.An up-down sym m etry m apseach
sym m etry-respecting lead onto itself. The displacem ent
oflead L (R) is then characterized by the width W \L

(W \R )ofthe intersection ofthislead with itsown m ir-
rorim age.In a four-fold sym m etricsystem ,thedisplace-
m entis characterized by the variouswidths ofintersec-
tions with respect to the individualsym m etries (W \LR

forleft-rightm irrorsym m etry,W \inv forinversion sym -
m etry,W \U D :L forup-down m irrorsym m etry oflead L
and W \U D :R forup-down m irrorsym m etry oflead R).

B . Sem iclassicaltheory oftransport

Thesem iclassicaltheory oftransport[13,14]expresses
the transportthrough a quantum dotin term sofclassi-
calpaths ;0 which connect point y0 lead L to point
y on lead R.Sum m ing over lead m odes as in Ref.[15],
the dim ensionlessconductance (conductance in units of
2e2=h)isgiven by

g =
1

2�~

Z

L

dy0

Z

R

dy
X

;0

A A 0 e
i(S � S

0)=~; (2)

whereS =
R


pdrdenotestheclassicalaction ofa path,

and theam plitudeA  isrelated to thesquare-rootofthe
path’sstability.
Form ostpairsof and 0 the exponentialin Eq.(2)

oscillates wildly as one changes the energy or the dot-
shape. Thus they m ake no contribution to the aver-
age conductance (where one averages over energy,dot-
shape,orboth). The contributionsthatsurvive averag-
ingarethosewherethepairsofpathshavesim ilaractions
S ’ S0 for a broad range ofenergies and dot-shapes.
In particular,thisisthecaseforthe\diagonalcontribu-
tions" to theabovedoublesum (with 0= ),which can
beanalyzed using thesum rule(in thespiritofEq.(B6)
ofRef.[13])

X
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Z �

2

� �

2

d�0

Z �

2

� �

2

d�pF cos�0

� ~P(Y ;Y 0;t)[� � � ]
Y 0

: (3)

Here we de� ne ~P (Y ;Y 0;t)�y���t as the classicalprob-
ability for a particle to go from an initialposition and
m om entum angle ofY 0 � (y0;�0) on lead L to within
(�y;��) ofY = (y;�) on lead R in a tim e within �tof

t. The average of ~P over an ensem ble ofdots or over
energy results in a sm ooth function. If the dynam ics
are m ixing on a tim escale � �D ,one can approxim ateD
~P(Y ;Y 0;t)

E

= e� t=�D cos�=[2(W L + W R )�D ], which

resultsin the classicalDrude conductance

hgiD =
N LN R

(N L + N R )
: (4)

Q uantum correctionstothisresultoriginatefrom correla-
tionsofpathsand 0which arenotidentical,butclosely
related by additionaldiscrete sym m etriesin the system .
For asym m etric quantum dots the only possible addi-
tionalsym m etryistim e-reversalsym m etry,which results
in the ordinary weak localization correction [16,17,18]
and associated coherent-backscattering peak [15,17,19]
forsystem swhose classicaldynam icsexhibithyperbolic
chaos. The identi� cation ofpossible pairings is also at
the heart ofthe calculation ofthe m agnitude var(g) of
universalconductance  uctuations, which in the sem i-
classicaltheory naturally takesthe form ofa quadruple
sum overclassicalpaths[20,21].
Spatialsym m etriesin such chaoticsystem sinducefur-

therpossible pairingsboth for the average conductance
as wellas for its variance, which are discussed in de-
tailin the � rstarticle in thisseries[1]. In the following
sectionswe revisitthese resultsand extend them to the
case ofdisplaced leads,which isfarricherthan the case
ofsym m etry-respecting leads.

III. LEFT -R IG H T SY M M ET R IC Q U A N T U M

D O T W IT H D ISP LA C ED LEA D S

W e� rstconsidera left-rightm irror-sym m etricsystem
with leads that are (partially or fully) displaced from
the sym m etry-respecting con� guration. As shown in
Fig.1(a),the leads are ofdi� erent widths and centred
at di� erent places. The am ount ofsym m etry-breaking
ischaracterized by the(possibly vanishing)width W \ of
intersection between lead L and them irrorim ageoflead
R.In Fig.2 weshow thepath-pairingsforallsym m etry-
induced interference corrections to the average conduc-
tance.(Thereisastrongresem blancebetween thesecon-
tributions and the weak localization correction for sys-
tem swith leadsthatcontain tunnelbarriers;in particu-
larcom parethefailed coherentforward scatteringcontri-
butions in Fig.2 ofthis article with the failed coherent

backscattering contributionsin Fig.4 ofRef.[22].) None
ofthecontributionslisted in Fig.2 areparticularly di� -
cultto calculate using the m ethod presented in the � rst
ofthis pair ofarticle [1]. This m ethod involves folding
pathsunderthe spatialsym m etry to � nd waysin which
one can construct pairings between paths or their im -
ages,with pairings switching at \e� ective" encounters;
seeFig.3.Thedi� culty isto � nd allcontributions.O ne
crucialcheck isto verify thatthe sum ofallinterference
contributions to transm ission and re ection gives zero,
thereby ensuring particleconservation.
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Figure 2:(colouronline).Listofinterference contributionsto theconductancefora dotwith left-rightm irror-sym m etry when
the leadsare asym m etric.Here the leadshave widthsW L and W R and are centred atdi�erentplaces.The intersection ofthe
L lead and theR lead’sm irrorim age hasa width W \ and isindicated by theunshaded partoftheL lead.Thesketcheson the
leftare allcontributionsto transm ission from theL lead to theR lead (hencethecontributionsto conductance).Thesketches
on the rightare allcontributionsto reection from the L lead back to the L lead.

Them ain di� erencefrom theequivalentcalculation for
a system with sym m etricleads(cf.Ref.[1])isthathere
a pairofsym m etry-related pathshasa shorterjointsur-
vivaltim ethan thepairsofidenticalpathsin thediagonal
contribution. W hen the leadsare sym m etrically placed,
the probability ofa path staying in the dot(nothitting
a lead)isstrictly identicalto the probability ofitsm ir-
rorim age staying in the dot. Thisceasesto be the case
when the leadsarenotsym m etric.W edealwith thisby
explicitly considering allsituations where a path hits a
lead (in which case it escapes from the system ) or the
m irror im age ofa lead (in which its m irror im age will
escapesfrom thesystem ).Theprobability thateitherof
the processesoccursis(W L + W R � W\ )=C perbounce
attheboundary ofthedot,whereC isthecircum ference

ofthe dot.W e thereforede� ne a m odi� ed dwelltim e

�
0
D = �D �

W L + W R

2(W L + W R � W\)

= �D �
N L + N R

2(N L + N R � N\)
(5)

which characterizes the probability exp[� t=�0D ] that a
path and its m irror im age are both stillin the dot at
tim e t. W e use this probability in place ofexp[� t=�D ]
in evaluating allpartsofcontributions1 and 2 in Fig.2
wherethe pathsarethe m irrorim ageofeach other.
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(a) Folding procedure in dot with left−right symmetry

(b) Folding procedure in dot with inversion symmetry

(c) Folding procedure in dot with up−down symmetry
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Figure 3: (colour online). To �nd the non-trivialpath pair-
ings,and to evaluate the phase di�erence between the paths,
we use the folding procedure introduced in Ref.[1](forsym -
m etricleads).Hereweconsidertheextracontributionsgener-
ated by the factthe leadsare asym m etric (i.e.,contributions
2i-iv in Fig.2). For each spatialsym m etry,we give one ex-
am ple ofthe folding procedure for an unsuccessfulcoherent
forward-scattering (orbackscattering).Theellipsesm ark the
e�ective encounters, where paths interchange their pairing.
The othercontributionsare easily analyzed in the sam e way.

A . Successfuland failed forw ard-scattering

contributions

The contribution ofpaths ofthe type labelled 1 and
2i-2ivin Fig.2havean e� ectiveencounterclosetoalead.
These contributions are sim ilarto certain contributions
in an asym m etric system with tunnelbarriers[22],and
henceweuseasim ilarm ethod toanalyzethem here.The
behaviorofpath 0 iscom pletely determ ined by thatof
path ,sothetwopathshavethesam eam plitudes,A 0 =
A .The action di� erence between them is(S � S0)=
(p0? + m � r0? )r0? ,where(r0? ;p0? )isthecom ponentof
(Y � Y0)which isperpendicularto thedirection ofpath
 atY [23]. Using the sum rule in Eq.(3),we see that
the contribution 1 in Fig.2 isgiven by (cf.contribution

LR:a in Ref.[1])

h�giLR :1 = (2�~)� 2
Z

\

dY 0

Z

\

dY

Z 1

0

dt (6)

� pF cos�0 hP
0(Y ;Y 0;t)iRe

�
ei(S � S

0)=~
�
:

Thelim itson theintegralindicatethatweonly integrate
overthe region ofthe leadswhich have an overlap with
each otherundertheleft-rightm irrorsym m etry (the re-
gionsofwidth W \ m arked in Fig.2).
The survival probability hP 0(Y ;Y 0;t)i =

exp[� t=�0D ]�r��=[�(W L + W R � W\)�0D ] is that of a
path and its m irror im age. The probability per unit
tim e for path  to hit within (�r;��) ofa given point
in the region of phase space de� ned by the union of
leadsand theirm irrorim agesishP 0(Y ;Y 0;t)i�Y where
�Y � �r��.Notethatitis�0D ratherthan �D which gives
the decay rate of hP 0(Y ;Y 0;t)i. W e express the Y 0

integralin term s ofthe relative coordinates (r0? ;p0? )
and de� ne T0W (r0? ;p0? ) and T 0

L(r0? ;p0? ) as the tim e
between touching the lead and the perpendicular dis-
tance between  and 0 becom ing of order W and L,
respectively.Fortim eslessthan T 0

W (r0? ;p0? ),the path
segm ents are alm ost m irror im ages of each other,and
theirjointsurvivalprobability isthesurvivalprobability
ofa path and its m irror im age. For tim es longer than
this the path-pairs escape independently,but since the
pairs are m ade of a path and its m irror im age, the
escape rate is�0D not�D . The t-integralin Eq.(6)m ust
have a lower cut-o� at 2T0L(r0? ;p0? ), because that is
them inim um tim eforreconvergence.(Forshortertim es
there is no contribution, because path  and 0 m ust
separate to a distance oforder the dot size,ifthey are
going to reconvergeatthe otherlead).Thuswehave

Z

\

dY

Z 1

0

dthP 0(Y ;Y 0;t)i

=
N \ exp[� T0W =�0D � 2(T0L � T0W )=�0D ]

N L + N R � N\
; (7)

whereT 0
L ;W areshorthand forT 0

L ;W (r0? ;p0? ).Notethat
the�0D in thedenom inatorofhP 0(Y ;Y 0;t)iwascancelled
when we integrated overalltim eslongerthan 2T 0

L. For
sm all(p0? + m � r0? )we� nd

T
0
L (r0? ;p0? ) ’ �� 1 ln

�
m � L

jp0? + m � r0? j

�

; (8)

and T 0
W (r0? ;p0? ) is given by the sam e form ula with L

replaced by W .Evaluatingtheintegralsovertherelative
coordinates(r0? ;p0? )asin Ref.[1],we� nally obtain

h�giLR :1 = N \[2(N L + N R � N\)]
� 1 exp[� �

c
E=�

0
D ]: (9)

The failed coherent forward-scattering contributions
labelled 2iand 2iiin Fig.2 com e from the window of
width W L � W\ in the L lead.Thiscausesan enhanced
probability ofhitting the m irror im age ofthat part of
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lead L.However,the lead R is not there,so this con-
structive interference peak gets re ected back into the
dot,and hasa probability ofN R =(N L + N R )ofgoing to
lead R and a probability ofN L=(N L + N R )ofgoing back
to lead L [23].Theform erisa contribution to transm is-
sion (and henceto theconductance)whilethelatterisa
contribution to re ection.Thuswehave

h�giLR :2i =
(N L � N\)N R exp[� �cE=�

0
D ]

2(N L + N R � N\)(N L + N R )
; (10)

h�RiLR :2ii =
(N L � N\)N L exp[� �cE=�

0
D ]

2(N L + N R � N\)(N L + N R )
: (11)

By inspection of Fig. 2 it follows that h�giLR :2iii is
given by Eq.(10) with N R and N L interchanged,while
h�RiLR :2iv = h�RiLR :2ii.

B . U niform contributions to transm ission and

reection

To evaluatethe uniform contributionsto transm ission
and re ection, labelled 3iand 3iiin Fig.2, we divide
thepairsofpathsin thiscontribution into threeregions.
The � rst part is when  and 0 are the sam e,and are
far from the encounter (a tim e TW =2 or m ore away
from the encounter). Here the probability forthe paths
to escape is 1=�D per unit tim e. The second region is
where 0 and  are the m irrorim age ofeach other and
far from the encounter (a tim e TW =2 orm ore from the
encounter).Heretheprobability ofoneorboth pathsto
escape is 1=�0D per unit tim e. Finally,the third region
is close to the encounter (less than a tim e TW =2 away
from the encounter). Here the probability forthe paths
to escape the � rst tim e they pass through this region
surrounding the encounter is exp[� TW =�D ]. However,
the conditional probability to escape the second tim e
thepathspassthrough thisregion (given thatthey both
survived the � rsttim e)isexp

�
� TW

�
1=�0D � 1=�D

��
.It

follows that the contribution 3iis given by h�giLR :3i =
(�~)� 1

R

L
dY 0

R
d�Re

�
ei(S � S

0)=~
�

F (Y 0;�)

�
, where

the action di� erence (S � S0)isthe sam e asforweak
localization in Refs.[17,24]and

F (Y 0;�) = 2v2F sin�

Z 1

TL + TW

dt

Z t�
T
W

2

TL +
T
W

2

dt2

Z t2� TL

T
W

2

dt1

� pF cos�0

Z

R

dY

Z

C

dR 1
~P (Y ;R 2;t� t2)

� ~P 0(R 2;R 1;t2 � t1)~P (R 1;Y 0;t1): (12)

Since the paths are paired with their m irror im age be-
tween tim et1 and tim e t2,the survivalrateis�0D during
thistim e,butitis�D atallothertim es.Evaluating this
integralwith these survivaltim esgives

hF (Y 0;�)i =
2v2F�D �

0
D

2�A

N R

N L + N R

pF cos�0

� sin�exp
�
� TL(�)=�

0
D

�
: (13)

This has two di� erences from the result for sym m etric
leadsin Ref.[1]. The exponentcontains�0D not�D ,and
the prefactor contains �D �0D not �2D . W hen integrating
over�,weobtain afactorof[� �0D ]

� 1 exp[� �cE=�
0
D ]in place

of[� �D ]� 1 exp[� �cE=�D ].Thusthe �
0
D in the prefactoris

cancelled [25].Evaluating the integrals,weget

h�giLR :3i = � NLN R [N L + N R ]
� 2 exp[� �

c
E=�

0
D ]; (14)

h�RiLR :3ii = � N
2
L[N L + N R ]

� 2 exp[� �
c
E=�

0
D ]: (15)

These results are ofthe sam e form as the weak local-
ization correction exceptthatthe exponentcontains�0D
in placeof�D .In particular,werecoverthefam iliarfac-
torof� NLN R =(N L + N R )2 even though thejointsurvival
tim eisreduced when thepathsarem irrorim agesofeach
other.
O necan nextincludeothersuppression e� ectssuch as

asym m etry in thedotand dephasing,which wediscussed
fordotswith sym m etric leadsin Ref.[1]. The only dif-
ferencecaused by asym m etricleadsisthatnow theparts
ofcontributionsa� ected by asym m etriesand dephasing
(parts where paths are paired with their m irror im age)
decay with a rate�0D instead of�D .Thuswe� nd thatall
the contributionslisted in Fig.2 are then m ultiplied by
a factor

Z
0
LR (asym ;�)=

exp[� �~�� asym ~�asym ]

1+ (asym + �)�0D
; (16)

where the expression for the decay rates asym ,� and
tim escales ~�,~�asym are the sam e asfora dotwith sym -
m etricleads[1].

C . C onductance ofa left-right sym m etric quantum

dot w ith asym m etric leads

Asrequired by particlenum berconservation,theseven
contributionsin Fig.2sum tozero.In ordertoobtain the
conductance,wesum thefourcontributionsto transm is-
sion from theleftlead to therightlead (contributions1,
2i,2iiiand 3i),and add them to the Drude conductance
and theweak localization correction.Thisgivesthecon-
ductance ofa chaotic left-rightsym m etric quantum dot
with m any-m odeson each lead (N L;N R ;N \ � 1),

hgiLR =
N LN R

N L + N R

(17)

+
N LN R

(N L + N R )2

"

N \e� �
c

E
=�

0

D

N L + N R � N\
Z
0
LR (asym ;�)

� e� �
c

E
=�D Z(B ;�)

#

+ O[N � 1
L;R

];

where Z 0
LR (asym ;�) is given by Eq.(16). The second

term in the square brackets is the usualweak localiza-
tion correction,which is suppressed by m agnetic � elds
and dephasing according to the function Z(B ;�) =
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exp[� �~�]
�
1+ (B =B c)2 + ��D

�� 1
.Forsym m etricleads

we have N \ = N L = N R (and hence �0D = �D ),and this
resultim m ediately reducesto the one in Ref.[1].
Itisworth consideringtwospecialcases.The� rstcase

iswhen theleadsareofequalwidth butnotcentredatthe
m irrorim ageofeach other,such thatN \ < N L = N R �

N .Taking � w = 1� w\=W = 1� N\=N astherelative
distance (in unitsofthe lead width W = W L = W R )by
which lead L isdisplaced with respecttothem irrorim age
oflead R,and assum ing thereisno dephasing,m agnetic
� eld,orinternalasym m etry,we � nd

hgiLR =
N

2
+
1

4

�
1� � w

1+ � w
e� �

c

E
=�

0

D � e� �
c

E
=�D

�

+ O[N � 1]: (18)

Thesecond specialcaseiswhen thelead R isnarrower
butsituated entirely within the m irrorim age oflead L;
wethen haveN \ = N R < N L.Assum ingagainthatthere
isno dephasing,m agnetic� eld,orinternalasym m etry,

hgiLR =
N LN R

N L + N R

+
N LN R

(N L + N R )2

�
N R

N L

e� �
c

E
=�

0

D � e� �
c

E
=�D

�

+ O[N � 1
L;R

]: (19)

As one could scan the narrow lead R acrossthe m irror
im ageofthewidelead L,thisscenario can bethoughtof
asaprobeoftheshapeofthecoherentforward-scattering
peak.ThefactthatourresultEq.(19)isindependentof
theposition oflead R tellsusthattheforward-scattering
peak isuniform ly distributed overthe region de� ned by
the m irrorim ageoflead L.

IV . IN V ER SIO N -SY M M ET R IC Q U A N T U M

D O T W IT H A SY M M ET R IC LEA D S

For system s with inversion sym m etry the calculation
followsm uch asfora left-rightsym m etry. The one sig-
ni� cantdi� erenceisthem agnetic-� eld dependenceofthe
contributions,which was treated in Ref.[1]. The dis-
placem entofthe leads sim ply requiresus to replace �D
with �0D in the suppression ofcontributionsby m agnetic
� elds,asym m etriesin the dot,and dephasing.The sup-
pression factorthereforetakesthe form

Z
0
inv(B ;asym ;�)=

exp[� asym ~�asym � �~�]

1+ (B =B 0
c)2 + (asym + �)�0D

:

(20)

whereB 0
c = aB 0

p
�0=2�0D isgiven by Eq.(1)with �D re-

placed by �0D .Asa result,an inversion-sym m etricquan-
tum dotwith m any m odeson each lead (N L;N R ;N \ �

1)hasa totalaverageconductanceof

hgiinv =
N LN R

N L + N R

+
N LN R

(N L + N R )2

"
N \e� �

c

E
=�

0

D

N L + N R � N\
Z
0
inv(B ;asym ;�)

� e� �
c

E
=�D Zw l(B ;�)

#

+ O[N � 1
L;R

]: (21)

W ith the exception ofthe m agnetic-� eld dependence of
thesecond term ,thisform ula isthesam easEq.(17)for
a left-right sym m etric dot. Thus the two specialcases
discussed below Eq.(17)aredirectly applicablehere.

V . U P -D O W N SY M M ET R IC Q U A N T U M D O T

W IT H A SY M M ET R IC LEA D S

Forup-down sym m etricsystem s,thereareanum berof
im portantdi� erenceswith thecaseofleft-rightsym m etry
discussed in Section III. Firstly,a pairofpathsrelated
by the m irrorsym m etry decaysjointly ata rate

�
(U D )

D
= �D �

N L + N R

2N L + 2N R � N\L � N\R
; (22)

where N \L is the num ber ofm odes in the intersection
of lead L with its own m irror im age, and N \R is the
num ber ofm odes in the intersection oflead R with its
own m irror im age. Secondly,the successfuland failed
forward-scattering contributionsforleft-rightsym m etry
are converted into successfuland failed backscattering
contributionsforup-down sym m etry.In particular,suc-
cessfulbackscatteringm akesnocontributetotheconduc-
tance. The other contributions to transm ission are not
very di� erentfrom those forleft-rightsym m etry,except
thatonem ustdistinguish N \L from N \R ,and onem ust

replace �0D by �
(U D )

D
. Sum m ing up the contributions to

conductanceinduced by the spatialsym m etry,we � nd

h�giU D = �
(N \LN

2
R + N \R N

2
L)exp[� �cE=�

(U D )

D
]

(2N L + 2N R � N\L � N\R )(N L + N R )2

� Z
0
U D (asym ;�); (23)

where Z 0
U D (asym ;�) has the sam e form as

Z 0
LR (asym ;�) given in Eq. (16), but with �0D re-

placed by �
(U D )

D
. Like for left-right m irror-sym m etry

(butunlike forinversion sym m etry)this contribution is
una� ected by a m agnetic� eld.
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The averageconductanceofan up-down m irror-sym m etricdotwith m any m odeson each lead istherefore

hgiU D =
N LN R

N L + N R

�
N LN R

(N L + N R )2

"�
N \LN R

N L

+
N \R N L

N R

�
exp[� �cE=�

(U D )

D
]Z 0

U D (asym ;�)

2N L + 2N R � N\L � N\R

+ exp[� �
c
E=�D ]Zw l(B ;�)

#

+ O[N � 1
L;R

]: (24)

It is worth noting that the spatialsym m etry induces
a reduction ofconductancewheneveronelead iscloseto
sym m etric, even if the other lead is com pletely asym -
m etric (i.e. when N \L = 0 but N \R 6= 0, or vice
versa). For exam ple, when both leads have the sam e
width (N L = N R = N ) and the right lead is perfectly
on the sym m etry axis(N \R = N R ),butthe leftlead is
a long way from the sym m etry axis(N \L = 0),Eq.(24)
reducesto

hgiU D =
N

2
�
1

4

"

1

3
exp[� �

c
E=�

(U D )

D
]+ exp[� �

c
E=�D ]

#

+ O[N � 1] (25)

assum ingnodephasing,m agnetic� eld and noasym m etry
in the dot. Ifthe Ehrenfest tim e is m uch shorter than
�D and �U DD ,theaverageconductanceofthesystem with
onedisplaced lead isthereforesim ply hgiU D = N =2� 1=3.
Rem arkably,the conductance from the L lead to the

R lead istherefore a� ected by the sym m etry ofthe dot
even when the L lead is com pletely asym m etric. this
resultisperhapslesscounterintuitivewhen oneconsiders
re ection (rather than transm ission). Ifone lead is on
thesym m etry axis,then re ection back to thatlead will
be enhanced even ifthe other lead is a long way from
the sym m etry axis.Since we haveparticle conservation,
there m ust be an associated reduction in transm ission
from onelead to theother(com pared to transm ission in
a com pletely asym m etricsituation).

V I. FO U R -FO LD SY M M ET R IC Q U A N T U M

D O T W IT H A SY M M ET R IC LEA D S

A quantum dot with four-fold sym m etry sim ultane-
ously possesses allthree ofthe spatialsym m etries that
we discuss in this article. The interference corrections
to the conductanceofsuch a system aresim ply the sum
ofthe correctionsdue to each ofthese three sym m etries
(i.e.,the presence ofthe extra sym m etrieshasno e� ect
on thecontributionswhich do notrespectthosesym m e-
tries),

h�gi4F = h�giLR + h�giinv + h�giU D ; (26)

where h�gi� is the contribution to the average conduc-
tanceinduced byspatialsym m etry�2 LR;inv;UD.The
explicitform ofthisresultiseasilyextracted from theex-
pressionsin the previous sections. Instead ofwriting it

out in full,we consider the specialcase where the two
leadshave the sam e width,N L = N R = N ,the Ehren-
festtim eisnegligibleand thereisnodephasing,m agnetic
� eld orasym m etry in the dot.Theaverageconductance
then takestheform

hgi4F =
N

2
+
1

4

h
N \LR

2N � N\LR
+

N \inv

2N � N\inv

�
N \U D :L + N \U D :R

4N � N\U D :L � N\U D :R
� 1

i

;(27)

where N \LR is the intersection between leads L and R
under the left-rightsym m etry,N \inv is the intersection
between leads L and R under the inversion sym m etry,
and N \U D :L (N \U D :R ) is the intersection oflead L (R)
with itselfunderthe up-down sym m etry.The� nalterm
in the square-bracketisthe usualweak localization con-
tribution.
Sincethepresenceoftwo oftheabovem entioned sym -

m etriesalwaysim pliesthepresenceofthethird,itisnot
possible to m ovethe leadssuch thatonly one ofthe N \

param eters changes. W ithout a� ecting the integrity of
the leads there are only two possible m odi� cations for
which only two ofthe param eterschange;starting with
perfectly sym m etric leads one can (a) m ove both leads
upwardsby thesam eam ountsothatN \LR isunchanged,
or(b)m ove both leadsby the sam e am ountin opposite
directions (one up and one down) so that N \inv is un-
changed. In principle,it is also possible to break up a
singlelead (say L)in them iddleand m ovethetwo parts
into opposite directions (both parts would stillbe con-
tacted by the sam e source ordrain electrode);this pre-
serves N \L and N \R but a� ects the other param eters.
However,the latterdeform ation is di� cult to realize in
practice.

V II. U N IV ER SA L C O N D U C TA N C E

FLU C T U A T IO N S W IT H D ISP LA C ED LEA D S

Now we turn to the m agnitude ofuniversalconduc-
tance uctuations(UCFs)in sym m etricdotswith asym -
m etricleads.Theircalculation isgenerallyfarm orecom -
plicated than thecalculation oftheaverageconductance.
Thisisillustrated by thefactthatthereisasyetnosem i-
classicaltheory ofUCFs for leads with tunnelbarriers,
a problem which has m any sim ilarities to the problem
we need to solve here.Thuswe restrictourselvesto the
sim plestcase ofquantum dotswith negligible Ehrenfest
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Figure 4: (colour online). A sketch ofsem iclassicalcontributions to UCFs (m ore speci�cally,contributions to covar[R ;R 0])
foran up-down sym m etric dotwith asym m etric leads. There are analogous contributionsto UCFsforleft-rightorinversion-
sym m etric dots (see explanation in the text). In each contribution,paths 1 and 1’go from L lead to L lead,while paths 2
and 2’go from R lead to R lead. In the sketches,solid lines indicate paths 2 and the im age (m irror im age or im age under
the inversion sym m etry) ofpaths 1. Path 2’and the im age ofpath 1’are indicated by the dashed lines (only shown at the
encounters).Thuswhen paths2 and 2’are notpaired with each otherthey are paired with the im age of1’and 1 respectively
(indicated by solid arrowheads). Ifthe system has a tim e-reversalsym m etry then path 2 and 2’can also be paired with the
tim e-reversesofthe im age of1’and 1,respectively (indicated by the open arrowheads).

tim e and negligible dephasing,and only consider m ag-
netic � elds which are eithernegligibly sm all(B � Bc),
orsu� ciently strong to break tim e-reversalsym m etry in
the asym m etricsystem (B � B c).
The m agnitudeofthe UCFs(with conductancesm ea-

sured in unitsofe2=h)isgiven by var[g]= var[T],where
T = tr[tyt] and t is the block of the scattering m a-

trix S =

�
r t0

t r0

�

associated with transm ission from

lead L to lead R.For practicalcalculations it is ben-
e� cialto exploit the unitarity ofthe scattering m atrix
(i.e., current conservation), which results in the rela-
tions T = N L � R = NR � R0 with R = tr[ryr]and
R 0= tr[r0yr0],where r isthe block ofthe scattering m a-
trix associated with re ection back to lead L,and r0 de-
scribesre ection back to lead R.Asaresultwecan write
them agnitudeoftheUCFsin any ofthefollowing ways,

var[g]= var[R]= var[R 0]= covar[R;R 0]: (28)

As for conventionalUCFs without spatial sym m etries
[20, 21], the sem iclassicalcalculation ofcovar[R;R 0]is
m oststraight-forward,thuswe base ourcalculationson

this quantity. For the expert reader,Appendix A con-
tainsan outline ofthe calculation ofvar[R]and var[R 0],
showing thatthey equalcovar[R;R 0].
Allsym m etry-induced contributionstocovar[R;R 0]for

an up-down sym m etric dot are listed in Fig.4. For a
left-rightorinversion-sym m etricdotthereareadditional
contributions,which are listed in Fig.5. In allcases,
when paths2 and 2’arenotpaired with each other,they
are paired with the im ages ofpaths1’and 1 under the
appropriate sym m etry operation. To keep the sketches
in Figs.4 and 5 asclearaspossible,we only show these
im ages ofpaths 1 and 1’(rather than paths 1 and 1’
them selves). Then the resulting contributionslook very
m uch like the usualcontributions to UCFs in a system
withouta spatialsym m etry [20,21].
In analogy to the situation in asym m etric system s,

onewould also expectcontributionsin which pathswind
around periodic orbits(see Figs.1b,c in Ref.[21]). For
exam ple,a sym m etric quantum dot willhave contribu-
tionsin which path 1’isthe sam easpath 1 exceptthat
itwindsaround a periodicorbitp when path 1 doesnot
(thus path 1 m ust com e very close to the periodic or-
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Figure 5: (colour online). A sketch of additionalsem iclassical contributions to UCFs (m ore speci�cally, contributions to
covar[R ;R 0])forleft-rightorinversion-sym m etric dotswith asym m etric leads.The contributionslisted here m ustbe added to
thoselisted in Fig.4 (onceonesets\L = \R = \)to getthefullsetofcontributionsforleft-rightorinversion-sym m etricdots.
The m annerin which the contributionsare sketched isexplained in the caption ofFig.4.

bit in phase space),while path 2 is the sam e as path
2’exceptthatitwindsaround the im age ofthe orbitp.
These contributions are proportionalto those analyzed
forUCFsin asym m etric dots,the only m odi� cation be-
ing thatthe jointsurvivalprobability ofa periodicorbit
and itsim age isagain changed to exp[� t=�0D ]. Drawing
on theresultsofRefs.[20,21],itfollowsthatthecontri-
butionsinvolvingwindingsaround periodicorbitswillbe
negligibly sm allwhen the Ehrenfesttim e issm all.(This
observation m akes the calculation of the UCFs in the
present problem signi� cantly sim pler than for the case
with tunnelbarriers,where one cannot rule out contri-
butionsfrom periodicorbitswhich touch thebarrierson
the leads.)

A . E�ect oftim e-reversalsym m etry

Inspecting the sketches in Figs.4 and 5 we see that
allcontributionsare doubled when the m agnetic � eld is
negligible, because path 2 can either follow the im age
ofpath 1’or the tim e-reverse ofpath 1’. Thus we can
m ultipleallterm sby 2=�,where�= 1 fora system with
negligiblem agnetic� eld,B � Bc and �= 2forasystem
with a � nite m agnetic � eld,B � Bc. In the lattercase
the presence ofm irror-re ection sym m etries allows one

to de� nea generalized tim e-reversalsym m etry;however,
this is already accounted for in the construction ofall
diagram s(seeAppendix A ofRef.[1]).

B . U C Fs in an up-dow n sym m etric dot

The generalrulesforconstructing allcontributionsto
the UCFs are the following. Each segm ent where path
2 or 2’is paired with the im age ofpath 1’or 1 gives a
factorof(2N L + 2N R � N\L � N\R )� 1,which arisesfrom
the survivaltim e �U DD given in Eq.(22). Each segm ent
where paths 2 and 2’are paired (or paths 1 and 1’are
paired)givesa factorof(N L + N R )� 1,which com esfrom
the conventionalsurvivaltim e �D . Each segm ent that
touchesa lead givesa factorequalto thenum beroflead
m odesthatthepath could coupleto;i.e.,a lead labelled
\R � \R" gives a factor of(NR � N\R ),while a lead
labelled \R" sim ply givesa factorofN R . An encounter
which touches a lead gives the sam e factor as a sim ple
path-segm entthattouchesalead,soagain ifitislabelled
\R � \R" then it gives a factor of(NR � N\R ) (this
ruleisproven by applying thesam eanalysisaswasused
forthesuccessfuland failed forward-scattering processes
in Section IIIA.) Finally, encounters deep in the dot
(i.e.,thosewhich do nottouch theleads)givea factorof
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� (2NL + 2N R � N\L � N\R )(thisrulecan beproven by
applying the sam e analysisaswasused forthe uniform
contributionstotransm ission in Section IIIB).W ith this

setofruleswecan easily seethatcontribution (i)in Fig.
4 gives

Ci =
2

�

N 2
L(N R � N\R )2 + 2N L(N L � N\L)N R (N R � N\R )+ (N L � N\L)2N 2

R

(2N L + 2N R � N\L � N\R )2(N L + N R )2
: (29)

Next we see that Ciii = Cii,and that they are negative because only one ofthe encountersis deep in the dot (the
otherisneara lead),resulting in

Cii+ Ciii = � 2
2

�

N 2
LN R (N R � N\R )+ N L(N L � N\L)N 2

R

(2N L + 2N R � N\L � N\R )(N L + N R )3
: (30)

Finally Civ gives a positive contribution because it has
two encountersdeep in the dot,and isgiven by

Civ =
2

�

N 2
LN

2
R

(N L + N R )4
: (31)

Thetotalm agnitudeoftheUCFsisgiven by theUCFs
ofan asym m etric dot, var[g]asym ,plus the sum ofthe
term sabove,i.e.,var[g]= var[g]asym + Ci+ Cii+ Ciii+ Civ.
In thelim itofperfectly sym m etricleads(N \L = N L and
N \R = N R ),only Civ survivesand theUCFshavedouble
the m agnitude as those for an asym m etric dot. In the
lim itofcom pletely asym m etric leads(N \L = N \R = 0),
onehasCi+ Cii+ Ciii+ Civ = 0,and theUCFshavethe
sam em agnitude asthose foran asym m etricdot.
Toexpressvar[g]forarbitraryN L,N R ,N \L,and N \R ,

we � nd it bene� cialto introduce the quantities n� =
N �=(N L + N R )and w� = 1� N\�=N �,where �= L;R.
M aking useofthe factthatnL + nR = 1,we� nd

var[g] = var[g]asym (32)

+
2

�
n
2
Ln

2
R

�
1� (1� nL)wL � (1� nR )wR

1+ nLwL + nR wR

� 2

where in this notation var[g]asym = (2=�)n 2
Ln

2
R . In the

specialcase where N L = N R ,displacing the leads sup-
pressesthe sym m etry-induced contribution to UCFs by

a factor
�
(2� wL � wR )=(2+ wL + wR )

�2
.

In term softhe originalquantitiesN L,N R ,N \L,and
N \R ,Eq.(32)takesthe form

var[g] = var[g]asym (33)

+
2

�

N 2
LN

2
R

(N L + N R )4

�
N R N \L=N L + N LN \R =N R

2N L + 2N R � N\L � N\R

� 2

where var[g]asym = (2=�)N 2
LN

2
R (N L + N R )� 4. Com par-

ison with Eq.(24) shows that lead displacem ent sup-
pressesthesym m etry-induced contributionsto UCFsby
a factor that is the square of the suppression of the
sym m etry-induced contributionsto the average conduc-
tance.

C . U C Fs in a left-right or inversion-sym m etric

quantum dot

Fora system swith a left-rightoran inversion sym m e-
try,we once again � nd the m agnitude ofthe UCFs by
evaluating covar[R;R 0]. For these sym m etries,we m ust
considerthe contributionsin Fig.5 in addition to those
in Fig.4.Theorigin ofthe extra contributionsin Fig.5
ism ostclearly understood by consideringthecaseofper-
fectly sym m etricleads.Then theleft-rightand inversion
sym m etriesm ap lead L onto lead R,which m eansthatif
path 2 ispaired with path 1’then path 2 willhitlead R
when path 1’hitslead L (m eaning the im age ofpath 1’
hitslead R).O ne can thereby im m ediately see thatthe
contribution Cv in Fig.5 contributes to covar[R L;R R ]
(thiswasnotthecaseforup-down sym m etry,sincethere
path 1’hitsthe sam e lead asthe im age ofpath 1’).For
asym m etric leads a sim ilar situation occurs. Ifpath 1’
hitsthe intersection region ofwidth W \ on lead L then
itsim age hitslead R;thuspath 2 willalso hitlead R if
itispaired with 1’overthissegm ent.
The rules to evaluate each contribution are the sam e

as for up-down sym m etry,with now necessarily N \L =
N \R = N \.Using these rules,we� nd that

Cv + Cvi =
2

�

4N \N LN R � N2
\(N L + N R )

(2N L + N R � 2N\)2(N L + N R )
; (34)

Cvii+ Cviii = �
2

�

2N \N LN R

(2N L + N R � 2N\)(N L + N R )2
:(35)

Sum m ing thesecontributionsand writing theresultwith
the sam edenom inatorasEq.(33)gives

Cv + Cvi+ Cvii+ Cviii

= �
2

�

N 2
\(N

2
L � N2

R )
2

(2N L + N R � 2N\)2(N L + N R )4
: (36)

Adding this set ofcontribution to those already calcu-
lated in the previoussection,we � nd that the UCFs of
a left-rightorinversion-sym m etric dotwith asym m etric
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leadsisgiven by

var[g] = var[g]asym

+
2

�

N 2
LN

2
R

(N L + N R )4

�
N \

N L + N R � N\

� 2

:(37)

By com paring this with Eq.(17),we � nd thatthe sup-
pression ofsym m etry-induced contributions to UCFs is
the square ofsuppression ofthe sym m etry-induced con-
tributionstotheaverageconductance(justaswealready
found foran up-down sym m etric system ).

D . U C Fs in a 4-fold sym m etric

Forcom pleteness,wenow brie y discussUCFsin a 4-
fold sym m etric dotwith asym m etric leads.A 4-fold dot
has allthree ofthe sym m etries discussed above. Thus
the UCFs in a four-fold sym m etric system are given by
the sum ofallpossible sym m etry-induced contributions
(just aswith sym m etric leads[1]). G iven the resultsin
the preceding sections,the generalform ula is easily de-
term ined. Here we give the result for the specialcase
N L = N R = N ,

var[g] =
1

8�

"�
N \LR

2N � N\LR

� 2

+

�
N \inv

2N � N\inv

� 2

+

�
N \U D :L + N \U D :R

4N � N\U D :L � N\U D :R

� 2

+ 1

#

(38)

where N \LR is the intersection between leads L and R
under the left-right sym m etry,N \inv is the intersection
between leads L and R under the inversion sym m etry,
and N \U D :L (N \U D :R ) is the intersection oflead L (R)
with itselfundertheup-down sym m etry.The� nalterm
in the square-bracketrepresents the usualUCFs for an
asym m etricdot.
Note that the suppression ofeach sym m etry-induced

term goes like the square ofthe equivalent term in the
averageconductance,Eq.(27).

V III. C O M PA R ISO N T O R A N D O M -M A T R IX

T H EO R Y

In thissectionwecom parethesem iclassicalpredictions
derived in the previoussectionsto num ericalresultsob-
tained from a phenom enologicalrandom -m atrix m odel.
Thism odelgeneralizestheconstruction discussed in Sec-
tion 9 ofpartI(Ref.[1]).
The generalfram ework is the sam e as in part I:The

conductanceisobtained from the Landauerform ula g =
tr[tyt],where tis the transm ission block ofa scattering

m atrix S =

�
r t0

t r0

�

given by

S = P
T (1� F Q )� 1F P: (39)

F

1

2

3

4

Figure 6: Left panel: M odelof a scatterer (centralcircle)
with internalevolution operatorF ,coupled to portsto which
m odesofthe leadscan be attached. The labels identify four
segm ents,in which theportsarenum erated in thedirection of
thearrow (port1 to M =4 in segm ent1,portM =4+ 1 to M =2
in segm ent2,portM =2+ 1 to 3M =4 in segm ent3,and port
3M =4+ 1 to M in segm ent4).The dashed linesindicate the
possiblelinesofreection sym m etry.M iddleand rightpanels:
Filled circles indicate ports coupled to the left lead,shaded
circles indicate portscoupled to the rightlead. Shown are a
fully sym m etry-respecting arrangem ent and an arrangem ent
in which both leadsare displaced,respectively.

Here,F is an internalunitary evolution operatorofdi-
m ension M while P is an M � 2N dim ensionalm atrix
speci� ed below,and Q = 1� P PT .
In part Iwe assum ed that the leads respect the geo-

m etricalsym m etries,which allowsto fully desym m etrize
the system . O ne can then introduce a � xed form ofthe
m atrixP and attributethee� ectsofsym m etriessolelyto
theinternaldynam ics(the resulting RM T ensem blesfor
F aregiven in Table2ofRef.[1]).Itisclearthatthisfull
desym m etrization fails when leads are to be displaced.
Forup-down sym m etry,forinstances,desym m etrization
identi� es two e� ectively separate system s (consisting of
m odes ofeven and odd parity) which do not couple to
each other.Shiftinglead m odesin thisrepresentationhas
no e� ectsince RM T isinvariantunderthe perm utation
ofm atrix indices.A realdisplacem entofleads,however,
m ixesthe statesofeven and odd parity.The reason for
this discrepancy is thatleads are de� ned locally in real
space,while parity isa globalsym m etry which connects
rem otepartsofthe system .
Itisthereforenecessarytode� neboth theinternalevo-

lution operatorF aswellasthe coupling to the leadsP
in a way which resem blesm odesin a real-spacebasis.In
principle,thiscan be done,e.g.,based on the sinusoidal
transverse m ode pro� lesofa strip resonator. W e adopt
a sim ilar,but m ore e� cient procedure,whose principle
ideaisshownin Fig.6.Theillustrationshowsanabstract
scattererwith M portswhichserveaspossiblecontactsto
thesystem .Foreach lead weselectN ports(with index
in forlead L and jn forlead R);therem aining portsare
closed o� . The internalevolution operator F describes
the transportfrom portto port. The scattering m atrix
isthen given by Eq.(39)wherePm n = �m ;in + �m ;jn � N

.
A crucialpointofthe illustration in Fig.6 is the nu-

m eration of ports, which are grouped into 4 segm ents
thatm ap in speci� c waysonto each otherwhen sym m e-
try operationsareapplied.(i)Left-rightsym m etry m aps
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B = 0 B � B c

no spatialsym . CO E(M ) CUE(M )

left-rightsym . A
y CO E2(M =2)A A

y CO E(M )A

inversion sym . D A
y CO E2(M =2)AD D A

y CUE2(M =2)AD

up-down sym . C A
y CO E2(M =2)AC C A

y CO E(M )AC

four-fold sym . D A
y[A y CO E2(M =4)A]2AD D A

y [A y CO E(M =2)A]2AD

with A = 2� 1=2

 

1 1

i � i

!

,C =

0

B

B

B

@

1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1

1

C

C

C

A

and D =

0

B

B

B

@

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

1

C

C

C

A

Table I: Random -m atrix ensem bles for the internalevolution operator F in a basis which issuitable for displacing the leads
(see Fig.6). The di�erent entries refer to various geom etric sym m etries in absence or presence ofa m agnetic �eld. W e only
consider the case M m od 4 = 0. Block com position of two identicalm atrix ensem bles of dim ension M is abbreviated as
X

2(M )= X (M )
 X (M ).

segm ent1 onto segm ent3 and segm ent2 onto segm ent
4.(ii)Up-down sym m etry m apssegm ent1 onto segm ent
2 and segm ent3 onto segm ent4.(iii)Inversion sym m e-
try m apssegm ent1 onto segm ent4 and segm ent2 onto
segm ent 3. (iv) Four-fold sym m etry m aps allsegm ents
onto each other.

In the basisofthese ports,the explicitsym m etriesof
the internalevolution operatorF are speci� ed in Table
I.Sinceup-down and left-rightsym m etry areboth m an-
ifestationsofa re ection sym m etry,they arenow sim ply
related byainterchangingsegm ents2and 3(asdescribed
by them atrix C de� ned in TableI);thisisaconsequence
ofthe fact that we do not fully desym m etrize the up-
down sym m etry (theleft-rightsym m etriccasecan never
befully desym m etrized becauseonehasto keep track of
the identity ofthe leads).A � nite m agnetic � eld breaks
these sym m etries,but stillallows one to de� ne a gen-
eralized tim e-reversalsym m etry. Sim ilarly,for vanish-
ing m agnetic � eld,inversion sym m etry isobtained from
re ection sym m etry by interchanging segm ents 3 and 4
(asdescribed by the m atrix D de� ned in the table cap-
tion). The slightly di� erentsystem aticsin the presence
ofa m agnetic � eld arisesbecause the orientation ofthe
segm entsm atters;consequently,forinversion sym m etry,
tim e-reversalsym m etry ise� ectively broken butthe ge-
om etric sym m etry itselfis stillpresentin the dynam ics
(trajectoriesstilloccurin sym m etry-related pairs).

A convenientchoiceofa fully sym m etry-respecting ar-
rangem entofleadswhich appliesto allinternalsym m e-

triesisgiven by

P =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1N � N 0N � N 0N � N 0N � N

0M � N 0M � N 0M � N 0M � N

0N � N 1N � N 0N � N 0N � N

0M � N 0M � N 0M � N 0M � N

0N � N 0N � N 1N � N 0N � N

0M � N 0M � N 0M � N 0M � N

0N � N 0N � N 0N � N 1N � N

0M � N 0M � N 0M � N 0M � N

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (40)

where N = N =2 and M = M =4 � N =2. The case of
a four-fold sym m etry in principle allowstwo sym m etry-
respecting arrangem ents(aligned along each ofthe two
sym m etry linesofre ection);thesetwoarrangem entsare
equivalentin RM T and again related by a reshu� ing of
the4 segm ents.Theform ofP forgenerally placed leads
iseasily read o� Fig.6.
Figures 7 (for B � B c) and 8 (for B � B c) show

how the weak localization correction and universalcon-
ductance  uctuations are a� ected when the leads are
m oved away from the sym m etry-respecting positions.
The degree ofdisplacem ent is quanti� ed by a variable
� = 1� W \ =W (� = 0 in the sym m etric arrangem ent,
�= 1 in the asym m etricarrangem ent).Thedata points
are based on an ensem ble average over 5000 RM T m a-
triceswith M = 1000 and N = 50,while the curvesare
the predictionsofoursem iclassicaltheory,which can be
written as

�g(�)= �g(1)+ [�g(0)� �g(1)]
1� �

1+ �
; (41)

varg(�)= varg(1)+ [varg(0)� varg(1)]

�
1� �

1+ �

� 2

: (42)

Starting from a four-fold sym m etry, leads can be dis-
placed in a m annerwhich stillpreservesleft-right,inver-
sion,orup-down sym m etry. To preserve up-down sym -
m etry alone,one can im agine splitting one lead in two
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Figure 7: (colouronline). W eak localization correction (W L,left panels)and universalconductance uctuations(UCF,right
panels)asa function ofthedisplacem entofboth leadsfrom theirsym m etry-respecting positionsforsystem swith �xed internal
sym m etry.The displacem entism easured in term sof�= 1� W \ =W .The data points(circleswith a variety of�lling styles)
are obtained from an average over5000 realizationsoftheRM T m odeldescribed in the text(M = 1000,N = 50).Thecurves
show thesem iclassicalprediction (41)forW L and (42)forUCF.Labels‘A ! B ’specify thesym m etry ofthelead arrangem ent
at � = 0 (sym m etric arrangem ent) and � = 1 (where at least one ofthe sym m etries is fully rem oved). In these labels,the
subscript 4 on A orB indicatesthatthe internalsym m etry isfour-fold;ifthissubscriptisnotpresentthe internalsym m etry
isidenticalto the one speci�ed by A.In this�gure,the m agnetic �eld issetto B = 0.

and m oving the two parts in opposite directions (both
partswould rem ain contacted tothesam esourceordrain
electrode).Therem ainingsym m etry ofthelead arrange-
m entcan then be broken by furtherdisplacem entofthe
leads.In the� gures,thesubscript4 isused todistinguish
these situations (in which the underlying internalsym -
m etry is four-fold) from the sym m etry breaking in sys-
tem swith onlyasingleinternalsym m etry.E.g.,thelabel
‘left/right4 ! asym m etric4’refersto thedisplacem entof
leadsoutofa left-rightsym m etricposition wherethein-
ternalsym m etry is four-fold,while the label‘left/right

! asym m etric’refersto thedisplacem entofleadsoutof
a left-right sym m etric position where the internalsym -
m etry is itselfonly left-right sym m etric. According to
our theory,the weak localization correction should be-
have identically in both situations;this also applies to
the UCFs.Thisstatem entisvalidated by the num erical
data.Indeed,excellentagreem entofthe num ericaldata
with thesem iclassicalpredictionsisobserved in allcases.
Asdiscussed earlierin thispaper,in theup-down sym -

m etric case it is interesting to displace only one lead
while the otherlead rem ainson the sym m etry line (the
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Figure 8:(colouronline).Sam e asFig.7,butfora �nite m agnetic �eld.

sym m etry-preserving positionsin the up-down sym m et-
ric case are absolute,in contrast to the left-right sym -
m etric case where these positions are relative to each
other). The e� ect on the transport is shown in Fig.9,
along with the e� ectofthe consecutive displacem entof
the second lead,and the sim ultaneous displacem ent of
both leads. According to ourtheory,the e� ects ofcon-
secutive displacem ent ofthe leads are cum ulative: The
displacem entofthe � rstlead is described by Eqs.(41),
(42)with �! �=2(coveringtherange[0,1/2]),whilethe
displacem entofthesecond lead com pletesthetransition
according to the substitution � ! (1 + �)=2 (covering
the range [1/2,1]). The num ericalresultsare in perfect
agreem entwith thisprediction.

W e conclude with som e additional rem arks on the
RM T m odel.Forleadswhich respectthesym m etries,the
construction presented here is equivalent to the m odel

presented in part I (which then is m ore e� cient); this
equivalencealsoextendstothesym m etry breakingin the
internaldynam ics,which then requiresto interpolatebe-
tween ensem blesofTable I.Following earlierworks,the
RM T m odelcan befurtherutilized to includethee� ects
ofdephasing and a � nite Ehrenfest tim e. For dephas-
ing,this is achieved by opening additionalports which
couple to a voltage probe [26]ora dephasing stub [27].
A � nite Ehrenfesttim e isobtained when F representsa
dynam icalsystem ,such asthekicked rotator[12](which
also possesses discrete sym m etries). This strategy can
also beused to probethecaseofdynam icswhich arenot
fully chaotic(which in the kicked rotatorisachieved for
m oderatevaluesofthe kicking strength).
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Figure9:(colouronline).Sam easFigs.7 and 8,butcom paring thedisplacem entofboth leadsforinternalup-down sym m etry
(solid circles)to the displacem entofthe �rstlead (circles�lled on the right),followed by the displacem entofthe second lead
(circles�lled on the left).

IX . C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

Thetransportcalculationsperform ed hereassum ethat
the classicaldynam ics is uniform ly chaotic,and in par-
ticulardo notapply to system with islandsofstability in
phasespace(such astheannularbilliard studied in Refs.
[28,29]),ornetworksofchaotic dotsinter-connected by
narrow leads (such as the double dot in Ref. [7]). It
would be intriguing to study the shape ofthe back-and
forward-scattering peaksforsuch system s.

X . A C K N O W LED G EM EN T S

RW thanksP.Brouwer,P.M arconciniand M .M acucci
for interesting and usefuldiscussions. RW and HS are
gratefulforthehospitality oftheBan� InternationalRe-
search Station,wherethiswork wasinitiated.

A ppendix A :O B TA IN IN G U C FS FR O M T H E

VA R IA N C E O F R EFLEC T IO N

In Section VII we pointed out that unitarity im plies
covar[R L;R R ]= var[R L]= var[R R ]. Here we outline a

sem iclassicalcalculation ofvar[R L],which actsasacheck
ofthe sem iclassicalcalculation ofcovar[R L;R R ]in Sec-
tion VII.Therulestocalculateeach contribution rem ain
the sam e as for covar[R L;R R ]. However,the contribu-
tionsthatwe considerdi� erby the requirem entthatall
pathsstartand end on the sam elead L.

W e know thatthe resultm ustbe invariantunderthe
interchangeoflabels\L" and \R",and thisinvarianceis
m anifestly obviousin thecontributionsto covar[R L;R R ].
In contrast,thisinvarianceishidden in thecontributions
to var[R L]thatwediscusshere.Thusthesim plestcheck
that one has not m issed any contributions is that this
invarianceispresentwhen onesum sthe contributions.

1. U p-dow n sym m etric dot

In thecaseofan up-down sym m etricdot,allcontribu-
tionsin both Fig.4 and Fig.5contributeto var[R L]once
we change alllead labelsso that\R" ! \L" and \\R"
! \\L" (but not vice versa). W riting contributions to
var[R L]with a "prim e"(to distinguish them from contri-
butionsto covar[R L;R R ])we� nd
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C
0
v + C

0
vi+ C

0
i =

2

�

N 2
\L(N L + N R )2 + 4N \L(N L � N\L)N L(N L + N R )+ 4(N L � N\L)2N 2

L

(2N L + 2N R � N\L � N\R )2(N L + N R )2
; (A1)

C
0
vii+ C

0
viii+ C

0
ii+ C

0
iii = �

2

�

2N 2
L

�
N \L(N L + N R )+ 2(N L � N\L)N L

�

(2N L + 2N R � N\L � N\R )(N L + N R )3
; (A2)

C
0
iv =

2

�

N 4
L

(N L + N R )4
: (A3)

As in section VII,we � nd that this sum is m ost eas-
ily evaluated by re-writing the contributions in term s
n� = N �=(N L + N R )and w� = 1� N\�=N � for�= L;R.
Perform ing a little algebra using nL + nR = 1,we then
recoverEq.(32),and thereforevar[R L]= covar[R L;R R ].
Furtherm ore, expression Eq. (32) is invariant under
the interchange of labels \L" and \R", which entails
var[R R ]= var[R L].Thusthesem iclassicalm ethod obeys
the relationsvar[R L]= var[R R ]= covar[R L;R R ],asre-
quired by the unitarity ofthe scattering m atrix. This
strongly suggeststhatwehavenotm issed any contribu-
tionsand givesuscon� dencein theresult;particularly,it
isnoteworthythattheindividualcontributionsin var[R L]
and covar[R L;R R ]com binein very di� erentwaysto give
the invarianceunderthe interchangeof\L" and \R".

2. Left-right or inversion-sym m etric dot

The evaluation ofvar[R L]fora left-rightorinversion-
sym m etric dot is very sim ilar to that for an up-down
sym m etric dot. However,here,when a path hits the L

lead then its im age hits the R lead. This m eans that
there are no contributionsto var[R L]ofthe form shown
in Fig.5,since allpathsm ustgo from the L lead to the
L lead.Thusto getvar[R L]fora left-rightorinversion-
sym m etric dot,we need to subtractthose contributions
from theresultforvar[R L]in an up-down sym m etricdot.
The sum ofthese contributionsto var[R L],written with
the sam edenom inatorasin Eq.(33),is

C
0
v + C

0
vi+ C

0
vii+ C

0
viii

=
2

�

N 2
\(N

2
L � N2

R )
2

(2N L + N R � 2N\)2(N L + N R )4
: (A4)

Thisonly di� ersby an overallsign from the sum ofcon-
tributions in Eq.(36). Subtracting this from the result
Eq. (33), we get var[R L] for a left-right or inversion-
sym m etric dot. The result equals covar[R L;R R ]given
by Eq.(37),thus we have covar[R L;R R ]= var[R L]=
var[R R ], as required by the unitarity ofthe scattering
m atrix.
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