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In thiswork | the second ofa pairofarticles | w e consider transport through spatially sym m etric
quantum dots w ith leads whose w idths or positions do not obey the spatial symm etry. W e use the
sem iclassical theory of transport to nd the symm etry—-induced contributions to weak localization
corrections and universal conductance uctuations for dots w ith left-right, up-down, Inversion and
four-old symm etries. W e show that all these contributions are suppressed by asym m etric leads,
howeverthey rem ain nitewhenever leads intersect w ith their in ages underthe sym m etry operation.
For an up-down symm etric dot, this m eans that the contribbutions can be nite even if one of the
leads is com pltely asymm etric. W e nd that the suppression of the contrbutions to universal
conductance uctuations is the square of the suppression of contributions to weak localization.
Finally, we develop a random -m atrix theory m odel which enables us to num erically con m these

resuls.

PACS numbers: 0545M t,74.40 4+ k,7323.5,03.65Y z

I. NTRODUCTION

This iswork | the second of a pair of articles | on
m esoscopic transport through chaotic quantum dotsw ith
spatialsym m etries (seeRef. ] forpart I) . In both works
we use recent advances in sem iclassical technigques to ad—
dress the e ect of spatial sym m etries on weak localiza—
tion W L) corrections and universal conductance uctu—
ations UCFs). The ain ofthe st article was to iden—
tify the m icroscopic origin of properties that w ere earlier
only known from phenom enological random -m atrix the—
ory ®MT) @,[3,14,[8), and furthem ore to extend the
considerations to situations in which RM T is not easily
applicable. In particular, this lncludes scenarios where
sym m etries are only partially preserved. To this end, the

rst article ﬁ] also considered the combined e ects of
magnetic elds, a nie Ehrenfest tine, and dephasing
on symm etric system s and also discussed the reduction
of sym m etry-related interference e ects by deform ations
of the dots.

In the present paper, w e contrast this Intemal symm e~
try breaking w ith sym m etry breaking which is due to the
position or shape of the leads (for exam ples of such situ—
ations see Fig.[0l) . W e ask what happens to the transport
ifwetake a sym m etric dot coupled to leadswhich respect
the sym m etry, and then start m oving one ofthe leads. In
the fully sym m etric situation, the m agnitude ofUCF s is
doubled for each independent sym m etry, whilke the weak
Jocalization correction can be either increased or reduced

(som etin es rem ain una ected) depending on the spatial
symm etry In question , E, E]. A re these symm etry—
Induced e ectsmodi ed when the leads are deform ed or
digplaced? If so, are they sensitive to displacem ent on
a quantum scale (of order of a Fem iwavelength) or a
classical scale (of order of a lead width)?

T he present literature doesnot o erm uch guidance to
answ er these questjons| indeed, the know ledge on trans—

port in spatially sym m etric system sw ith displaced leads
is rather lin ired. R eference [@] reports that the distribu—
tion oftranam ission eigenvalues ofa leftright sym m etric
dot w ith com pletely asym m etrically-placed leads di ers
slightly from the distribbution ofa com pletely asym m etric
dot. Because the di erence is am all, sym m etric system s
(such as stadiuim billiards) w ith displaced leads are in—
deed often used as representatives of com pletely asym —
m etric system s (see, eg., Refs. @,E]) . Recent works of
one of the authors, on the other hand, identify a huge
conductance peak In weakly coupled m irror-sym m etric
double-dotswhich still rem ains Jarge even w hen the leads
are not placed sym m etrically E,B].

A sinple consideration of weak localization quickly
convincesusthat it could neverbe as robust asthe above-
m entioned huge conductance peak in double dots. In sys—
tem sw ithout spatial sym m etries, weak localization isthe
counter-part of coherent back scattering | particle conser-
vation guarantees that one cannot have one w ithout the
other. System s w ith spatial sym m etries have addition
coherent back—and forw ard-scattering contributions (as
discussed In the rst of this pair of artjc]esﬁ]) . These
contributions rely on interference betw een pathsthat are
related by spatial sym m etry. If those paths do not both
couple to the lads, they cannot generate an Interference
contrbution to conductance. Thus, if we displace one
lead so much that there is no Intersection w ih its spa—
tially symm etric partner @\ = 0 in Fig.[I) then the
contrbutions to coherent forward scattering due to the
spatial sym m etries m ust vanish.

T he precise distance by w hich one has tom ove the lead
to substantially suppress the sym m etry-related contribu-—
tions depends on the detailed position dependence ofthe
coherent forw ard— and backscattering peaks. In princi-
ple, these coherent interference pattems could oscillate
on a scale of a wavelength, and thus one m ight Im ag-
ne that a am alldisplacem ent of that orderwould su ce.
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T he calculations and num erical com putations presented
by us here show that this is not the case. Instead, the
coherent forw ard-and backscattering peaks have a w idth
of order the lead w idth, and do not oscillate on the scale
ofa wavelength.

These considerations entail that the displacem ent of
lads In intemally symm etric system s o ers a unigue
means to study ooherent forward—- and backscattering
processes. From photonic system s it is known that the
shape of the coherent backscattering cone provides valu—
abl inform ation on the multiple scattering in a sam -
pke , @]. Based on the resuls of the present work,
transport m easurem ents w ith gradually displaced leads
prom ise to give sim ilar Insight into the dynam ics of elec—
tronic system s.

This work is organized as Hllows. Section [ intro-
duces notation and provides a condensed review of the
basic sam iclassical concepts elaborated In m ore detail in
the rstofthispair ofartjc]esﬁ]. T he ollow ing sections
describe the consequences of displaced leads for the weak
Jocalization correction in system sw ith leftright symm e-
try (Sec.[Id), inversion symmetry (Sec.[I]), up-down
symm etry (Sec.[Z]) and purHld symm etry (Sec.1). In
Sec.[VIl we study the m agnitude of universal conduc—
tance uctuations for all types of symm etry. Finally, In
Section we generalize the phenom enological RM T
m odelofsym m etry breaking (oresented in ]) to the case
of displaced leads, and com pare the results of num erical
com putations to the sem iclassical predictions. O ur con—
clusions are collected in Section [X]. T he appendix con—
tains som e furtherdetails on the sam iclassicalcalculation
of universal conductance uctuations.

II. BACKGROUND

Tom ake this article selffcontained we here rst x no-
tation and then brie y summ arize the m ain conogpts of
the theory of sam iclassicaltransport in system sw ith spa—
tial sym m etries, developed in the rst ofthispair ofar-
ticles [1].

A . Characteristic scales

W e consider chaotic quantum dotsofsize L area A =
0 %) and circum ference C = O (L)] which m ay possess
any of the follow ing three types of spatial symm etry; a
lkeftright m irrorsym m etry, an inversion symm etry, and
an up-down m irror-symm etry. W e also consider four-fold
sym m etric system s which sim ultaneously possess all the
above sym m etries. T he quantum dot is perfectly coupled
to two leads, Iabelled left (L) and right R) and carrying
Ny and Ny modes, where N = prW =(~) 1 for

2 L;R (herepr istheFem im om entum ; we also denote
the Fem ivelocity by v ). The quantum dynam ics in the
dot is characterized by a number of tin e scales, given
by the tine of ight ( = A=Cvy between successive
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(c) Up—down symmetric dot with asym. left lead

Figure 1l: (colouronline). (@) A quantum dotw ith a left-right
m irror sym m etry, coupled to lads which do not respect that
symm etry. The left lead (L) has width W , the right lead
R) haswidth W g . The intersection between lead L and the
m irror in age of lread R haswidth W\ . Ifthe L. and R leads
have no intersection under the m irrorsym m etry then W\ =
0. () Same for a quantum dot wih inversion symm etry.
(c) A quantum dot with up-down symm etry, for which each
sym m etry-respecting lead ism apped onto itself. In the gure,
the left lead is displaced, which reduces the Intersection W \ 1,
of this lead w ith itsm irror in age.

re ectionso the boundaries, the dwelltinep =
C=W .+ Wg),thedephasingtine = 1= (where is
the dephasing rate), and atinescale 5 = B¢=B)? ; on
which a magnetic eld destroys tin exeversal sym m etry.
Here, By h=(@A) is a characteristic eld strength at
which about one ux quantum penetrates the quantum
dot. In transport, the e ect ofamagnetic eld is felt at
a an allerm agnetic eld

B.=aBy 0=2p; @)
where a is a system -speci ¢ param eter of order one
ﬂ]. Furthem ore, the quantum -to-classical crossover is

characterized by the open-system Ehrenfest tine [ =



W ?=@L )]and the closed-system Ehrenfest tine
s = L= ], where is the classical Lyapunov
exponent and ¢ is the Fem iwavelength @].

In contrast to Ref. ], we here consider the possibility
that the leads do not respect the symm etry of the dot.
A sshown in F ig.[1l, the displacem ent from the symm etry—
respecting position is characterized by the overlap of
leads under the relevant symm etry operation. For left—
right m irror sym m etry and nversion symm etry, this is
the width W \ of the Intersection of a lead w ith the in -
age of the other lead. An up-down symm etry m aps each
sym m etry-respecting lead onto itself. T he displacem ent
of lead L. (R) is then characterized by the width W \ 1,
W \r ) of the intersection of this lead wih is own m ir-
ror in age. In a four-fold sym m etric system , the displace-
m ent is characterized by the various w idths of intersec—
tions w ith respect to the ndividual symm etries W \ Lr
for leftright m irror sym m etry, W \ v fOr nversion sym —
metry, W \yp 1 fOorup-down m irror sym m etry of lead L
and W \yp r orup-down m irror symm etry of lead R).

B . Sem iclassicaltheory of transport

T he sem iclassicaltheory oftransport E,] expresses
the transport through a quantum dot in tem s of classi-
calpaths ; °which connect ponnt y, lad L to point
y on lad R. Summ ing over lead m odes as In Ref. E],
the din ensionless conductance (conductance In units of
2e?=h) is given by
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whereS = pdr denotes the classical action ofa path,

and the am plitude A is related to the square—root ofthe
path’s stability.

Form ost pairs of and ° the exponential n Eq. [2)
oscillates w ildly as one changes the energy or the dot-
shape. Thus they m ake no contrbution to the aver-
age conductance Wwhere one averages over energy, dot—
shape, or both). The contributions that survive averag-
Ing are those w here the pairs ofpathshave sin ilaractions
S ' S o for a broad range of energies and dot-shapes.
In particular, this is the case for the \diagonal contribu-—
tions" to the above double sum wih %= ), which can
be analyzed using the sum rul (in the spirit ofEqg. B 6)
ofRef. [13))

X 5 7 7
AC [ =] d o
z z

P Y ;Yo;0I[

d pr COS ¢

v, 21 B
Here we de neP (Y ;Y o;t) v t as the classical prob—
ability for a particlke to go from an initial position and
momentum angle of Y o %7 o) on lead L to within
(y; )ofY = (y; )on lrad R In a tine within t of

t. The average of P' over an ensamble of dots or over
energy results n a smooth function. If the dynam ics
gre m ixing op a tinescale p , One can approxim ate

P ;Yoit) = e®rcos=RW+Wg) pl, which
results In the classical D rude conductance
. NpNg
hgip = ———: 4)
Ny + Ng)

Q uantum correctionsto this result originate from correla—
tionsofpaths and °which are not identical, but closely

related by additional discrete sym m etries in the system .

For asymm etric quantum dots the only possble addi-
tionalsymm etry is tim ereversalsym m etry, w hich resuls

In the ordinary weak localization correction @,,]

and associated coherent-backscattering peak E,ﬁ,@]

for system s whose classical dynam ics exhibit hyperbolic

chaos. The identi cation of possible pairings is also at
the heart of the calculation of the m agnitude var(g) of
universal conductance uctuations, which in the sem i-
classical theory naturally takes the form of a quadruple

sum over classical paths @,].

Spatialsym m etries in such chaotic system s induce fur-
ther possible pairings both for the average conductance
as well as for its variance, which are discussed in de—
tailin the st articke in this series(]]. In the Hlow ing
sections we revisit these results and extend them to the
case of displaced leads, which is far richer than the case

of sym m etry-respecting leads.

III. LEFTRIGHT SYMMETRIC QUANTUM
DOT W ITH DISPLACED LEADS

W e rst consider a keftright m irror-sym m etric system
w ih leads that are (partially or fully) displaced from
the symm etry-respecting con guration. As shown in
Fig.[dl@), the leads are of di erent widths and centred
at di erent places. The am ount of symm etry-breaking
is characterized by the (possbly vanishing) width W\ of
Intersection between lead L and them irror in age of lead
R.In Fig.Zwe show the path-pairings for all sym m etry—
Induced interference corrections to the average conduc—
tance. (T here isa strong resem blance betw een these con—
tributions and the weak localization correction for sys—
tem s w ith leads that contain tunnel barriers; in particu—
lar com pare the faikd ooherent forward scattering contri-
butions in Fig.[2 of this article w ith the faikd coherent
kackscattering contributions in Fig. 4 of Ref. @].) None
of the contributions listed in F ig.[2d are particularly di -
cul to calculate using the m ethod presented in the rst
of this pair of article ]. This m ethod involves folding
paths under the spatialsymm etry to nd ways in which
one can construct pairings between paths or their in -
ages, w ith pairings sw itching at \e ective" encounters;
seeFig.[3. Thedi culty isto nd allcontributions. One
crucial check is to verify that the sum of all nterference
contributions to tranam ission and re ection gives zero,
thereby ensuring particle conservation.



(1) Sucessful coherent forward scattering contribution

Figure 2: (colour online). List of nterference contributions to the conductance for a dot w ith left—right m irror-sym m etry when
the leads are asym m etric. H ere the leads have widdths W ;, and W r and are centred at di erent places. T he intersection of the
L lad and theR Jead’sm irror In age hasa width W \ and is indicated by the unshaded part ofthe L lead. T he sketches on the
left are all contributions to trangm ission from the L lead to the R lead (hence the contributions to conductance). T he sketches
on the right are all contributions to re ection from the L lad back to the L lead.

Themaih di erence from the equivalent calculation for
a system with symm etric leads (cf. Ref. ]) is that here
a pair of sym m etry-related paths has a shorter pint sur-
vivaltin e than thepairsofidenticalpaths in the diagonal
contrbution. W hen the lads are sym m etrically placed,
the probability of a path staying in the dot (ot hitting
a lead) is strictly identical to the probability of s m ir-
ror In age staying in the dot. T his ceases to be the case
w hen the leads are not symm etric. W e dealw ith this by
explicitly considering all situations where a path hits a
lad (In which case it escapes from the system ) or the
m irror in age of a lead (in which its m irror im age w ill
escapes from the system ). T he probability that either of
the processes occurs is W + W g W\ )=C per bounce
at the boundary ofthe dot, where C is the circum ference

ofthe dot. W e thereforede neamodi ed dwelltinme

0o _ WL+WR
D D
2WL+Wr W)
Ny, + N
= 5 — )
2N + Ny Ny )

which characterizes the probability exp[ t=_] that a
path and its m irror in age are both still in the dot at
tine t. W e use this probability In place of exp[ t=p ]
in evaluating all parts of contributions 1 and 2 in Fig.[2
w here the paths are the m irror in age of each other.



(@) Folding procedure In dot with left—right symmetry

(c) Folding procedure in dot with up—down symmetry

Figure 3: (colour online). To nd the non-trivial path pair-
ings, and to evaluate the phase di erence between the paths,
we use the folding procedure introduced In R ef. ] (for sym —
m etric leads) . H ere w e consider the extra contributions gener—
ated by the fact the leads are asym m etric (ie., contrbutions
214 in Fig.[2). For each spatial symm etry, we give one ex—
am ple of the olding procedure for an unsuccessfiil coherent
forw ard-scattering (or backscattering). T he ellipsesm ark the
e ective encounters, where paths interchange their pairing.
T he other contributions are easily analyzed in the sam e way.

A . Successfuland failed forw ard-scattering
contributions

T he contrbution of paths of the type labelled 1 and

2i2i in Fig.Jhavean e ective encounterclose to a lead.

T hese contrbutions are sin ilar to certain contributions
In an asymm etric system w ith tunnel barriers E], and
henceweuse a sin ilarm ethod to analyze them here. The
behavior of path © is com pletely determ ined by that of
path , sothetwopathshavethe sam eam plitudes, A o =
A . The action di erence between them is (S So) =
o> + m 1> )ro; ,where (ro: jpo- ) is the com ponent of
Y Y,) which is perpendicular to the direction ofpath
aty [23]. Using the sum rule in Eq. [3@), we see that
the contribution 1 in Fig.[d is given by (cf. contrdoution

LR @ in Ref. [I))
z z 7,

dy , dy dt (6)
\ \ 0

B s o P O(Y ;Y o;0)iRe &t

hgitra = @~) 2

S o)=~ ,

T he lin its on the Integral indicate that we only integrate
over the region of the leads which have an overlap w ith
each other under the left—right m irror sym m etry (the re—
gions of width W \ m arked in Fig.[J).
The suwival probability W oY ;Y ;01 =
expl =01r =[ W  + Wgx W\) 21 is that of a
path and is m irror im age. The probability per unit
tine for path to hit wihin (r; ) of a given point
In the region of phase space de ned by the union of
leads and theirm irror inages s P °(Y ;Y o;t)1 Y where
Y r .Notethatiis | ratherthan , which gives
the decay rate of P O(Y ;Y o;t)i. W e express the Y g
Integral In temm s of the relative coordinates (ryp; ;Po> )
and de ne T (: jpoz ) and T (ro» jpo- ) as the tine
between touching the lead and the perpendicular dis-
tance between and ° becom ing of order W and L,
respectively. For tin es kss than T, (7 P02 ), the path
segm ents are alm ost m irror In ages of each other, and
their pint survivalprobability is the survivalprobability
of a path and its m irror im age. For tin es longer than
this the path-pairs escape Independently, but since the
pairs are made of a path and is m irror Im age, the
escape rate is 0 not p . The t-ntegralin Eq. [@) must
have a Iower cuto at 2T (ry: ;po» ), because that is
them inim um tin e for reconvergence. ([For shorter tin es
there is no contribution, because path and % must
separate to a distance of order the dot size, if they are
going to reconverge at the other lead). Thus we have
z z
dy dtp O ;Y o501
\ 0
Nyexp[ T/=9 2@ T)=71

= ’ (7)
Ny + Ny Ny

where Tf;w are shorthand ﬁ)rTf;w (o> ;Po» ). Notethat
the 0 in the denom matoroftP %Y ;Y ¢;t)iwascancelled
when we Integrated over all tin es longer than 2Tf . For
anall (g, + m 1B, )we nd

0 , 1 m L
Ty (o2 iPo2 ) In —:.p PR ; (8)
02 2

and T (o7 ;Poz ) is given by the same mula with L
replaced by W . Evaluating the integrals over the relative
coordinates (rp; ;P07 ) as n Ref. ], we nally obtain

hoglra = N\RNp+ Nz NI texpl §=71: O

The failed ooherent forward-scattering contributions
labelled 2iand 2ii in Fig.[2l come from the window of
width W W\ in theL lead. This causes an enhanced

probability of hitting the m irror im age of that part of



lead L. However, the lead R is not there, so this con—
structive interference peak gets re ected back into the
dot, and has a probability ofNg=N1 + N ) ofgoing to
lead R and a probability of N =N + N ) of going back
to lead L E]. T he fom er is a contribution to tranam is—
sion (and hence to the conductance) w hile the latter isa
contribution to re ection. Thus we have

Bgisn g = Np NUNg expl =gl w0
FER2E T oML+ Ng NN+ Ng)'
DR g os = Ny N)Np expl Ec=§]‘ a1)
B25 7 2Np+ Ng  N)WNg+ Ng)°

By inspection of Fig.[d i ®llows that h giig 2 IS
given by Eq. [I0) with Nx and N interchanged, while
hRipg oi = h Ripg 2i-

B . Uniform contributions to transm ission and
re ection

To evaluate the uniform contributions to transm ission
and re ection, labelled 3iand 3il in Figld, we divide
the pairs of paths in this contribbution into three regions.
The orstpart iswhen and 0 are the sam e, and are
far from the encounter @ tine Ty =2 or more away
from the encounter). Here the probability for the paths
to escape is 1= p per unit tine. The second region is
where %and are the m irror in age of each other and
far from the encounter (@ time Ty =2 orm ore from the
encounter) . H ere the probability of one orboth paths to
escape is 1= ) per uni tine. Fially, the third region
is close to the encounter (less than a tine Ty =2 away
from the encounter). Here the probability for the paths
to escape the rst time they pass through this region
surrounding the encounter is exp[ T; =p ]. However,
the conditional probability to escape the second time
the paths pass through this region (given that they both
survived the rsttime) isexp T 1=72 1= . I
follow sftzhat tlke contrbution 3iis given by h gipg 31 =
(~) ' ,d¥y, dRee® 597 F(y;), where
the action di erence (S S o) is the sam e as for weak
localization in Refs. E,] and

Z Z ¢ Tu Z ., 1,
2V sin dt dty dt

T T
TL+TWZ Ty + 24— -

Fqg;) =

2 2

B Cos o dy
R C

P'R2R1ite 8)P R1;Y o5t):

dR 1P (Y jR2;t &)

1z)

Since the paths are paired with their m irror in age be-

tween tine ty and tine tp, the survivalrate is [ during

thistim e, but it is p at allother tin es. Evaluating this
Integralw ith these survivaltim es gives
2v2 p ) Ng

2A Ni+ Nz

sih exp T ()=p

H (Yo7 )i = Pr COS ¢

13)

This has two di erences from the result for symm etric
leads In Ref. ]. T he exponent contains ]g not p, and
the prefactor contains p 2. W hen integrating

p hot .
over ,weobtaina factorof[ ] 'exp[ S=?2linplace

of [ p] 'exp[ S=p]. Thusthe ? i the prefactor is

cancelled 1. Evaluating the integrals, we get
hgir s = N Ng Np+ Nl %expl =71 (14)
hRizrsu = N.Np+Ng]lexpl g=71:  (15)

These resuls are of the sam e form as the weak local-
ization correction except that the exponent contains g
In place of p . In particular, we recover the fam iliar fac-
torof NpNg=@Nr1+ N )? even though the pint survival
tin e is reduced when the paths arem irror in ages ofeach
other.

O ne can next inclide other suppression e ects such as
asym m etry in the dot and dephasing, which we discussed
for dots w ith sym m etric leads in Ref. ]. The only dif-
ference caused by asym m etric leads is that now the parts
of contrbutions a ected by asym m etries and dephasing
(parts where paths are paired w ith their m irror in age)
decay with a rate ) instead of p . Thuswe nd thatall
the contributions listed in Fig.[2 are then m ultiplied by
a factor

exp[ ~ asym “asym ]
Zog Casymi )= i (e
R e 1+ (asgm + )0
w here the expression for the decay rates agym s and
tin escales ~, ~gym are the sam e as for a dot with sym -
m etric kads [I].

C . Conductance of a left—right sym m etric quantum
dot w ith asym m etric leads

A s required by particle num ber conservation, the seven
contributions in Fig.[2 sum to zero. In orderto obtain the
conductance, we sum the four contrioutions to transm is—
sion from the left lead to the right lead (contrdbutions 1,
21, 2iiiand 3i), and add them to the D rude conductance
and the weak localization correction. T his gives the con—
ductance of a chaotic leftright sym m etric quantum dot
w ith m any-m odes on each lead (Ni ;N ;N\ 1),

hyi Mol an
LR T T
NL+NR "
N Ng N\e =~ 20 ¢ )
Ny + Ng)? Np+ Ny Ny bR ey
#
e °2@; ) +ON_ 2

where Z; (asym ; ) is given by Eq. [I8). The second
term In the square brackets is the usual weak localiza—
tion correction, which is suppressed by m agnetic elds
and dephasing according to the function Z B; ) =



exp [ ~11+ B=B.)?+ b 1.Forsymmett:ic]eads
wehave N\, = N = Ny (and hence ) = ), and this
result in m ediately reduces to the one In Ref. ].

Tt isworth considering two specialcases. The rstcase
iswhen the leadsare ofequalw idth but not centred at the
m irror In age of each other, such that N\ < N = Ny
N .Taklhg w=1 w=W =1 N =N asthe relative
distance (in unisofthe lrad width W = Wy = Wg) by
w hich lead L isdisplaced w ith respect to them irror in age
of lrad R, and assum ing there is no dephasing, m agnetic

eld, or intemalasymm etry, we nd

lfg' N n 1 1 w c_ 0 c_
= N — —e E D e E D
LR 24 1+ w
+ON 11: 18)

T he second specialcase iswhen the lead R is narrower
but situated entirely w thin the m irror im age of lead L;
wethen haveN\ = Ny < N .Assum Ing again that there
isno dephasing, m agnetic eld, or intemalasym m etry,

, NiNg
hgix N. + Ng
NLNR NR c_ O c_
-  —e E D e E D
N+ Ng)? N
+ON, 2 19)

A s one could scan the narrow lad R across the m irror
In age of the wide lead L, this scenario can be thought of
asa probe ofthe shape ofthe coherent forw ard-scattering
peak. T he fact that our resulk Eq. [I9) is independent of
the position of lead R tells us that the forw ard-scattering
peak is uniform ly distributed over the region de ned by
the m irror in age of lead L.

Iv.. INVERSION-SYMMETRIC QUANTUM
DOT W ITH ASYMMETRIC LEADS

For system s with inversion symm etry the calculation
follow smuch as for a keftright symm etry. T he one sig—

ni cantdi erence isthem agnetic— eld dependence ofthe

contributions, which was treated in Ref. ]. The dis-
placem ent of the leads sin ply requires us to replace p
w ith g in the suppression of contributions by m agnetic

elds, asym m etries in the dot, and dephasing. T he sup—
pression factor therefore takes the fom

) = exp[ asym “asym ~] A
1+ (B:BS)Z"' (asyrn+ )[()).
(20)

0 . .
Zim,CBr asym 7

0 P——s. .
whereB)= aBy =2 ) isgivenby Eq. [) with  re-
placed by S.Asaresult, an inversion-sym m etric quan-—
tum dot with m any m odes on each lead (N ;Ng ;N\

1) has a total average conductance of

. N Ng
l- = —
hgipny No+Ns
c 0
N{Ng N\e ET D 0
7 . ;)
Ne+ Na ) Nyt g m v ®Faami
#

e :7°2,1B; ) +ON_ &I @1)

W ih the exoeption of the m agnetic— eld dependence of
the second tem , this form ula is the sam e asEq. [17) for

a leftright sym m etric dot. Thus the two special cases

discussed below Eq. [I7) are directly applicable here.

V. UPDOWN SYMMETRIC QUANTUM DOT
W ITH ASYMMETRIC LEADS

Forup-down sym m etric system s, there are a num ber of
Inportantdi erencesw ith the case of left-right sym m etry
discussed in Section [I. F irstly, a pair of paths related
by the m irror sym m etry decays pintly at a rate

Np + Ny
D =0 i @2)
2N, + 2Ny N\ 1 N\ r

where N\ 1 is the number of m odes In the intersection
of lead L wih is own m irror Image, and N\r is the
num ber of m odes in the intersection of lead R wih is
own m irror im age. Secondly, the successfiil and failkd
forw ard-scattering contributions for left-right sym m etry
are converted into successfil and failed backscattering
contrbutions for up-down symm etry. In particular, suc—
cessfulbackscatteringm akesno contribute to the conduc—
tance. The other contrbutions to tranam ission are not
very di erent from those for leftright sym m etry, except
that one m ust distinguish N\; from N\g, and onemust

replace ) by D(UD ). summ ing up the contrbutions to

conductance Induced by the spatial symm etry, we nd

UD)
N\LNZ+ N\gNAexp[ gF=, ']

hgiyp =
° @N g + 2N g Ny N\g )N + Ng)?
Z9p (asymi )i @3)
where ZJ, (agym; ) has the same fHOm as
2% (asymi ) given in Eq. @@, but with 0 re
placed by D(UD . Like Br lkeftright m irror-sym m etry

(out unlke for inversion symm etry) this contribution is
una ected by amagnetic eld.



T he average conductance of an up-down m irror-sym m etric dot w ith m any m odes on each lead is therefore

"

UD)
hyiyp = NiNg Ny Ng N\LNR+N\RNL exp[ g=, ]ZSD(asym; )
b N, + Ng (N, + Ng)2 N, N g 2N + 2Ng Nz Ng
#
+expl §=plZwiB; ) + ON 21 24)

Tt is worth noting that the spatial sym m etry induces
a reduction of conductance w henever one lead is close to
symm etric, even if the other lead is com pletely asym —
metric (.e. when N\ = 0 but N\ & 0, or vice
versa). For exam ple, when both lads have the sam e
width Wy, = Ny = N ) and the right lead is perfectly
on the symmetry axis N\g = Ngy), but the keft lead is
a long way from the symm etry axis N\ = 0), Eq. [24)
reduces to

nw #
N 11
hgiyp = - 3 gexP[ e= UPNt expl S=11
+ON 1 @25)

assum Ing no dephasing, m agnetic eld and no asym m etry
In the dot. If the Ehrenfest tim e is m uch shorter than

p and P, the average conductance of the system w ith
one displaced lead istherefore sin ply hgigp = N=2 1=3.

Rem arkably, the conductance from the L lead to the

R lead is therefore a ected by the symm etry of the dot
even when the L lead is com pletely asymm etric. this
result is perhaps less counterintuitive when one considers
re ection (rather than trangm ission). If one lead is on
the symm etry axis, then re ection back to that lead will
be enhanced even if the other lead is a Iong way from
the symm etry axis. Since we have particle conservation,
there must be an associated reduction In transm ission
from one lead to the other (com pared to tranam ission In
a com pletely asym m etric situation).

VI. FOUR-FOLD SYMMETRIC QUANTUM
DOT W ITH ASYMMETRIC LEADS

A quantum dot wih four-old symm etry simultane-
ously possesses all three of the spatial symm etries that
we discuss in this article. The interference corrections
to the conductance of such a system are sin ply the sum
of the corrections due to each of these three sym m etries
(ie., the presence of the extra symm etries hasno e ect
on the contrbutions which do not respect those symm e~
tries),

h gisr hgigg + h giny + h giyp ; (26)
where h gi is the contrlbution to the average conduc—
tance induced by spatialsymmetry 2 LR;inv;UD . The
explicit form ofthis resul is easily extracted from the ex—
pressions In the previous sections. Instead of w riting it

out In full, we consider the special case where the two
leads have the same width, N; = Ngr = N, the Ehren—
fest tim e isnegligble and there isno dephasing, m agnetic

eld or asymm etry In the dot. T he average conductance
then takes the form

1P N\ Lr

. N N\ inv
= — 4+ —
hgigr N+ on oN

2 4 2N
Nyups + Nyup &
4N N\up

N\J'nv.
1

1; @7

N\up r

where N\ g is the Intersection between lads L and R
under the leftright symm etry, N \ v is the intersection
between leads L and R under the inversion symm etry,
and N\yp 1 N\yp r) is the Intersection of lead L. R)
w ith itself under the up-down symm etry. The naltem
In the squarebracket is the usualweak localization con—
tribution.

Since the presence of two ofthe abovem entioned sym —
m etries alw ays In plies the presence of the third, it isnot
possble to m ove the leads such that only one of the 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 of the param eters change; starting w ith
perfectly symm etric leads one can (a) m ove both leads
upw ardsby the sam e am ount so that N \ g isunchanged,
or (p) move both leads by the sam e am ount in opposite
directions (one up and one down) so that N\ iy Is un-—
changed. In principle, i is also possble to break up a
single lead (say L) In the m iddle and m ove the two parts
Into opposite directions (poth parts would still be con—
tacted by the sam e source or drain electrode); this pre—
serves N\, and N\r but a ects the other param eters.
H ow ever, the latter deform ation is di cult to realize in
practice.

VII. UNIVERSALCONDUCTANCE
FLUCTUATIONS W ITH DISPLACED LEADS

Now we tum to the m agnitude of universal conduc—
tance uctuations UCFs) in sym m etric dots w ith asym —
m etric Jeads. T heir calculation is generally farm ore com —
plicated than the calculation ofthe average conductance.
T his is illustrated by the fact that there isasyet no sem i
classical theory of UCF's for lads w ith tunnel barriers,
a problem which has m any sin ilarities to the problem
we need to solve here. Thus we restrict ourselves to the
sin plest case of quantum dots w ith negligble E hrenfest
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Figure 4: (colour online). A sketch of sam iclassical contributions to UCFs (m ore speci cally, contributions to covarR ;R 8]
for an up-down symm etric dot w ith asym m etric leads. T here are analogous contributions to UCF s for left—right or inversion—
symm etric dots (see explanation in the text). In each contribution, paths 1 and 1’ go from L lead to L lead, whilk paths 2
and 2’ go from R lead to R lead. In the sketches, solid lines indicate paths 2 and the in age (m irror in age or Im age under
the inversion symm etry) of paths 1. Path 2’ and the in age of path 1’ are indicated by the dashed lines (only shown at the
encounters). Thus when paths 2 and 2’ are not paired w ith each other they are paired w ith the In age of 17 and 1 respectively
(indicated by solid arrow heads). If the system has a tin ereversal sym m etry then path 2 and 2’ can also be paired w ith the
tin ereverses of the in age of 1’ and 1, respectively (indicated by the open arrow heads).

tin e and negligbl dephasing, and only consider m ag—
netic elds which are either negligbly anall B B.),
or su clently strong to break tin ereversalsymm etry in
the asymm etric system @B Be.).

The m agnitude of the UCF's (w ith conductances m ea—
sured in units ofe?=h) is given by varlgl= var[l ], where

T = triFt] and t is the block of the scattering m a—
10
trix S = Ero associated with transm ission from

lad L to kad R. For practical calculations i is ben—
e cial to exploit the unitarity of the scattering m atrix
(ie. current conservation), which results In the rela—
tons T = Ny R = Nx R°wih R = tri¥r] and
R%= tri¥r%, where r is the block of the scattering m a-
trix associated with re ection back to lead L, and £ de-
scribesre ection back to lead R .A sa result we can w rite
the m agnitude ofthe UCF s In any of the follow Ing ways,

varlgl= varR ]= varR %= covarR ;R°: ©28)

A s for conventional UCF s w ithout spatial sym m etries
d, 21, the sem iclassical calculation of covarR ;R°] is
m ost straight-forw ard, thus we base our calculations on

this quantity. For the expert reader, A ppendix [B] con—
tains an outlne of the calculation of varR ] and varR °],
show ing that they equal covarR ;R °].

A Ilsym m etry-induced contributionsto covarR ;R °] for
an up-down symm etric dot are listed in Fig.[4. For a
leftright or Inversion-sym m etric dot there are additional
contributions, which are listed in Fig.[H. In all cases,
w hen paths 2 and 2’ are not paired w ith each other, they
are paired w ith the In ages of paths 1’ and 1 under the
appropriate symm etry operation. To keep the sketches
in Figs.[4 and [ as clear as possible, we only show these
In ages of paths 1 and 1’ (rather than paths 1 and 1’
them selves). T hen the resulting contributions look very
much like the usual contributions to UCFs In a system
w ithout a spatial sym m etry ,|Zl|].

In analogy to the situation in asymm etric system s,
one would also expect contributions in which pathsw ind
around periodic orbits (see Figs. 1b,c In Ref. ﬁ]) . For
exam ple, a symm etric quantum dot w ill have contribu-—
tions n which path 1’ is the sam e as path 1 except that
it w inds around a periodic orbit p when path 1 does not
(thus path 1 must com e very close to the periodic or-
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(colour online). A sketch of additional sem iclassical contrbutions to UCFs (m ore speci cally, contrdbutions to

covarR ;R ) or leftright or inversion-sym m etric dots w ith asym m etric leads. T he contributions listed here m ust be added to
those listed in Fig.[4 (once one sets \L. = \R = \) to get the fill set of contributions for left-right or inversion-sym m etric dots.
Them anner in which the contrdbutions are sketched is explained in the caption of F ig.[4.

bi In phase space), whilk path 2 is the same as path

2" except that it w inds around the In age of the orbit p.

T hese contribbutions are proportional to those analyzed

for UCF s in asym m etric dots, the only m odi cation be-
Ing that the pint survival probability of a periodic orbit

and its in age is again changed to exp[ t=_ 1. D raw ing

on the resuls ofR efs. ,|2_J|], it follow s that the contri-
butions involving w Indings around periodic orbitsw illbe

negligbly an allwhen the Ehrenfest tine is sm all. (This

observation m akes the calculation of the UCFs in the

present problem signi cantly sinpler than for the case
w ith tunnel barriers, where one cannot rule out contri-
butions from periodic orbits which touch the barriers on

the Jeads.)

A . E ectoftim ereversal sym m etry

Inspecting the sketches in Figs.[d and @ we see that
all contrbutions are doubled when the m agnetic eld is
negligble, because path 2 can either follow the in age
of path 1’ or the tin ereverse of path 1’. Thus we can
muliple alltem sby 2= ,where = 1 fora system w ith
negligblem agnetic eld, B B.and = 2 fora system
wih a nitemagnetic ed, B R. In the latter case
the presence of m irror+e ection symm etries allow s one

to de ne a generalized tim ereversalsym m etry; how ever,
this is already accounted for in the construction of all
diagram s (see Appendix A ofRef. ]) .

B. UCFsin an up-down sym m etric dot

T he general rules for constructing all contributions to
the UCF's are the llow Ing. Each segm ent where path
2 or 2’ is paired w ith the in age of path 1’ or 1 gives a
factorof @N i+ 2Nz Ny; Nyg) !, which arises from
the survivaltine [P given in Eq. 22). Each segment
where paths 2 and 2’ are paired (or paths 1 and 1’ are
paired) gives a factorof M1 + Nz ) ', which com es from
the conventional survivaltine p . Each segm ent that
touches a lead gives a factor equalto the num ber of lead
m odes that the path could couple to; ie., a lead labelled
\R \R" gives a factor of Ny N\r ), while a lead
labelled \R" sin ply gives a factor of Ny . An encounter
which touches a lead gives the sam e factor as a sinple
path-segm ent that touchesa lad, so again if it is labelled
\R \R" then it gives a factor of Ny N\gr) (this
rule is proven by applying the sam e analysis aswas used
for the successfiiland failed forw ard-scattering processes
in Section [IIIAl) Finally, encounters desp in the dot
(ie., those which do not touch the leads) give a factor of



@N, + 2Ng Ny N\gr) (this rule can be proven by
applying the sam e analysis as was used for the uniform
contributions to transm ission in Section[IIIBl). W ith this

ENf(NR N\g )2+ 2Ny N

N\ )Ng Ng

11

set of rules we can easily see that contribution (i) in Fig.

[@ gives

N\g)+ Ny N\L)ZN;%.

i =

(2N + 2Ny

@9)

N\ N\g )2 Ny + Ng)?

Next we see that Cy; = Cy, and that they are negative because only one of the encounters is desp in the dot (the

other isnear a lead), resulting in

Cji+ Cm =

,2 NiN= Ok

N\g)+ Ny N N\L)NR% 30)

(2N + 2N g

Fially C; gives a positive contribution because it has
tw o encounters deep In the dot, and is given by

247 2
2 wii o
Np+ Ng)l

T he totalm agniude ofthe UCF sisgiven by the UCF's
of an asymm etric dot, vargLem , plus the sum of the
tem s above, ie., varlgl= varQhLsym + Ci+ Ciut+ Cuit Cyy .
In the lim it of perfectly symm etric leads N\, = N1 and
N\r = Ngr),only C; survivesand theUCF shavedoubl
the m agniude as those for an asymm etric dot. In the
lim it of com pletely asym m etric leads W\, = N\rz = 0),
onehasC;+ Cy+ Ciyt+ Cy = 0, and the UCF s have the
sam e m agnitude as those for an asym m etric dot.

To expressvarfg] oraritrary N ,Ng ,N\r,andN\r,
we nd it bene cial to Introduce the quantities n =

Cwv = (1)

N =N+ Ng)andw =1 N\ =N ,where = L;R.

M aking use of the fact thatny, + ng = 1,we nd
varg]l = varglsym 32)

2
2 2 1 @ mwy, @1 m)wg
+ —ning
1+ Nnywig + NRWx

where n this notation varighsym = = )nZnZ. In the

special case where N, = Ny, displacing the leads sup—
presses the sym m etry—-induced contribution to UCF s by
afactor @ w, Wr)=Q+ wp + wg)

In tem s of the original quantities N, Ny, N\, and
N\r,Eqg. [32) takes the form

varg]l = varglsym (33)
. 2 N2N2 NgN\p=Np + N Nyg =Ny
Ny + Ng)* 2Ng + 2Ny Ny  Nyr

where varigheym = @= )N ?N2 Ny + Nz) *. Compar-

ison with Eq. [24) shows that lead displacem ent sup-—
presses the sym m etry-induced contributionsto UCF s by
a factor that is the square of the suppression of the
sym m etry-induced contributions to the average conduc—
tance.

Nyp, Nyg)Ng+Ng)d~

C. UCFs in a leftright or inversion-sym m etric
quantum dot

Fora system sw ith a leftright or an nversion symm e~
try, we once again nd the m agnitude of the UCF' s by
evaluating covarR ;R 9). For these symm etries, we must
consider the contrdbutions in Fig.[d in addition to those
in Fig.[. The origin of the extra contrdbutions in Fig.[H
ism ost clearly understood by considering the case ofper—
fectly sym m etric leads. T hen the leftright and inversion
symm etriesm ap lead L onto lad R, which m eans that if
path 2 ispaired w ith path 1’ then path 2 willhit lead R
when path 1’ hits lrad L. (m eaning the In age ofpath 1’
hits lead R).One can thereby imm ediately see that the
contribution C, in Fig.[d contrbutes to covarR i ;RR ]
(this wasnot the case for up-down sym m etry, since there
path 1’ hits the sam e lead as the in age ofpath 1’). For
asymm etric leads a sin ilar situation occurs. If path 1’
hits the Intersection region ofwidth W\ on lead L then
its in age his kead R; thus path 2 willalso hit lead R if
it is paired with 1’ over this segm ent.

The rules to evaluate each contribution are the same
as for up-down symm etry, with now necessarily N\ =
N\r = N\ . Using these rules, we nd that

2 4N\ NN N2 + N
Co+ Cys = \NLHNR \(NL R) ; (34)

B (@Ny + Ng 2N\ )2 (N + Ng)
2 2N\NLNR
Cyii+ C — : (35
TR TR @Np+ Ng 2N\)Wp + Ng)? G2

Sum m Ing these contributions and w riting the resul w ith
the sam e denom inator as Eq. [33) gives

Cy+ Cyi+ Cyii+ Coiii

2 NZ2N2 N2)?
— = \(I\IL R) : (36)
@Ny + Ny 2N\ )2 N + Ng)?

A dding this set of contribution to those already calcu-
lated in the previous section, we nd that the UCFs of
a keftright or Inversion-sym m etric dot w ith asym m etric



Jeads is given by

varlg] = var@Qhsym
2 N2NZ N z
z LR R . 37)
N+ Ng)? Np+Nrp Ny

By com paring this with Eq. [I7), we nd that the sup-—
pression of sym m etry-induced contributions to UCFs is

the square of suppression of the sym m etry-induced con—

tributions to the average conductance (just aswe already

found for an up-down sym m etric system ).

D. UCFsin a 4-fold sym m etric

For com pleteness, we now brie y discussUCFsin a 4-
fold sym m etric dot w ith asym m etric leads. A 4-fold dot
has all three of the symm etries discussed above. Thus
the UCFs In a four-fold symm etric system are given by
the sum of all possible sym m etry-induced contributions
(Just as with sym m etric leads ]). G iven the resuls in
the preceding sections, the general form ula is easily de—
term ned. Here we give the result for the special case
NL = NR =N 7

1 Ni\rr

N\ inv
vargl = — ——— 4 o
8 2N Ny 2N

N\ inv
) #
N\upxz * N\up r

+ +1
4N N\gpxz Nyupw

(38)

where N\ g is the intersection between leads L and R
under the lkeftright symm etry, N \ i,y is the intersection
between leads L and R under the inversion symm etry,
and N\yp 1 N\yp r) is the Intersection of lead L. R)
w ith itself under the up-down symm etry. The naltem
In the squarebracket represents the usualUCF s for an
asym m etric dot.

N ote that the suppression of each sym m etry-induced
term goes like the square of the equivalent term in the
average conductance, Eq. 27).

V III. COMPARISON TO RANDOM M ATR IX

THEORY

In this section we com pare the sem iclassicalpredictions
derived in the previous sections to num erical results ob—
tained from a phenom enological random -m atrix m odel.
T hism odel generalizes the construction discussed in Sec—
tion 9 ofpart I Ref. ]).

T he general fram ework is the same as in part I: The
conductance is obtained from the Landauer formula g=

triZt], where t is the tranan ission block of a scattering
0

matrix S = rt ven b
= £ 0 gVt Y
s=pT@ FQ)'FP (39)
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Figure 6: Left panel: M odel of a scatterer (central circle)
w ith Intemalevolution operator F , coupled to ports to which
m odes of the leads can be attached. T he labels identify four
segm ents, In which the ports are num erated In the direction of
thearrow (ort1toM =4 In segment 1, portM =4+ 1 toM =2
in segm ent 2, port M =2+ 1 to 3M =4 in segm ent 3, and port
3M =4+ 1toM In segment 4). The dashed lines indicate the
possble linesofre ection symm etry. M iddle and right panels:
F illed circles indicate ports coupled to the left lad, shaded
circles indicate ports coupled to the right lead. Shown are a
fully sym m etry-respecting arrangem ent and an arrangem ent
in which both lads are displaced, respectively.

Here, F is an intemal unitary evolution operator of di-
mension M whileP isan M 2N din ensionalm atrix
speci edbelow,andQ =1 PF .

In part I we assum ed that the leads respect the geo—
m etrical sym m etries, which allow s to fiillly desym m etrize
the system . O ne can then ntroduce a xed form of the
m atrix P and attrbbute thee ectsofsym m etries sokly to
the intemaldynam ics (the resulting RM T ensembles for
F aregiven in Tabk 2 ofRef. [l]). It isclearthat this all
desym m etrization fails when leads are to be displaced.
For up-down sym m etry, for instances, desym m etrization
denti estwo e ectively segparate system s (consisting of
m odes of even and odd parity) which do not couple to
each other. Shifting lead m odes In this representation has
no e ect since RM T is invariant under the perm utation
ofm atrix ndices. A realdisplacem ent of leads, how ever,
m ixes the states of even and odd parity. The reason for
this discrepancy is that leads are de ned locally in real
space, w hile parity is a global sym m etry which connects
rem ote parts of the system .

Tt istherefore necessary to de neboth the intemalevo—
lution operatorF as well as the coupling to the leads P
In away which resemblesm odes In a realspace basis. In
principle, this can be done, eg., based on the sihusoidal
transverse m ode pro les of a strip resonator. W e adopt
a sin ilar, but m ore e cient procedure, whose principle
idea isshown in F ig[d. T he illustration show san abstract
scattererw th M portsw hich serve aspossible contactsto
the system . For each lead we select N ports (w ith index
i, for lead L and j, for kead R); the rem aining ports are
closed o . The intemal evolution operator F describes
the transport from port to port. The scattering m atrix
isthen given by Eq. 39) wherePpn = n + mji o -

A crucial point of the illustration in Fig.[d is the nu—
m eration of ports, which are grouped Into 4 segm ents
thatmap in speci ¢ waysonto each otherwhen symm e~
try operations are applied. (i) Left—right sym m etry m aps
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Table I: Random -m atrix ensem bles for the intemal evolution operator F in a basis which is suitable for digplacing the leads
(see Fig.[d) . The di erent entries refer to various geom etric sym m etries in absence or presence of a m agnetic eld. W e only

consider the case M mod 4 =
X*M)=XM™M) X M™).

segm ent 1 onto segm ent 3 and segm ent 2 onto segm ent
4. (i) Up-down symm etry m aps segm ent 1 onto segm ent
2 and segm ent 3 onto segm ent 4. (iil) Inversion symm e-
try m aps segm ent 1 onto segm ent 4 and segm ent 2 onto
segm ent 3. () Four-old symm etry m aps all segm ents
onto each other.

In the basis of these ports, the explicit sym m etries of
the Intemal evolution operator F are speci ed in Tabl
[d. since up-down and left-right sym m etry are both m an—
ifestations ofa re ection symm etry, they are now sin ply
related by a Interchanging segm ents 2 and 3 (as described
by them atrix C de ned in TabMl); this is a consequence
of the fact that we do not fully desym m etrize the up-
down symm etry (the leftright sym m etric case can never
be fully desym m etrized because one has to keep track of
the identity ofthe leads). A nite m agnetic eld breaks
these sym m etries, but still allow s one to de ne a gen—
eralized tin ereversal symm etry. Sim ilarly, for vanish—
ing magnetic eld, inversion symm etry is cbtained from
re ection symm etry by interchanging segm ents 3 and 4

(as descrbed by them atrix D de ned in the table cap-
tion). The slightly di erent system atics in the presence
of a magnetic eld arises because the ordentation of the
segm ents m atters; consequently, for nversion sym m etry,

tin ereversal symm etry is e ectively broken but the ge—
om etric symm etry itself is still present In the dynam ics

(tra ctories still occur In sym m etry-related pairs).

A convenient choice ofa fully sym m etry-respecting ar-
rangem ent of leads which applies to all intermal sym m e~

0. Block com position of two identical m atrix ensembles of din ension M is abbreviated as

tries is given by

0 1
In v O v O v Oy n
B C
% O v~ O v O v Ou
E O v In v O v Oy u
P = g O v~ O v O v Ou ; 40)
E O v O v In v Oy 8
BOM v Ovu v Ov v O « 8
8 ON N ON N ON N lN N A
O v~ O v O ~ Om
where N = N=2 and M = M =4 N=2. The case of

a Pur-old symm etry In principle allow s two sym m etry—
respecting arrangem ents (aligned along each of the two
symm etry linesofre ection); these two arrangem entsare
equivalent n RM T and again related by a reshu ing of
the 4 segm ents. The form ofP for generally placed leads
iseasily read 0o Fig[d.

Figures[ (or B B.) and[8 (®rB B.) show
how the weak localization correction and universal con—
ductance uctuations are a ected when the lads are
moved away from the symm etry-respecting positions.
T he degree of digplacem ent is quanti ed by a variable

=1 W\=W ( = 0 in the symm etric arrangem ent,

= 1 In the asym m etric arrangem ent). T he data points
are based on an ensem ble average over 5000 RM T m a—
triceswih M = 1000 and N = 50, while the curves are
the predictions of our sem iclassical theory, which can be
w ritten as

1
g l—/——:;

g@)+ [g() e

g()= 1)
2

: (42)

varg () = varg (1) + varg(0) varg(l)]
Starting from a four-old symm etry, leads can be dis-
placed in a m anner w hich still preserves leftright, inver—
sion, or up-down symm etry. To preserve up-down sym —
m etry alone, one can in agine splitting one lead In two
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Figure 7: (colour online). W eak localization correction W L, left panels) and universal conductance uctuations (UCF, right
panels) as a function of the displacem ent ofboth leads from their sym m etry-respecting positions for system sw ith xed intemal

symm etry. The digplacem ent ism easured in temmsof = 1

W\ =W . The data points (circles w ith a variety of lling styles)

are obtained from an average over 5000 realizations ofthe RM T m odeldescribed in the text M = 1000, N = 50). The curves

show the sem iclassical prediction [4Il) ©orW L and [42) HrUCF .Labels & !
1 (where at least one of the symm etries is fully rem oved). In these labels, the

at = 0 (symm etric arrangem ent) and =

B’ specify the sym m etry ofthe lead arrangem ent

subscript 4 on A or B indicates that the intemal sym m etry is our-fold; if this subscript is not present the intemal sym m etry
is identical to the one speci ed by A . In this gure, them agnetic eld issettoB = 0.

and m oving the two parts In opposite directions (poth
partswould ram ain contacted to the sam e source ordrain
electrode) . T he rem aining sym m etry ofthe lead arrange—
m ent can then be broken by fiirther disolacem ent of the
leads. In the gures, the subscripty isused to distinguish
these situations (In which the underlying intemal sym —
metry is our-fold) from the symm etry breaking in sys-
tem sw ith only a single ntemalsym m etry. E g., the label
Yeft/right, ! asymm etric,’ refers to the displacem ent of
leads out ofa left—right sym m etric position where the in—
temal sym m etry is our-ld, whilke the label Yeft/right

! asymm etric’ refers to the displacem ent of leads out of
a leftright sym m etric position where the Intermal sym —
metry is itself only leftright symm etric. A cocording to
our theory, the weak localization correction should be-
have identically In both situations; this also applies to
the UCFs. This statem ent is validated by the num erical
data. Indeed, excellent agreem ent of the num erical data
w ith the sem iclassicalpredictions is observed in allcases.

A sdiscussed earlier in thispaper, in the up-down sym —
metric case it is interesting to digplace only one lad
w hile the other lead rem ains on the symm etry line (the
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Figure 8: (colour online). Sam e as F ig.[7, but or a

sym m etry-preserving positions in the up-down symm 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 Figl9,
along w ith the e ect of the consecutive displacem ent of
the second lad, and the sin ultaneous displacem ent of
both lads. A ccording to our theory, the e ects of con—
secutive displacem ent of the leads are cum ulative: The
displacem ent of the  rst lead is described by Egs. [@l),
2)ywih ! =2 (covering the range [0,1/2]), while the
displacem ent of the second lead com pletes the transition
according to the substitution ! @+ )=2 (coverin
the range [1/2,1]). The num erical results are in perfect
agreem ent w ith this prediction.

W e conclide with some additional rem arks on the
RM T m odel. For lradsw hich respect the sym m etries, the
construction presented here is equivalent to the m odel
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nite m agnetic eld.

presented In part I wWhich then is more e cient); this
equivalence also extends to the sym m etry breaking in the
Intemaldynam ics, which then requiresto Interpolate be—
tween ensem bles of Table[J. Follow ing earlier works, the
RM T m odelcan be further utilized to lnclude the e ects
of dephasing and a nie Ehrenfest tine. For dephas—
ing, this is achieved by opening additional ports which
couple to a voltage probe @] or a dephasing stub @].
A nite Ehrenfest tin e is obtained when F represents a
dynam icalsystem , such as the kicked rotator [L2] & hich
also possesses discrete symm etries). This strategy can
also be used to probe the case of dynam ics which are not
fully chaotic Which in the kicked rotator is achieved for
m oderate values of the kicking strength).
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Figure 9: (colour online). Sam e as F igs.[7 and[8, but com paring the displacem ent of both leads for intemalup-down sym m etry
(solid circles) to the displacem ent of the st lead (circles lled on the right), llowed by the displacem ent of the second lead

(circles lled on the left).

IX. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

T he trangport calculations perform ed here assum e that
the classical dynam ics is uniform y chaotic, and In par-
ticular do not apply to system w ith islands of stability in
phase space (such asthe annularbilliard studied in Refs.
, @]), or netw orks of chaotic dots inter-connected by
narrow Jeads (such as the double dot n Ref. ﬂ]) . It
would be Intriguing to study the shape of the back—and
forw ard-scattering peaks for such system s.
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Appendix A:OBTAINING UCFS FROM THE
VARIANCE OF REFLECTION

In Section VI we pointed out that unitarity inplies
covarRy ;Rr 1= varRi ] = varRg ]. Here we outline a

sam iclassicalcalculation ofvarR g, 1, which actsasa check
of the sam iclassical calculation of covarRi ;Rr ] In Sec—
tion[V . T he nules to calculate each contribution rem ain
the sam e as for covarR, ;Rz ]. However, the contribu-—
tions that we consider di er by the requirem ent that all
paths start and end on the same lead L.

W e know that the result m ust be invariant under the
interchange of lJabels \LL" and \R ", and this invariance is
m anifestly obvious in the contributionsto covarRy ;Rr 1.
In contrast, this invariance is hidden in the contributions
to varR 1, ] that we discuss here. T hus the sin plest check
that one has not m issed any contrbutions is that this
Invariance is present w hen one sum s the contributions.

1. Up-down sym m etric dot

In the case of an up-dow n sym m etric dot, all contribu—
tions in both F ig.[4 and F ig.[d contribute to varR 1, ] once
we change all lead labels so that \R" ! \L" and \\R"
' \\L" (but not vice versa). W riting contributions to
varRy ] wih a "prin e" (to distinguish them from contri-
butions to covarR 1, ;Rg ]) we nd
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As in section VI, we nd that this sum ism ost eas—
ily evaluated by rew riting the contrbutions in tem s
n =N =N +Ng)andw =1 N, =N for = L;R.
Perform ing a little algebra using n;, + ng = 1, we then
recover Eq. [32), and therefore varR 1, ]= covarRry ;Rz J.
Furthem ore, expression Eq. [32) is invardiant under
the interchange of labels \LL" and \R", which entails
varRg ]= varRy ]. Thus the sam iclassicalm ethod obeys
the relations varR1 ] = varRyg ] = covarRy ;R ], as re—
quired by the unitarity of the scattering m atrix. This
strongly suggests that we have not m issed any contribu-
tionsand givesuscon dence in the result; particularly, it
isnotew orthy that the individualcontributions in varRy, ]
and covarR ;Rg ]combine in very di erent ways to give
the nvariance under the interchange of \LL" and \R".

2. Leftright or inversion-sym m etric dot

T he evaluation of varR ] for a left—right or inversion—
symm etric dot is very sin ilar to that for an up-down
symm etric dot. However, here, when a path hits the L

lead then its im age hits the R lad. This means that
there are no contridbutions to varR, ] of the form shown
in Fig.[d, since all paths m ust go from the L lead to the
L lead. Thus to get varR 1 ] or a left—right or inversion—
sym m etric dot, we need to subtract those contributions
from the resul forvarRi ] in an up-down sym m etric dot.
The sum of these contributions to varR ], w ritten w ith
the sam e denom inatoras in Eq. [33), is

cl+cl+cli+cly
2 NEWNZ  NZ)
(2N, + Ny 2N\)2(NL+NR)4.

@A 4)

Thisonly di ersby an overall sign from the sum of con—
trdbutions in Eq. [38). Subtracting this from the result
Eq. [33), we get varR.] or a leftright or inversion—
symm etric dot. The result equals covarR 1 ;Rr ] given
by Eq. [B7), thus we have covarR;;Rg ] = varR.] =

varRy ], as required by the unitariy of the scattering
m atrix.
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