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Dynamics of coherences in the interacting double-dot Aharonov-Bohm interferometer: Exact
numerical simulations
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We study the real time dynamics of electron coherence in dldoguantum dot two-terminal Aharonov-
Bohm geometry, taking into account repulsion effects betwthe dots’ electrons. The system is simulated
by extending a numerically exact path integral method ablét for treating transport and dissipation in biased
impurity models [Phys. Rev. B 82, 205323 (2010)]. Numerkiatulations at finite interaction strength are
supported by master equation calculations in two othetdinsissuming non-interacting electrons, and working
in the Coulomb blockade regime. Focusing on the intrinsliecence dynamics between the double-dot states,
we find that its temporal characteristics are preservedrumelak-to-intermediate inter-dot Coulomb interaction.
In contrast, in the Coulomb blockade limit, a master equatialculation predicts coherence dynamics and a
steady-state value which notably deviate from the finiterittion case.

PACS numbers: 73.63.Kv,03.65.Yz, 73.63.-b, 73.23.Hk

I. INTRODUCTION connected to biased metal leads, it is imperative that tlae re
tive phase between the two dot states (or charge statedjishou

Is electron transfer through quantum dot structures phasse'm”alrly convey information on electron coherence and de-

coherent. or incoherent? How do electron-electron an oherence, as this phase is tangled with the AB phase. In a
’ : ! ecent work, Tu et al[ [20] have analyzed this intrinsic aehe
electron phonon interactions affect phase-coherentiat® : . o
L . ; ence dynamics, revealing the effect of phase localization f
From the other direction, what is the role of the interfeenc

. ifferent magnetic fluxes, by studying the real time dynamic
phenomena on many-body effects, such as the formation O&f the two-dots reduced density matrix. This analysis, Base

? i . :
the Kondo resonance: These questions were addr(_essedolrr]] an exact (nonmarkovian) master equation methad [21], lef
numerous experimental and theoretical works, detecting th : :

. OPt e-e interaction effects all-together.

presence of quantum coherence in mesoscale and nanoscale
objects, usingAharonov-Bohm (AB) interferometry, see for
example Refs.[[1=15]. In particular, oscillations in therco
ductance resonances of an AB interferometer, with either on
or two quantum dots embedded in its arms, were demonstrated
in Refs. [2] 8], indicating on the presence of quantum coher-
ence. Interestingly, AB oscillations were also manifested
the co-tunneling regime, implying that phase coherenag-is i A A
volved within such processes [4].

Considering the role of electron-electron (e-e) inte@wi FIG. 1. Scheme of a double-dot AB interferometer. The twasdot
in the AB interferometry, a systematic analysis carried oufare each represented by a single electronic level. Elecémulsion
in Ref. B] has argued that spin flipping channels of theenergy is represented by the double arrow. The total magfhetiis
transferred electron, the result of e-e repulsion efféstijce ~ denoted byb.
dephasing. The consequence of this decohering effect was

the suppres_sion of AB oscillations and the appearance of an petailed study of thedynamical role of finite electron-
asymmetry in the resonance peaks. One should note howevgiaciron interactions on thetrinsic coherence behavior in a
that this study has assumed infinitely strong e-e intemastio ;5.4 double-dot AB interferometer, is the focus of our work.
(Coulomb blockade regime) and treated the system perturbg,e system includes a parallel quantum dot setup for the AB
tively in the dot-metals coupling strength. In other stsd&@e  hterferometer, where (spinless) electrons experienceran
repulsion effects were totally ignored [16], incorporasihg 4, repulsion effect. For a schematic representation, see Fig.
a mean-field scheme, see for example [9], or treated perturbgy A unified description of the conductance behavior of this
tively using the Green function formalisrn [17,18]. Thesemodel, a steady-state property, was given in [19]. Here
studies, and other theoretical and numerical WQH_(E;'—_[-S’ 19lwe focus on the dynamics of the coherences, off diagonal ele-
have typically considered only the steady-state limit)yma  ments of the double-dot reduced density matrix. Furtheegor
ing the conductance, a linear response quantity, or theeurr e simulate the charge current in the system, assuming dif-
behavior, often in théxfinite large bias casel[6] 7]. ferent values for the magnetic flux, at finite bias. Other ef-

The coherence of electron transfer processes through an Algcts considered are the role of finite temperature on the co-
interferometer has been typically identified and charézdr herence pattern, and the behavior away from the electréam-ho
via conductance oscillations in magnetic fields. However, i symmetric point, a regime not considered before in a non-
adouble-dot AB structure, a device including two dots, both perturbative calculation within the AB setup [22].
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We follow the nonequilibrium real time dynamics of elec- or “reservoirs”), maintained in a biased state. For simplic
tron coherence in this subsystem-bath model (double goantuity, we neglect the spin degree of freedom and describe each
dot-metals) by performing exact numerical simulations; em quantum dot by a single spinless electronic level. Ovettadl,
ploying the recently developed influence functional pate-in dots '1’ and 2’ are represented by the electronic levgls
gral (INFPI) technique [23, 24]. This method relies on the ob ande,, respectively, described by the creation operatiyrs
servation that in out-of-equilibrium (and/or finite temanme)  (m = 1,2). These levels are coupled in an AB geometry to
cases bath correlations have a finite range, allowing far the two metal lead$« = L, R) with chemical potentialg,,. For
truncation beyond a memory time dictated by the voltagea schematic representation see Eig. 1. The total Hamilonia
bias and the temperature. Taking advantage of this fact, aff, includes the following terms
iterative-deterministic time-evolution scheme has besreti
oped where convergence with respect to the memory length H = eyny + eans + Uning + Z ekchcan
can in principle be reached. As convergence is facilitated a o,k
large bias, the method is well suited for the description of - -
the real-time dynamics of mesoscale and nanoscale devices + Z {Vkavmewm'LdLCL»k + VR-,k-,mewm'RC;a,kdm
driven to a steady-state via interaction with biased ledts. k;m=1,2
INFPI approach is complementary to other numerically exact +h'0'} (1)
methods such as numerical renormalization group techsique
[25,[26], real time quantum Monte Carlo simulations [27] and
path integral method5 [28]. It offers flexibility in definirtige
impurity object and the metal band structure. The results we

Here,cL’,C denotes the creation (annihilation) of an electron

with momentumk in the o lead. We assume identical leads,

converge at large voltage bias and/or high temperaturege as characterized by the same band structure. For the s_ubsys_tem
nm = di d,, represents the number operator for the impurity

show below._ level m, U is the charging energy penalty for a simultaneous

The prmcs of the INFPI approach have been deta'le%ccupancy at the two dots. The AB phase factors,., are

in_ R.efs..@ ], V\(here it has bggn _adoptgd for iqvestigatin acquired by electron waves under a magnetic field perpendic-
dissipation effects in the nonequilibrium spin-fermionaeg Hlar to the device plane

and the population and the current dynamics in correlate
guantum dots, by investigating the single impurity Anderso _ _ = 4 —

model [29] and the two-level spinless Anderson dot [30]. In L= d2L + PLR — d2R =6 =2m2 /0. @)

this paper, we further extend this approach, examiningthe e Here ® is the magnetic flux enclosed by the ring abgl =

fect of a magnetic flux on the intrinsic coherence dynamicsh /e is the flux quantum. In what follows, we adopt the fol-
Our simulations show that general dynamical charactesisti lowing gaugeg: 1 — ¢2. = ¢1.r — ¢2.r = ¢/2. Besides

of the double-dot coherence are maintained upon the applihe phase factors, the coupling strengthy.,, are taken as
cation of inter-dot Coulombic interactions. In particyldre  real numbers. The hybridization elements are given by
characteristic timescale for reaching the steady-staig lihe

dependence of the coherence on the AB phase factors, and thel",, ,,, ,, = 7 Z Va_,k_,mvaykynei(%’a*‘15"’&)5(5 —ex). (3)
form of the temporal current, similarly evolve for systents a &

zero or finite inter-dot interaction, for finite bias (beydird ) ) ]

ear response), away from the electron-hole symmetric poinWe assume that the cou_pllngs are identical for the two levels
at low or high temperatures. We compare our data to (anjlytic’e.km = Va,k,n, and define the diagonal decay to théath
results based on a master equation treatment. This method ca )

readily handle the zero e-e interaction case and the counter Lo =73 (Vankm) d(e— ex). (4)
case, the infinite interaction limit. Interestingly, in tlagter k

Coulomb blockade case the coherence is expected to evolyg,q {oial diagonal decay is denoted By= T'j, + T'.

and sustain values distinctively different from its beloaat practice, we také, to be identical at the two ends. Further,

finite interactions. _inwhat follows we only consider the degenerate situaticth wi
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. Il we describg —

. . . m-
the model and draw the principles of the INFPI technique. I | the absence of magnetic fields this model is referred to
Sec. Il we present numerical results for the coherence dysq the “spinless two-level Anderson model”. It has been ex-
namics and the charge current, analyzing the role of electro tensively studied in the context of molecular electronfos,
electron interaction. Sec. IV includes analytic resultsduh exploring various effects in molecular conductionl [31]dan

In

on master equations. Conclusions follow in Sec. V. in mesoscopic physics, revealing nontrivial effects sush a
population inversion [19, 30] and transmission phase kpse

[32[33].
II. MODEL AND NUMERICAL METHOD Using the INFPI approach, the following observables could

be followed: the dots’ occupatiory,,) = Tr[d},d..p], the
We focus on the symmetric AB setup, with a quantum dotcoherenceg; » = Tr[dIde], and the total current passing
(impurity) located at each arm of the interferometer. Thisdo through the interferometer. The trace is performed over all
are each connected to two metal leads (referred to as “bathslegrees of freedom, metals and impurity. The charge current
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presented will be the symmetrized currefl,) = Tr[l.p],  Here\ areal number, taken to vanish at the end of the calcu-
accessed by defining the operator of interest as lation, p is the total density matrix, and the trace is performed
over both subsystem and reservoirs degrees of freedom. For
Io = =) Vikmcl pdme @m" simplicity, we assume that at the initial time= 0 the dots
ko ’ and the baths are decoupled)) = ¢(0) ® p;, ® pgr. The
b baths are prepared in a nonequilibrium biased stgtethe
+ 39 kz Vi kmCh jdme'™ " () subsystem is described by the (reduced) density mattix.

We proceed and factorize the time evolution operator,
with & denoting the imaginary part. Within INFPI, these ob- 't = (et#°1)N | further utilizing the Trotter decomposi-
servables are simulated in the Heisenberg representagion ion ef°! ~ (¢!Ho0t/2¢iH10tciHodt/2) The many-body term
we explain below, assuming an initial density mawi®) de-  H; can be eliminated by introducing auxiliary Ising variables
scribing a nonequilibrium-biased situation. s = =+ via the HS transformation [B4],

We outline now the principles of the INFPI method, allow-
ing for the exact simulation of transport and dissipatioimin
purity models|[2B, 24]. We begin by reorganizing the Hamil-
tonian, Eq. [(1), a¥7 = H, + H,, identifying the nontrivial
many-body interaction term as

. 1
e:i:zHlét _ igeHi(s); eHi(s) = efsni(ngfnl). (8)

Herekse = k' T is”, k' = sinh™'[sin(0tU/2)]'/?, " =
Hy = U |nyng — l(nl + o). (6)  sin”'[sin(6tU/2)]'/2. The uniqueness of this transformation
2 requirestU/ot < m. Incorporating the Trotter decomposition
End the HS transformation into Ed] (7), the time evolution of

Hjy contains the remaining two-body terms, redefining the doA is dictated by

energies a¥y ,,, = €, + U/2. This partitioning allows us
to utilize the Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS) transformati@4]|
see Eq.[(B) below. Formally, the dynamics of a quadratic-oper
ator, A, either given in terms of the baths (metals) or impurity
degrees of freedom, can be written as

A . 0
(A(t)) = /P_)mo ﬁ{ /dslidsgt, o dstI(sE, 88, ,sﬁ)}(g)

. The integrand, referred to as as the “Influence Functional”
R . ) , , g
(A(t)) = Tr[p(0)A(t)] = lim I [p(0)e™HteAe 1] (7)  (IF),is givenby & = 1,k +p = N)

1 i - A —i - - -
I(sE s 5iy) = Gy T P0G (8, () DR H 3G (0.6 (57, ).

(10)
HereG, (sf) = (eiHoét/2eH+(82)eiH05t/2 andg_ = gi, It is useful to define the multi-time object
Eq. (9) is exact in thét — 0 limit. Practically, it can be
evaluated by noting that in standard nonequilibrium situres, R(Sifl, S;irg’ e SerNs,l) =
even at zero temperature, bath correlations die expotigntia Z 1( + o+ 3 ( + o+ 4 )
thus the IF in Eq.[(9) can be truncated beyond a memory time L S15825 58N, s (825835 SN 1)
7. = N,dt, corresponding to the time beyond which bath cor- 51585 05
relations may be controllably ignoreld [23]. Heke is an in- Lo (SE Sy 1y oo Sy . 1) (13)

teger and the correlation timg is determined by the nonequi-
librium situation, roughlyr. ~ 1/Ap. This argumentimplies

the following (non-unique) breakup [23] and time-evolve it by multiplying it with the subsequentrtru

cated IF, then summing over the intermediate variables,
+ + t + + + + + +
I(s7,85,...s%) ~I(s7, 85 ,...,SNS)IS(SQ , 85 7'“7SN3+1)“'

R(sE .5 oy ST =
xIs(s]j\[,_N _H,s]j\[,_N +2,...,s]j\[,), (11) (Skv2s Stasr - Sta,)
) . i . ' . E R(Sirl’ Sl:cl:+27 e SEN 71)13(311117 Sirzv e SEN )-
where each element in the product, besides the first one, is < ° :

given by a ratio between truncated IF, s
(14)

+ o+ +
(s}, ’Sk+17“'7sk+NS—1) (12)

I SkySk+1y -y Sk+N.—1) = . . . .
(8 St s SN -1) I(Sy Siiqs s Shan,—2) Summation over the internal variables results insthe local
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expectation value, the dot states with respect to the left and right chemical po-
A tentials affect the convergence behavior. We generallpdou
<e)\A(tk)> — Z R(SE%N ’Ski+3fN s s,f)(lS) that when the dot states are locateihin the bias window

a shorter memory time is required for reaching convergence,
in comparison to the case where the dot energies are out-of-

This procedure should be repeated for several (small) salud €Sonance with the bias window. This could be rationalized
of \. Taking the numerical derivative with respectXpthe ~ PY noting that the decorrelation time for electrons wittie t
expectation vaIue(eA(tk)) is retrieved bias window is short relative to the characteristic timésod

The main element in this procedure, the truncated IF [qulectrons occupying off-resonance states.

(@0)], is calculated using a fermionic trace formila [35],

+ +
Shpo—Ng Sk

I = Tr [eMl M2 My (pL ® pr ® 0(0))] III. INFPINUMERICAL RESULTS

= det{[IL —frl@ g - frl® [Is — fs]. We present here data for the coherence dynamigst) =
dt (t d»(t)) and the charge curre within the interactin

+oeMe™ e [fL @ fr® fS]}' (16) (<Jlolu(b)le-(§0)t> AB interferor%eter. A(]sle?/ve show below, we (f:]ind
) ] ] that finite e-e interactions do not destroy the general chara
Here, p,, the time-zero density matrix of the = L, R  teristics of the coherence behavior, for the casgs < 4
fermion bath andr(0), the subsystem initial density matrix, considered here. We focus on the following set of parame-
are assumed to follow an exponential form. Other teeMs ters: The double-dot subsystem includes two degenerads sta
with M a quadrat|c_opera§or, represent fgrther factors in EQyith ¢ = em (m = 1,2). The dynamics is studied away from
(10). In the determinanty is a single-particle operator, cor- ihe electron-hole symmetric poinE, = ¢ + U/2 = 0.2.
responding to the quadratic operafaf = Y, .(m); jclc;i  The metals’ band structure is taken identical at the two ends
¢! (¢;) are fermionic creation and annihilation operators, ei-and we use leads with constant density of states and a sharp
ther related to the system or the baths. The matrigeand  cutoff at D = +1. The inter-dot repulsion is taken at the
I are the identity matrices for the space and for the sub- rangeU = 0 — 0.2, whereas the system-bath hybridization
system, respectively. The functiofis and f5 are the bands strength (see definitions in Sec. 1) is takenlas= 0.05.
electrons’ energy distributiory,, = [eﬁa(ewa) +1]71, with As we demonstrate below, our results generally converge for
the chemical potential,, and inverse temperatuf,. U/T' < 4. The bias voltage is applied in a symmetric man-

The determinant in Eq.[{16) is evaluated numerically byner, i, = —pug, and we takgi;, — pur = Ap ~ 0.6. The
taking into account., electronic states for each metal. This temperature is varied, whefe= 1/1" = 200 corresponds to
discretization implies a numerical error. However, we havethe low-I" case, and3 = 5 reflects a highF situation. The
found that withL, ~ 100 states we can reach convergence innumerical parameters adopted drg ~ 100 states per bath,
the time interval of interest. Other sources of error, efateri ~ time step o5t ~ 0.8 — 1.6 and a memory time, ~ 3 — 10.
and examined in Refs. [23,124], are thetter error, originat-  This choice of bath states suffices for mimicking a continu-
ing from the approximate factorization of the total Hamilto 0us band structuré [2B,124]. Also, recurrence effects ate no
nian into the non-commutinﬁo (two-body) andH, (many- observed beforél’ ~ 10. For simulating dynamics beyond
body) terms, and th@emory error, resulting from the trunca- that time larger reservoirs are constructed, as necesghgy.
tion of the IF. Convergence is verified by demonstrating thatime step was selected based on two (contrary) considesatio
results are insensitive to the time step and the memory sizél) It should be made short enough, for justifying the Trotte
once the proper memory time is accounted for. breakupotU < 1. (ii) For computational reasons, it should

As we show below, distinct observables may require dif-be€ made long enough, to allow coverage of the system mem-
ferent memory timer, for reaching convergence: The dots’ OrY time with few terms/N; < 8, recalling thatr. = 6¢.N;.
occupation and theeal part of the subsystem off-diagonal ~ Before presenting our results we explain the initial con-
e|ement’ma-l_’2, converge fOfTC ~ 1/A‘LL In Contrast’ the dition adOpted. At timet = 0 the double-dot levels are
charge current ando, , require a memory time at least twice Poth empty, while the (decoupled) reservoirs are separatel
longer, as these quantities are sensitive to the bias descat ~ Prepared with occupation functions obeying the Fermi-Dira
contact, rather than to the overall voltage bias. Itis ingmor ~ Statistics at a given temperatifeand bias.
to note that this scaling is approximate, and the actual mem-
ory time further depends on the subsystem (dots) energetics
in a complex way: First, the memory time dependd.bm a A. Coherence dynamics at U = 0
nontrivial manner/[36]. In the absenceGfINFPI numerical
results are exact, irrespective of the memory size usecdein th We begin by presenting results for the noninteracting case,
simulation. This can be seen from Eds.](10) (11), where & = 0. Figured® and]3 display the time evolution of the
cancellation effect takes place leaving free propagagoms$  real and imaginary parts of, 2(t), respectively, for relatively
only, fromt¢ = 0 to the current time. At infinitely largé&’ large biasAp = 0.6 and at low temperature. We find that
one expects again superior convergence behavior, as aimultito; » decays at a flux dependent rate after the initial rise. The
neous occupancy is forbidden [36]. Second, the position ofmaginary part, displayed in Fif] 3, saturates with a timeesc
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FIG. 2: Time evolution of the states coherence, in the alesefic
electron repulsion effects. Shown is the real parg0f(¢), plotted
for the phase® ranging from 0 to2r, top to bottom. E; = 0.2,
I'=10.05,U =0, Ap = 0.6, 5 = 200, Ly = 240.
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FIG. 3: Time evolution of the imaginary part ofi »>(¢), in the
absence of electron repulsion effects. The phase fagtoasge be-

tween—m to , bottom to top. Other parameters are the same as in

Fig.[2.

I [20]. Definingoy »(t) = |o1.2(t)]e’*™), it was argued in
Ref. ] that this relative phase localizes to the valpyes
—m/2 or w/2 in the long time limit whenp # 2pm, p is an
integer. This localization behavior is expected only whwsa t
(degenerate) dot levels asenmetrically placed between the
chemical potentials, i.e., fer= 0. Away from this symmetric
point, usinge = 0.2, Fig. [2 shows that the real part of »
is finite in the asymptotic limit for any phase, besideslt
is interesting to note though that when 2pw, Roy o still
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FIG. 4: Time evolution ofoy 2 for U = 0 (full line), U = 0.1
(dashed line) an@ = 0.2 (dotted line). Main: Real part af; 2(t).
The three top lines were simulated o= 0. The bottom lines were
obtained usingt = 7 /2. The numerical parameters aje = 1,
N, = 6 andLs; = 120. Inset: Imaginary part of1,2(¢t) when
¢ = w. Numerical parameters aé¢ = 1.6, N, = 6 and L, = 120.
Other parameters ag; = 0.2, ' = 0.05, Ap = 0.6 and3 = 200.
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FIG. 5: Time evolution of the states coherence for= 0.1, for
several phase factordz; = 0.2, I' = 0.05, Ap = 0.6, 5 = 200.
The real part ofr1 2 was obtained witht = 1 and N, = 6; the
imaginary part was simulated witti = 1.6 and N5 = 6.

the parameteE,; = ¢+ U/2 is maintained fixed between sim-
ulations with different values df/. The trajectory simulated
extends up td't = 3, where convergence is satisfactory. Dif-

approaches a certain-fixed value, irrespective of the ntagne ferent memory times were used for simulating the real part of

flux.

B. Coherence and current at finite U

the coherence, and its imaginary part. We adopted- 5
when simulatingRo 2, whereas. ~ 10 was used for acquir-
ing So1,2. A more detailed discussion of convergence issues
is given in Sec. IlI.C.

Fig. (3 presents »(t) for several phaseg, atU = 0.1.

We now investigate the role of e-e repulsion effects on theBy comparing the data to the zetbcase (see FigEl 2 ahd 3),

coherence behavior. Fidl] 4 displays the real par0f(¢)
for two phases¢ = 0 and¢ = 7/2, and its imaginary part
for ¢ = 7 (inset), for three values df. Data forS3oy »(%)
atU = 0.2 has not yet converged for the adopted, see text
following Fig. [I0. In comparison to th& = 0 case, we find

we conclude that the symmetry of the off-diagonal elements
is maintained in the presence@f The general pattern of the
coherence is displayed in Fidd. 6 did 7, plotting the belavio
of o » as a function of the phase factor, at a particular time,
I't =2,forU =0, 0.1, and 0.2, at different temperatures. It

that general trends are maintained, though the long time cashould be noted that by this time the real part of the coherenc

herences are larger in the fintecase. Note our convention:

hasnot yet reached its steady-state value. We find that the



coherence symmetry arougd= 7 (for Ro; 2) or ¢ = 0 (for ~ form at low temperatures. The electronic states at the right
S0 ,2) is maintained, though the absolute numbers changdead in the bias window are not fully empty any longer. Simi-
Interestingly, while the effect of the temperature is diigant  larly, at the left lead electronic states overlapping withmay

for o1 ,2, showing visible reduction in values at high the  be empty. Overall, this results in the reduction of the autrre
real part ofo; o is only lightly affected by the temperature. at high7'.

The downfall of S0y o with temperature is also reflected in

the behavior of the charge current, as we show next. B=200 0.06 B=5
: 0.08 .
—e—U=0, B=200 [--- -0 /
0.2 /
——U=0.1, B=200 - 0.06/ [/~ 0.04}"
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~0.1 0.02
@=Tt 0
02 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ : % 1 ry 2 3 0
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FIG. 8: Charge current through an AB interferometer at lom-te
FIG. 6: Effect of finiteU on the coherenceRo1 2 is plotted as  peraturesg = 200 (left panel) and high temperaturgs= 5 (right
a function of the phase factaf at a particular timel't = 2, for panel) forp = 0, 7/2, andr, top to bottom withy = 0.2 (full line),
differentU-values and temperatures. Other parameters are the sanié = 0.1 (dashed line){J = 0 (dotted line). Other parameters are
as in Fig[5. the same as in Fidl] 5. Numerical parameterséare: 1, N;=6 and
Ls=120.

C. Convergence analysis

We exemplify here the convergence behavior of the real
and imaginary parts of; o at low temperatures, as well as
the behavior of the current. Fifll 9 demonstrates #at »
nicely converges fot/ = 0.2, for 7. > 5. The asymptotic
limit is practically reached, withia- 1.5% error, already for
7. ~ 1/Ap. We confirm that the results are insensitive to
the particular time step selected (inset). We have alsdie@ri
FIG. 7: Effect of finitelU on the coherenceSo » is plotted as a  (NOt shown) that simulations performed with different pghas
function of¢ at a particular timel't = 2, at finiteU/ and for different ~ factors similarly converge.
temperatures. Other parameters are the same as ol Fig. 5. The convergence d¥o,  is generally slower, as we show

in Fig. [I0. WhileRo; 2 converges forr, > 1/Ap, we

We study the behavior of the charge current at differenfind thatSo, » requires memory time at least twice longer for
phases, for different e-e repulsion strengths and temprexat ~ achieving convergence. Fof = 0.1 3o 3 is converging. In
Fig. [@ shows, as expected, a destructive interferencerpattecontrast, at stronger interactiori$,= 0.2, the large time step
for electron current in the long time limit when = =, irre-  adopted results in a Trotter error buildup, and the resaksns
spective of the value dff. This perfect destructive interfer- to diverge around, ~ 10 — 12 (inset).
ence indicates that charge transport is fully coherentim th  We also present the behavior of the charge current at differ-
model. The temporal behavior does show however a sensitiventr, values, see Fig.11. It generally converges wher 6,
ity to the value ofU/, manifesting that systems with variable irrespective of the phase factor (not shown),#oil" < 4, in
U differently respond to the initial condition. agreement with earlier studies [24].

In the steady-stat limit the current scales like) ~ [1 + Overall, we conclude that we can faithfully simulate the
cos(¢)], for finite U [5]. This relation does not hold in the time evolution of the cohereneg > and the currentfoAy, =
short time limit. It is interesting to note that irrespeetiof 0.6 andU/T" = 2. For largerU, the real part of o, the dot
U and the phase factor the current approaches the steady-staccupation, and the current can be still converged [2B, 24].
limit on a relatively short timescal& ~ 2. At high temper-  The simulation of3¢ » requires longer, and a shorter time
atures, Fig[18 manifests that the system is still fully cemer  step atU/T" > 2. Roughly, these observations can be ratio-
while temporal oscillations are washed out. The reduction onalized noting that the dynamics 8%, 5 is influenced by the
the current at high temperatures can be attributed to thersof full potential drop, 1, — g, similarly to the dots occupation
ing of the contacts’ Fermi functions from the sharp step-lik (n,,) [20]. In contrast, the dynamics &fo, - is sensitive to

05 1

0
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the bias drop atach contact [20], resulting in longer decorre-
lation times.
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FIG. 9: Convergence behavior &1 2 for ¢ = 0 andU=0.2. Other
physical parameters are the same as in[Hig. 5. Numericahgaeas
aredét = 0.8 andN,; = 2 (+), Ns = 3 (dashed-dotted line)ys = 4
(dashed line)Ns = 5 (full line) and N, = 6 (dotted line). The inset
zooms on the convergence at a particular tiffiie= 2, as a function
of the memory timer. = N,dt, using three different values for the
time stepsdt = 0.8 (o), 6t = 1 (O) 6t = 1.6 (x).
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FIG. 10: Convergence behavior &2 for ¢ = 7 and U=0.1.

Other physical parameters are the same as in Elg. 5. Nurherica

parameters arét = 1.6 and Ns = 2 (+), Ns = 3 (dashed-dotted),
N, = 4 (dashed line)Ns, = 5 (full line) and Ny = 6 (dot), Ns = 7
(dotted line). The inset preseridsr; » at a particular timel't = 2,
forU = 0.1 andU = 0.2, as a function of the memory time =
N;ét, using three different time step8t = 0.8 (o), 6t = 1 (O)
ot = 1.6 ().

IV. MASTER EQUATION ANALYSIS: U = 0AND U = oo
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FIG. 11: Convergence behavior of the charge currént 7/2 and
U=0.2. Other physical parameters are the same as ifiFig. 5eNum
cal parameters a®® = 1 andNs = 2 (+), Ns; = 3 (dashed-dotted),
N, = 4 (dashed line)Ns; = 5 (full line) and N; = 6 (dot), Ns = 7
(dotted line). The inset presents the data at a particutes, it = 2,
for U = 0.1 (bottom) andU = 0.2 (top), as a function of the mem-
ory timer. = N,dt, usingdt = 1 (O) anddt = 1.6 ().

labels the double-dot charge states in order of an empty dot
(a), single occupied dot, on either the "1” or "2” sitelsgnd

c states, respectively) and the stad, (vith the two dots oc-
cupied. Explicitly,|a) < |00), |b) + |10), |¢) < |01), and
|d) « |11). The creation and annihilation operators of the
dot are related to this states b < [00)(01| + [01)(11| and

dl 5 [00)(10] 4 [10)(11]. Sinced!ds « |01)(01|, we iden-
tify the observable of interest1,2=Tr[ded2] by op.c. Inthe
noninteractingy = 0) case, the following equations hold in
in the infinite bias limit/[5]

‘j'a.,a = _4FL0'a,a
+ 2FR (Ub,b + Oc,c + Ub,cei¢/2 + Uc,be_i(b/Q)
obp = 200000 —2(0r+TL)ovp + 2T ROa.d

+ §F*ei¢/20b,c + 61"e_i¢/200,b

bee = 2000 —2(CrR+T1)occ + 2T RO4
+ 5F*ei¢/2crb_,c + 5Fe*i¢/2067b

a0 = 2I'g (Ub,b + 0c e — eiw/QUb,c — ei¢/200,b)
— 4T'Rrog.q

Ghe = 200620, o 4+ 0T (0pp + 0c,c)e /2

— 2FR0'd7d€7i¢/2 - Q(FL + 1—‘lR)O'b,c- (7)

Here ' = (¢TI, — I'g). The hybridization strength,
independent of the site index:, is defined asl', =
T3 1 Vi kmd(e — €). The equations are valid in the infi-
nite bias limit, wherju;, — ug| > T'. The total probability, to
occupy any of the four states, is unidy,;_, ; . 4j,; = 1. In

Rate equations for resonant transport in interacting multithe steady-state limit we demand tdat/dt = 0, the vectow

dot structures can be derived based on the microscopic manjucludes the matrix elements ; of Eq. (A7), and obtain the
body Schrodinger equati37]. We support INFPI numéricastationary solution, valid fop 7& 0,

simulations with an analytical study of the system’s dynam- .
ics, based on such a master equation description. Spelgifical L sin(¢/2).
we adopt the Bloch-type equations derived in Réf. [6], for 2

the reduced density matrix of the double-dot system in thé& his expression holds in the symmetric setlp, = I'g,
charge state basis; ;/(t), j = a,b,c,d. Here the index for ¢ # 2mp, p is an integer. One could formally write

ot — 00) = (18)
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op.(t) = |ov.e(t)]e?®), noting thaty equals+7/2 in the
steady-state limit. This “phase-localization” behavi@snex-

the eigenvalues of the rate matifix]19), we note that phase de
pendent relaxation rates in the Coulomb blockade regime are
plored in Ref. [2D]: The imaginary part of, . depends on the same as for noninteracting electrons, see alsoFig.t12. |
the magnetic phase factor, maximal for= 7 with the value  would be interesting to explore this evolution within theAR
1/2. The real part is identically zero. The results of Figk. 2approach. However, as we are currently limitedta™ < 4
and[3 demonstrate the corresponding behavior at finite biasalues, this would require an algorithmic improvement & th
There, the real part is finite, yet small, approaching a fixedNFPI technique. We believe that such an extension could be
value. The imaginary part slightly deviates from the predic achieved since the Coulomb blockade case should converge
tion of Eq. [I8) due to the finite bias used. One could also gefaster than the intermediaté limit [36]. This issue will be
hold of the characteristic rates from the dynamical equatio tackled in our future work. A related switching behavior was
by diagonalizing the matrid/ in do'/dt = Mao. We gather observed in Ref. [[6], where the current, finite in the nonin-
five rates, with two phase dependent rates] + cos(¢/2)]. teracting case fop # m, vanishes in the Coulomb blockade
For smallp, the smallestrate is [1—cos(¢/2)], in agreement regime for any phase satisfying# 2mp.
with [20]. It can be also proved that in this noninteractiage
the steady-state current scales wifh) o [1 + cos(¢)] [6].

The dynamics of the coherence, attained from the master 0.4
equation[(Il7), is displayed in Fig. 12 fgr = 7 /2. In the
long time limit the real part approaches zero; the imaginary
part reaches; sin(r/4) = 0.354. INFPI results at zerd/ =
are also included in dotted lines. Deviations of INFPI siaaul &
tions from master equation results can be traced down to the N
finite band used within INFPI, in comparison to the infinite- N
flat band assumed in the master equation approach. For finite e N
U, we have found that at large biadu = 2D, INFPI data
basically overlaps with th&/ = 0 case (not shown) as the -0.4 5 10 15
system basically stands on the symmetric point. tr

In the Coulomb blockade regime, féf/I" — oo, a strik-
ingly different behavior is expected. Starting with the pran FIG. 12: Master equation analysis: Real and imaginary rds .
body Schrodinger equation, one can again derive the sy§t¢ = m/2,forU = 0 andU = oo, obtained by simulating EJ.{1.7)
tem’s equations of motion in the large bias limit while ex- 21d Eq. [ID), respectively. Results from INFPI method viith0
cluding simultaneous occupancy at both datg,; = 0. are represented by dotted lines, practically overlappiit master

The following equations of motion are then achievdd [6, 37]°9121ON curves.
(Ua,a + Ob,b + Oc,c = 1)1

da,a = _4FL0'a,a

+ 2R(0bp + Occ + 03602 + 0 pe™1?/?) V. SUMMARY
db,b = 2FL0a,a ) o ) )

_ 9T -7 ig/2 —ig/2 The intrinsic coherence dynamicsin a d(_)uble_ quantum dot
. RObb R(@b,c0 +oepe ) AB interferometer, away from the symmetric point, was sim-
Gee = 200004 ulated using an exact numerical technique. At finite inter-

— 2T RO — Drlop.ce?? + 00 pe™1%/2) actions,U/T" < 4, at low or high temperatures, we have
) ib/2 found that the coherence evolves similarly to the- 0 case,

@/

ope = 2I're Ou.a

showing related characteristic timescales and long tinke va

— Tre ™% (044 + 0c.c) — 2T ROYc. (19)  ues. Specifically, we found that fgr = 7 /2 the real part of
01,2 approaches a small number (zero at the symmetric point),
For a spatially symmetric junctioll, = I'r, the steady-state \yhile the imaginary part is larger; 0.35. On the other hand,
solution for the coherence is a master equation treatment in the Coulomb blockade regime
1 predicts a significantly different behavior: The magnitade
Ope(t = 00) = —567”5/2 Ry 2 andSoy » should be the same/2/4, for the¢ = /2
i phase factor.
3 sin(¢/2).  (20) Future work will be devoted to the study of related models,
including the spin degree of freedom at each dot. This model
While the imaginary part predicted is identical to ttie= 0  should demonstrate a decoherence process due to theimtrins
case, see Eq.[IL8), the real part is finite and phase depespin-flipping dephasing effecdt [5]. Other topics of interae
dent. The Coulomb blockade dynamics is presented il Fig. 1algorithmic improvement of the INFPI technique, to allow fo
(dashed lines). We find that the imaginary part is weakly senthe study of the Coulomb blockade regime. One could also
sitive to the onset of/. In contrast, the real part significantly add a local degree of freedom on one of the interferometer
deviates from thé&/ = 0 case already dtt ~ 1. By analyzing  arms, e.g., a quantum point contact [38] or a vibrationalenod

= —% cos(¢/2) +



[39], and observe the time evolution of the interferencégpat
in this "which path” experiment.
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