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M esoscopic solid state A haronov-Bohm interferom eters have been used to m easure the \Intrinsic"

phase,

op , of the resonant quantum transm ission am plitude through a quantum dot QD). For

a two—tem inal \closed" interferom eter, which conserves the electron current, O nsager’s relations

require that the m easured phase shift

only \jum ps" between 0 and

. Addiional tem inals open

the interferom eter but then depends on the details of the opening. U sing a theoreticalm odel, we

present quantitative criteria (which can be tested experim entally) for

to be equal to the desired

op :the\lossy" channelsneartheQD should haveboth a sm all tranan ission and a am allre ection.

PACS numbers: 73.63, 03.75+4,8535D s
I. NTRODUCTION

R ecent advances In the fabrication of nanom eter scale
electronic devices raised m uch interest in the quantum
m echanics of quantum dots @D s), which represent ar-
ti cial atom s with experin entally controllable proper—
ties i_]:,:j] The quantum nature of the QD is re ected
by resonant tunneling through i, asm easured when the
QD is connected via m etallic leads to electron reservoirs.
Them easured conductance G show s peaks whenever the
Fem i energy of the electrons crosses a bound state on
the QD ii_‘:’]. E xperim entally, the energies of these bound
states are varied by controlling the plinger gate volage
on the 9D,V . Quantum m echanically, the inform ation
on the tunneling is contained in the com plex transm ission
ampliude, thp = Top e 2P . It is thus of great inter—
est to m easure both the m agnitude Tgp and the phase

op rand study their dependence on V [_4]. A Yhough the
form er can be deduced from m easuring G, via the Lan-
dauer formula i_E'a], G = %T , experin ental inform ation
on the latter has only becom e accessible since 1995 f§,.'_7.],
using the Aharonov-Bohm @AB) interferom eter E].

In the AB interferometer, an incom ing electronic
waveguide is split Into two branches, which pin again
Into the outgoing waveguide (see Fig. -:I:(a)) . Aharonov
and B ohm ig] predicted that a m agnetic ux through
the ring would add a di erence = e =hc between the
phases of the wave functions in the two branches of the
ring, yielding a periodic dependence of the overall trans—
mission T on . Placing a QD on one of the branches,
one expects T also to depend on typ . Indeed, the exper-
In ents found a periodic dependence of T ( ), and tted
the results to a Fourier expansion of the form

T=A+Bocos( + )+ Cocos + )+ ::3; @)

w ith the conventionsB; C > 0.

In a sin ple two-slit situation, there is no re ection of
electrons from eitherthe source orthe \screen" w hich col-
Jects them . T herefore, the electron passes through each
branch (including theQD ) only once, and the totaltrans-
m ission am plitude is equalto the sum of the am plitudes
in the two branches,

t= et + - @)

G auge Invariance allow sone to attach the AB phase to
etther branch). A ssum ing also that t; = f & ' = cp ,
and that both c= £#' andt, = 1 #" 2 do not depend
on V near the QD 's resonances, one obtains Eq. ('_]:),
with B = 29tbthp 3 C = 0 (ie. no higher hamm onics)
and = gp *+ 2.Below we subtract from ¢p and
from their values at large negative V, far away from
the resonances, thus rem oving V -independent quantities
lke 2. For the \closed" two-term inal geom etry of
Fig. :j(a), as used by Yacoby et al f_é], the expecta—
tion that = g¢p (equivalent to the two-slit situation)
w as clkarly not bome out by the m easurem ents: Uniar-
ity (conservation of current) and_ti:g e reversal symm e~
try in ply the O nsager relations I_l(_i,:_l]_;], which state that
G()= G ( ), and therefore (aswellas etc.) must
be equal to zero or Indeed, the experin ental E_d]
\Jmps" from 0 to wheneverV crossed a resonance of
the QD , and then exhibits an a prioriunexpected \phase
lapse" back to 0, between every pair of resonances. Later
experin ents ij] opened the interferom eter, using the six—
term nalcon guration shown schem atically in Fig. :J:(b);
the additional leads allow losses of electronic current,
thusbreaking unitarity. Indeed, the resulting data gave a
gradual increase of through each resonance, accom pa-—
nied by a peak in the am plitude B , but m aintained the
sharp \phase lapse" back to zero between resonances,
which were acocom panied by zeroes In B . In the present
paper we present a theoretical m odel, aim ed to im itate
the experim ental setups of F ig. -r_]:(a) and ). Fjgurerg
show s exam ples of our m odel calculations forA; B; C
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and versusV . Qualitatively, these plots look sin ilarto
those found experim entally [_6;':1] H ow ever, as discussed
below , the quantitative results for the open nterferom e-
ters depend on details of the opening.

T he above experin ental resuls led to m uch theoreti-
caldiscussion. Som e of this t_l-g:,:_fi_'i] em phasized the non—
trivial e ects of the ring itself on the m easured results,
even forthe closed case. O ther theoretical papers tl-ff{:_Z-g]
assum ed that them easured representsthe correct ¢p ,
and discussed the possble origins of the observed fea-
tures, eg. the \phase lapse" and the sin ilarity between
the data at m any resonances. H ow ever, not m uch atten—
tion was given to the validity of this assum ption. Since

isequalto 0 or for the closed interferom eter, and
deviates from these values for the open one, i is clear
that mustdepend on the details ofhow the system was
opened. Indeed, Ref. I_Zl:] considered one exam ple of an
open interferom eter, and showed that the deviation of

from is trivial values (0 and ) increases m onoton-—
ically with the strength of the coupling to the \lossy"
channel. A fhough di erent values of this coupling gave
qualitatively sim lar (V) curves, which were also sin ilar
to the experin ental resuls, the detailed dependence of

on V varied w ith that strength. A s a result, Ref. 1_2-;{]
posed the challenge of nding clear criteria as to when
the experim ental is really equalto the intrinsic 4p .

In the present paper we address this challenge @-Zj]
Sec. II presents a sin ple m odel or the QD , which con-
tains resonances and \phase lapses". T ypical resuls for
the \intrinsic" Top and ¢gp are shown in Fig. :j The
Tatter is also reproduced in Fig. 4 (calculated with the
sam e QD param eters), for comparison with . W e are
not aw are of any earlier quantitative com parisons of this
kind. Sections ITT and IV then present a sinple m odel
for the (closed and open) Interferom eter, and discusses
the optin alway to open the Interferom eter, so that the
\m easured" willbe close to the theoretical \intrinsic"

op - Ourexact analytical results con m the ntuiive
expectations ofRef. f_Z]_.:]: tohave = 4p ,the electron
must cross each branch only once. One necessary con-—
dition for this was appreciated qualitatively before {_21:]:
the electron m ust practically neverbe re ected from the
\forks" where the ring m eets the lncom ing and outgoing
termm inals, in order to recover the two-slit result (:2:) . In
our m odel, this is achieved by having a very sm all net
tranam ission after crossing each ofthe additional \lossy"
channelsC+; C, and Cq n Fig. :}'(b). However, we nd
tw o additionalconditions: rst, the transm ission through
the upper branch, t;, should have the sam e phase (up to
a V -independent additive constant) astyp ,ie. gp . In
general, the scattering ofthe electron from the gates into
channels C+ and C, m ight cause \rattling" of the elec-
tron back and forth through the QD , introducing m ore
phase shifts into t; . W e avoid that by also having a very
an allre ection from the scatterersC.and C,.Below we
Introduce a param eter, Jx , which relates to the tunneling

probabilities of the electron from the ring onto the \lossy"
channels. A s J; Increases, the tranam ission through the
\lossy" scatterers decreases, but the re ection from them

Increases. T herefore, there is only an interm ediate range
ofJx where = gp (shown In the ower keft box In Fig.
rg) . The second new condition is that there should be
no direct losses from the QD itself; as explained below,
these \am ear" the \phase lapses". In Sec. V we discuss
these resuls, and propose additional experin ents w hich
would check if an open interferom eter indeed reproduces
the desired \Intrinsic" QD infom ation.

II.M ODEL FOR THE QD

A s in m any earlier calculations [_Ié,:g-(jéﬁ{gﬁ], our an—
alytic calculations are based on the single-electron tight—
bindingm odel (which can be viewed asa nite di erence
version of the continuum case): the system is m ade of
discrete sites fig, w ith nearest neighbor (n) real tun-—
neling am plitudes  Jj and site energies ;. Allnn dis-
tances are set equalto a. The Sch]:odj}gger wave equa—
tion is thus written as E i) 1= 5 J13 5, where
the sum is over nn’s of i. In each calculation, we have
a scattering elem ent connected to two one-din ensional
(1D ) leads, which have Ji;441 = J; i = 0. The scatter-
Ing solution for a wave com ing from the lft, with wave
vector k and energy E = 2J coska, is described by

L = gkam 4 yre kam o the Jeft, and by £ = telkam
on the right. T he calculation ofthe tranam ission and re—

ection am plitudes, t and r, then am ounts to solving a

nite set of linear equations for the wave functions inside
the scatterer.

The QD m ay be descrbed as a single dot, w th m any
discrete energy levels. W e model it by a set of am aller
dots, each containing a single resonant state, w ith energy
fEr = gp = Er @); n = 1;u3N g. Each such state
is connected to its kft and right nn’s on the leads via
bondsw ith hopping am plitudes £ J (); & ); n=
1; 5N g. TheQD can thusbedescrbed by N wave func—
tions ,,0beylgE Er @)l n= & @) § & @) 5
wherewechoose § = 1+ 1; § = t). The exact trans-
m ission am plitude is easily found to be

SLRZisjnka
Srr + e @) (Srr + e *2)

Lo = (3)

Brt’
P

where Sy y = | Jx @)Jy ) =E Er M)FJ; XY =

L;R represent \bare" G reen’s functions for sites L and

R.

In the llow ing, we use equidistant bound state ener—
gles,Erg )=V +U@m 1).The\gap" U can beviewed
as the Hartree energy for an electron added to a QD
which already hasn 1 other electrons :_[i_h], thus captur-
Ing som e agpects ofthe C oulom b blockade behavior of
the scattered electron. W e study typ as fiinction of the



energy V , which represents the plunger gate voltage on
theQD .Fig. g show s typical results for the tranam ission
Top and for the \intrinsic" phase op , where the zero
of gp issetatis k dependent) value at large nega-—
tive V. In this gure and below , we chooseka= =2, so
thatE = 0 and the resonancesofthe tranam ission, w here
Top = 1, occur exactly when Eg ) = E = 0, ie. when
V= U l):_-[2_:6]. Results are not sensitive to k near
the band center. W e also use the sin ple sym m etric case,
Jp @) = Jr @) J, and m easure all energies in units
ofJ . Interestingly, thism odel reproduces the apparently
observed behaviorof ¢p : it grow sam oothly from O to
asE crossesEgr ), and exhibits a sharp \phase lapse"
from to 0 between neighboring resonances, at points
where Tgp = 0. These latter points, associated w ith ze—
roes of Sy r , represent Fano—]ﬂ<e_de:sl:t_uct:_1'ye_ Interference
between the states on the QD R8,16,1727,29].

M any earlier theoretical (eg. [_1-4]) and experin ental
eg. ij]) papers approxin ated t by a sum of the singke
resonance BreitW ignerlike BW ) expressions [_5(_5],

X e?&aniginkad; @)Jr @) )
E E@+e*{ i+ Jr 0)FET

@)

n

A Ihough this form gives an excellent approxin ation for
thp near each resonance, it com pletely m isses the Fano—
like zeroes and the \phase lapses" between resonances.
T his happens because the approxin ation m oves the ze-
roeso the realenergy axis ﬁ_Zz:] A sa resuk, the approx—
Imate gp never reaches 0 or , and exhibits a sn ooth
decrease from a maximum to a m lnimum near the cor-
rect \phase lapse" values of V . Since our ain here is to
check on accuratem easurem ents ofthe \intrinsic" phase,
for a broad range of the param eters, and since the phase
lapse has been a topic ofm uch recent discussion {14{20],
we prefer to use the exact solutions everyw here. This is
particularly in portant since typically, available experi-
m entaldata ij.] show quite broad resonances, so that the
BW approxin ation isbound to failbetween them .

W e em phasize again: in spite of the close sim ilarity
of our \intrinsic" transm ission results with the exper-
In ents, the purpose of this paper is not to relate the
calculated typ to the experin entalsystem s. This would
require a justi cation for our choice ofthe same J;, (n)’s
and Jg (n)’s for all the resonances, which goes beyond
the scope of the present paper. R ather, we ain to check
when the AB interferom eter reproduces the \input" be-
havior of the QD , by yielding = 4p Porallv. If
this fails for our sin ple m odel then it would surely fail
In the m ore com plicated cases, where electron-electron
interactions (peyond our sin ple H artree approxin ation)
becom e in portant {311

ITII.M ODEL FOR THE CLOSED AB
INTERFEROM ETER

W e next place the above QD on the upper branch of
the closed AB interferom eter, as shown in Fig. :_]: @.we
now treat the whole ring as our scatterer: each segm ent
s on the ring ism odeled by a 1D tight binding m odel of
Mg sites, with ; = 0 and Jj;i41 = Js (5= Y 1; d for
the left and right upper segm ents and for the lowerpath,
respectively). Taking advantage of gauge nvariance, we
attach the AB phase factor e' to the hopping am pli
tude from the right hand \fork" onto its nn on branch
r, which we write as Je' . W rithg the wave finc
tions in segment sas 5 = A5 5 + Bg [, wih o
given by E = & (s+ '), it is easy to express the
totaltranam ission and re ection am plitudes through the
Interferom eter, t and r, in tem s of the six am plitudes
fA s; Bsg, and obtain six lnear equations whose coef-

cients also contain £Sy v g. Having solved these equa-
tions, one nally nds that the dependence of the total
tranam ission am plitude t on the AB phase hasthe gen—
eral form

F+Get
t= ———— )
W + Z cos
where the complex functions F; G; W and Z all de-
pend on the other param eters of the QD (including V),
the interferom eter and the electron wave vector k. It is
easy to convince oneself f_Z-]_:] that, apart from an overall
m ultiplicative factor, the num erator represents the two—
slit situation of one crossing through each branch of the
ring, while the cos tem in the denom inator com es from
asum overan in nite geom etricalseries ofadditionalm o—
tions around the ring: clock—and counterclockw ise con—
trbutions contain factors of e& and e * , multplying
the sam e com plex coe cient. E xoept for the detailed de—
pendence of the coe cients on V , these facts are m odel
Independent. In fact, the form i‘i) appeared in m any ear—
lierm odelcalculations eg. B,:Z?,:Z-]},,'Z-Z‘]) .In fact, Eqg. ;_5)

In plies that the exact form for T ( ) is

T()= f— A+ Boos( + ) . ©)
_j:_l+Poos +Q o

A t to this equation, Instead of the Fourier expansion
@),wou]d bemuch m ore accurate w ith only ve param —
eters), and would enable an easier com parison ofthe data
w ith theoretical calculationsofF; G; W and Z .

U sing exact ntegration on T ( ), the V -dependence of
the ocoe cients In the expansion (l'_)I are presented for
the closed interferom eter in Fig. & (upper kft), fr the
sam e QD param etersas In F ig. :3 (The gure waspro-—
duced with M «= M , = 6; M 4 = 12, but the results for
the closed case do not depend on these num bers). For
the closed Interferom eter, tin e reversalsym m etry in plies
that the ratio F=G 1n Eq. ("54;) must be real, and thus T



dependsonly on cos , In agreem ent w ith O nsager’s rela—
tions. This yields the sam e jum psof between zero and

as In Yacoby et al's experin ents t_é], coincident w ith
peaks and zeroes ofB .

IV.MODEL FOR THE OPEN AB
INTERFEROM ETER

Pursuing one possible scenario f_Z-l:], we model the
\leaking" from each of the three segm ents on the ring
(In tating C+; C, and C4 In the experim ent, F ig. :J:(b))
by connecting each site on the three ring segm ents to a
1D Jead, which allow sonly an outgoing current to an ab—
sorbing reservoir F ig. :ll(c)) . Each such segm ent is thus
replaced by a \comb" of absorbing \teeth".

W e start by investigating the properties of a single
\comb". The \base" of the \comb" is describbed by a
chain of M tightbinding sites, with Jy m+1 = Jc and
n = 0. Each \tooth" is represented by a 1D tight—
binding chain, with ; = 0. The rst bond on the
\tooth" has Jy ;0 = Jx, while Jj;501 =
A ssum Ing only outgoing waves on the teeth, with wave
finctions t,e™*®3 and energy E =  2J coska, one can
elin inate the \teeth" from the equations. The wave
functions on the \base" of the comb are then given by
o =A. 7 +B. . " ,where . isa solution ofthe (com -
plx energy) equation E + JZe*?=g = T (.+ /).
W hen this \comb" is treated as our basic scatterer, ie.
connected via J, and J,: to our \standard" two
leads, then the tranam ission and re ection am plitudes
via the \comb" are given (up to unim portant phases)
by t = Jout(Acg + Bc=§)=J and r = Jiy, B¢ ¢ +
B.= )= &%, and one ends up with two linear equa-
tions orA.andB.. Theresukts orT = +f andR = ¥
areshown, forthreevaluesofM ,inFig. :ﬁl:, as functionsof
ka 2 0; ]in the free electron energy band, for J, = 7J
(left), and as functions ofJy, orka= =2 (rght). In the

qure, Jc = Jin = Jout = J. Ik is rewarding to observe
that both T and R are alm ost Independent of the elec—
tron energy E over a broad range near the band center.
Tt is also interesting to note that for these param eters, T
decreasesw ith Jy, but R Increasesw ith J, . For xed Jy,
T and R exhibit som e even-odd oscillationsw ith M , but
basically T decreaseswih M whik R increases towards
an aln ost constant value orM > 6. This is understand-
able: a strong coupling to the \teeth" causes a strong
decay of the wave function along the \comb". Thus, for
each value of M one can nd an intemm ediate optin al
region in which both T and R are small. This region
broadens, and has analler T and R, for largerM .

W e next place three such \combs" on the AB inter-
ferom eter, as in Fig. :}:(c), and study the AB tranam is-
sion T as function of the various param eters. For sim —
plicity, we set the sam e param eters for all the com bs,
and vary the coupling strength J, . Since each \tooth"

J for j 0.

of the \comb" can be replaced by adding the com plex
number JZe*®=J to the energy E in the equations for
o on the ring segm ents, the m athem atics is sin ilar of
that of the \bare" closed Interferom eter. The m ain dif-
ference In the results is that now . is complex, yield—
Ing a decay of the wave function through each comb.
This also tums the ratio F=G in Eq. ) com pkx, yield-
ing non-trivial valies for To dem onstrate qualita—
tive results, we choose M + = M, = 6; M4 = 12, use
Jv=Jpy=J9= J.= J and kesp ka= =2 and the QD
parameters J, n) = Jr ) = J; N = 4; U = 20J. The
choice for the \com b" param eters ensures that A and B
nEqg. ('_]:) are of the sam e order. O ther choices give sin -
ilar qualitative resuls. F ig. @ show s results forA; B; C
and as function ofV , for severalvalies of Jy . C learly,
Jx = i15J givesa phase which is interm ediate betw een
the O nsager jum ps ofthe upper eft F g. :_2 and the exact
intrinsic op ofFig.d. Increasing J, yieldsa saturation
of onto ¢p ,which persists for a broad range betw een
Jx = 5J and Jy = 9J. However, larger values of Jy,
eg.Jx = 15J, cause a deviation of from ¢p ,dueto
the increase of the re ection from each \comb". Inter-
estingly, this deviation is in the sam e direction as for
an all J, ! The reason for this is clear: as the re ection
of each comb increases, the electron \rattles" in and out
ofthe QD . This localizes it on the QD , and reduces the
width of the QD resonances. For these large values of
Jx, one has Z=W j 1 in Eq. 6'5). T hus, the two-slit
conditions hold, and onehasB / mjand = ;.We
have solved the equations for the tranam ission through
the upper branch only (disconnecting the lower branch
altogether), and found that indeed, the coe cient c in
& = cyp iIs a constant as long as the re ection of the
com bs is sm all. However, as Jy increases above about
:9J, c is no longer a constant. T he narrow er resonances
shown in Fig. d (ower right) fally agree w ith this m od-
i ed upper branch tranam ission. In any case, \optin al
combs",wih smallT andR,doyild = g4p.

So far, we assum ed no direct losses from the QD itself.
Tt iseasy to add such losses, by connecting a \lossy" chan—
nelto each resonant state n ﬂg-]_j], sin ilarto the \teeth" of
our \com bs", w ith a tunneling am plitude J}? . A sbefore,
this introduces a com plex addition JZe™*® toE  Ex @).
Fig. 15 show s the resuls for the sam e param eters as
above, but with J, = J? = :9J. C learly, the new im agi
nary parts elin inate the Fano-lke zero In B, and yield a
an ooth variation of near the \intrinsic phase lapses".
A Ythough sim ilar to the behavior arising in the BW ap-
proxin ation, the present e ects are ral, due to physical
breaking of the uniariy on the QD . Ikt is Interesting to
note that the data ofR ef. [1] show sin ilar (and otherw ise
unexplained) an ooth features. It ishoweverpossble that
the Jatter com e from nite tem perature averaging I:Z:Z;]



V .DISCUSSION

In oconclusion, we nd that the AB interferom eter
yields quantitative inform ation on the QD resonances
only if the electron crosses each segm ent on the ring, as
well as the QD itself, only once. A s stated, this can be
rephrased by two criteria: having the two-slit condition
{ ie. e ectively no re ectionsback from the \forks" into
the ring’s branches, and having no \rattling" around the
QD { ie. having little re ection from the \lossy" tem i-
nals. A third criterion requires no direct losses from the
QD itself.

The two-slit conditions are easy to exam ine: a small
=W jin Eq. {5) inplies snall am plitudes for all ex—
cept the rst hamonic n Eqg. é'_].'), as Indeed seen by
the decreasing relative values of C for increasing J, in
Fig. d. This is also easily checked in the analysis of the
experin ental data {}]. Tt m ight be interesting to t in-
term ediate range data to the exact Eq. (:é), nstead of
using a truncated Fourder series as in Eq. @) .

T he second condition, which has not been em phasized
in the literature before, is som ew hat harder to con m .
One way to check this is to vary Jyx experim entally,
and look for the value which gives the largest width of
the resonances. O ther ways require disconnecting the
lowerbranch, and studying the conductance through the
\lossy" path including theQD and thetwo \combs". T he
\com bs" are acoeptable for our purposes only below a
threshold Jx, as long as the conductance peaks rem ain
Independent of Jy .

Tt is worth em phasizing that the experim ental data
(@s re ected In Fig. 'g) actually contain m ore than the
AB phase shift . As stated after Eqg. d_Z), the two-slit
condition mpliesthat B = 233t j. Sihoe tp is indepen-—
dent of V, thisgives B / 3 J. A ssum ing also that the
\com bs" on the upper branch do not m odify the V. de—
pendence (ie. that c isV -independent), we conclide that
Top = Jop ¥ = ®=Bnax)?, where By, ox is the m axi-
mum ofB (V). Indeed, we con m ed that our \data" in
Fig. :_2 obey this relation in the optin alrange ofJ, . M ov—
Ing away from these optin al conditions causes a steeper
Increase n , and a related narrower peak In B . Both
of these w idths should be largest for the optin al condi-
tions. In fact, a third way to ensure a correct m easure—
ment of gp would be to measure Tgp directly, from
the conductance of the isolated Q D , and com pare it w ith
the nom alized B2 in the interferom eter m easurem ent.
O bviously, allof the latter experin ents requirem odi ca—
tions of the m esoscopic circuitry, and m ay thus not be
straightforward to follow .

A Tthough we presented results for only one set of pa—
ram eters, we em phasize that sim ilar results can be ob-
tained form any other sets. In particular, the results for

and for B=B, ,x do not depend on the param eters of
the lower branch. Varying these param eters only adds

V -independent factors, and changes the V -dependence
of A Which is dom inated by the rmatio z=tbj). The
results are also not sensitive to the sizes M g of the
\com bs". However, too broad combs inply too small
values of the total tranam ission through the interferom —
eter (at optimum ), giving very am all outgoing currents
which m ay be di cul to m easure. T hus, although W ei-

denm uller P4] is right in wishing m any tem inals, this
is not enough. One could also vary other param eters,
like J., but this m ight introduce additional resonances,
due to the \combs" and not to the QD . Sin ilar unde-
sired com b-related resonances also arise when ka is close
to the band edge, but w ill not arise when one abandons
the special 1D treatm ent of the leads and branches, a
situation which is better m odeled near the center of the
band.

O uranalysisalso show sthat even away from optin um ,
the locations ofboth the resonances and the Fano-like ze—
roes (or \phase lapses") are reproduced correctly, inde—
pendently ofthe coupling strength Jx . Them ain purpose
of optin izing the interferom eter is thus to obtain accu—
rate values ofthe intrinsic resonance w idths, which should
agree w ith those found from the direct m easurem ents of
the peaks In the isolated QD conductance.
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FIG.1l. Model for the AB interferom eter: (@) Closed
two-tem inal case, () schem atic picture of the six-tem inal
open interferom eter, (c) m odel for the open interferom eter.
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FIG .3. Tranam ission Top and \intrinsic" phase
N = 4 states on the QD , with \gap" U

gate voltage V (in unisofdJd).
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FIG .4. Tranan ission (thick line) and re ection (thin line)
through a \comb", versus ka at Jx = :{/J (left) and versus
Jx atka= =2 (right). The number on each fram e gives the
num ber of \teeth", M .

FIG.2.A;B;C and fortransn ission through the closed
AB ring (upper kft), and for the open interferom eter w ith
Jx = :15J (upperright) and Jx = :9J; 15J (lower left, right).
T he dashed line show s the exact intrinsic phase ¢p .



FIG.5. Same as Fig. :_2:, but with a \lossy" channel at-
A tached to the QD ; Jx = J0 = 9J.




