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The conductance G through a closed Aharonov-Bohm m esoscopic solid-state interferom eter

(which conservestheelectron current),with a quantum dot(Q D )on oneofthepaths,dependsonly

on cos�,where � = �hc�=e is the m agnetic 
ux through the ring. The absence ofa phase shift

in the �� dependence led to the conclusion that closed interferom eters do not yield the phase of

the \intrinsic" transm ission am plitude tD = jtD je
i�

through the Q D ,and led to studies ofopen

interferom eters.Hereweshow that(a)forsinglechannelleads,� can bededuced from jtD j,with no

need for interferom etry;(b)the explicitdependence ofG (�)on cos� (in the closed case) allows a

determ ination ofboth jtD jand �;(c)in theopen case,resultsdepend on thedetailsoftheopening,

butoptim ization ofthese detailscan yield the two-slitconditionswhich relate the m easured phase

shiftto �.

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

Recent advances in nanoscience raised m uch interest

in quantum dots(Q Ds),which representarti�cialatom s

with experim entally controllable properties [1,2]. The

quantum nature ofthe Q D isre
ected by resonanttun-

nelingthrough it,asm easured when theQ D isconnected

via m etallic leads to electron reservoirs. The m easured

conductance G showspeakswheneverthe Ferm ienergy

ofthe electrons crosses a resonance on the Q D.Exper-

im entally, the energies of these resonances are varied

by controlling the plunger gate voltage on the Q D,V .

Q uantum m echanically,the inform ation on the tunnel-

ing iscontained in the com plex transm ission am plitude,

tD =
p
TD e

i�. It is thus ofgreat interest to m easure

both the m agnitude TD and the phase �, and study

their dependence on V . Although the form er can be

deduced from m easuring G ,via the Landauer form ula

[3],G = 2e
2

h
T ,experim entalinform ation on the latter

has only becom e accessible since 1995 [4,5], using the

Aharonov-Bohm (AB)interferom eter[6].

In the AB interferom eter, an incom ing electronic

waveguide is split into two branches,which join again

into the outgoing waveguide. Aharonov and Bohm [7]

predicted thata m agnetic
ux � through thering would

add a di�erence � = e�=�hc between the phases ofthe

wavefunctionsin thetwobranchesofthering,yielding a

periodic dependence ofthe overalltransm ission T on �.

Placing a Q D on oneofthe branches,asin Fig.1a,and

using theotherpath asa \referencepath",with a trans-

m ission am plitude tB ,one expectsT also to depend on

the \intrinsic" am plitude tD . In the two-slit lim it,one

hasT = jtD e
i� + tB j

2 = A + B cos(�+ �),with � = �+ �,

wherethereferencephase� isindependentoftheQ D pa-

ram eters,and thussetatzero.However,forthe\closed"

two-term inalgeom etry,asshown in Fig.1a and used by

Yacoby et al.[4],the two-slit expectation that � = �

was clearly wrong: Unitarity (conservation ofcurrent)

and tim ereversalsym m etry im ply theO nsagerrelations

[8,9],which state thatG (�) = G (� �),and therefore �

m ustbe equalto zero or�. Indeed,a �tofthe the ex-

perim entaldata [4]to the above two-slit form ula,with

B > 0,gives a phase shift � which \jum ps" from 0 to

� neareach resonance ofthe Q D,and then exhibits an

a prioriunexpected abrupt\phase lapse" back to 0,be-

tween every pairofresonances.
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FIG .1. M odel for the AB interferom eter: (a) Closed

two-term inalcase,(b) schem atic picture ofthe six-term inal

open interferom eter,(c)m odelforthe open interferom eter.
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Aim ing to m easurea non-trivialAB phaseshift� then

led to experim entswith six-term inal\open" interferom -

eters(Fig. 1b)[5,10],where the additionalfour\leaky"

channelslead toabsorbingreservoirs.Theseinterferom e-

tersbreak theO nsagersym m etry,and yield a non-trivial

phase shift � which increases gradually from zero to �

through each resonance,and then jum ps back to zero

between resonances. M uch of the early literature as-

sum ed that the m easured � is equalto the \intrinsic"

�. Recently [11]we showed thatthisassum ption isnot

necessarily alwaysvalid:thedetailed V -dependenceof�

depends on the strength ofthecoupling to the addi-

tionalterm inals.Thus,weposed thechallengeof�nding

clearcriteria asto when the m easured � equals�.

In the present paper we review three aspects ofthis

problem . In Sec. 2 we show thatin som e casesone has

TD = 
2
D
sin2 �,where 
D is a constant m easuring the

asym m etry oftheQ D.In thesecases,� isdeterm ined by

TD ,and thereisno need to build specialinterferom eters

to m easure �. W e also show thatin m any casesthe de-

tailed 
ux-dependence ofthe m easured conductance of

theclosed interferom etercontainsinform ation which al-

lows the deduction ofboth TD and �,elim inating the

need to open the interferom eter. In Sec. 3 we then re-

view recentwork [12]in which we showed thatan open-

ing like that shown in Fig. 1c,with \forks" of\lossy"

channelson each segm entofthe AB ring,can be tuned

so thatone reproducesthe two-slitconditions. In those

cases,one indeed has � = �. However,this tuning re-

quiressom e optim ization ofthe param eters,and cannot

be guaranteed foran arbitrary open interferom eter.

II.C LO SED A B IN T ER FER O M ET ER

A .M odelw ith one Q D resonance

O ur m odel is shown in Fig. 2: W e start with an

isolated quantum dot, with a single localized level(of

single particle energy �D ,representing the gate voltage

V )and on-site Hubbard interaction U ,and with a one-

dim ensionaltight-binding chain,with sitesatintegerco-

ordinates,with zero on-site energies and with nearest-

neighbor(nn)hopping m atrix elem entsequalto � J.W e

next connect the dot to the sites � 1 on the chain,via

m atrix elem ents � J‘ to the left,and � Jr to the right,

and also m odify the lower branch ofthe resulting tri-

angle: site 0 becom es the \reference" site,with on-site

energy �0,with no interactionsand with nn hopping en-

ergies � I (replacing the original� J). Experim entally,

the reference site can represent a sim ple point contact,

tunneljunction,etc.Thetriangleso form ed containsan

Aharonov-Bohm phase,� = �‘ + �r,where(forsim plic-

ity),the phase �‘ (�r)isattached to the bond with the

hopping m atrix elem entJ‘ (Jr)(wechooseJ;I;J‘ and

Jr to be real). Hence,the Ham iltonian ofthe system

reads

H = H D +
P

k�
�kc

y

k�
ck� + �0

P

�
c
y

0�c0�

+ (I=J � 1)
P

k�
�k

�

c
y

k�
c0� + c

y

0�ck�

�

=
p
N

+
P

k�

�

Vkd
y
�ck� + V�

k
c
y

k�
d�

�

; (1)

wheretheoperatorc
y

k�
createssingleparticleeigenstates

(with spin �)on theunperturbed chain (with I = J,J‘ =

Jr = 0),with eigenenergy �k = � 2J cosk,while c0� =
P

k
ck�=

p
N ,and Vk = � (J‘e

i�‘�ik + Jre
�i� r+ ik)=

p
N .

Theoperatorson thedotaredenoted by d� and d
y
�,and

theyanti-com m utewith theband operatorsck�;c
y

k�
.The

dotHam iltonian is

H D = �D

X

�

d
y
�d� +

1

2
U
X

�

nd�nd�; (2)

with nd� = dy�d�,and � denotesthe spin opposite to �.

The Ham iltonian (1) is a sim ple generalization ofthat

used by Ng and Lee [13],to which we added the refer-

encepath.

J
L

J
R

I I
JJ JJ

dot

ref
FIG .2. M odelforthe closed interferom eter.

B .Transm ission

For sim plicity, we discuss only zero tem perature, so

that �k is set equalto the Ferm ienergy in the leads.

The 2� 2 scattering m atrix iseasily related to the m a-

trix ofretarded single-particleG reen functions,G �
kk0

(!),

evaluated on the energy shell, ! = �k. [14] W e use

the equation-of-m otion m ethod to express G �
kk0

(!) and

G �
kd
(!)in term softheG reen function on thedot,G �

dd
(!)

[15].The equation-of-m otion forthe latterhasthe form

(! � �d)G
�
dd(!)= 1+

X

k

VkG
�
kd(!)+ U ��ddd;d(!): (3)

The last term on the RHS represents the e�ect ofthe

interactions,with ��
ddd;d

(!) being the tem poralFourier

2



transform of ��
ddd;d

(t) = � i�(t)h
�
d
y

�
(t)d�(t)d�(t);d

y
�

�
i.

The second term on the RHS ofEq. (3)can be written

as
P

k
VkG

�
kd
(!)= � A(!)G�

dd
(!),im plying that� A(!)

contains the full contribution of the non-interacting

Ham iltonian totheself-energy on thedot.Thuswewrite

G
�
dd(!)

�1 = ! � �D � ��int(!)+ A(!); (4)

where ��
int
(!) represents the selfenergy due to the in-

teractions,which vanishes when U = 0. At ! = �k we

have

A(�k)= eijkj
J
2

‘
+ J

2

r

J

�
1� tB e

ijkj

2isin jkj

�
1+ 
D cos�

��

=
J
2

‘
+ J

2

r

J
[eijkj+ sinjkj(Z + iY )]; (5)

wherethe�-dependentquantitiesY and Z arede�ned in

thisequation,while 
D = 2J‘Jr=(J
2
‘
+ J2r)isthe asym -

m etry factorforthe dot,and

tB = � isin�B e
i�B = 2iVB sinjkj=(J + 2VB e

ijkj) (6)

isthe transm ission am plitude ofthe \background" path

(when J‘ = Jr = 0),with the e�ective hopping energy

VB = I2=(�k � �0).

Theotherequationsofm otion [15]then yield theother

G reen functions,and weend up with

t
� = tB G

�
dd
(�k)

�
J‘Jr
VB

ei� + G �
dd
(�k)

�1 � A(�k)
�

= tB G
�
dd
(�k)

�
J‘Jr
VB

ei� + �k � �D � ��
int
(�k)

�
: (7)

Equation (7)isoneofourm ain results.Itexpressest� in

term softhefully dressed singleparticleQ D G reen func-

tion,which dependson both pathsofthe interferom eter

and therefore also on the AB phase �. The rem aining

discussion aim sto see ifone can extractinform ation on

the \intrinsic" Q D transm ission from m easurem ents of

T � = jt�j2.

The O nsager relations require that the conductance,

and therefore also T � = jt�j2,m ustbe an even function

of�.Itisclearfrom Eq.(7)thatthisholdsonly if

=[G �
dd
(�k)

�1 � A(�k)]

= =[�k � �D � ��
int
(�k)]� 0: (8)

Indeed,we found the sam e condition to follow from the

unitarity ofthescattering m atrix.Thesam esortofre-

lation appearsforthe single im purity scattering,in con-

nection with the Friedelsum rule [16].Equation (8)im -

pliesthattheinteraction self-energy ��
int
(�k)isreal,and

isan even function of�.Italso im pliesthat=G �
dd
(�k)

�1

is fully determ ined by the non-interacting self-

energy =A(�k).

It is now convenient to rewrite G �
dd
(�k) in term s of

its phase,�. W riting [G�
dd
(�k)sinjkj(J

2
‘
+ J2r)=J]

�1 =

(1+ Y )(i� cot�),we�nd

T � = jt�j2 = sin
2
�

(1+ Y )2

h

~
2
D
sin2 � +

�

~
D cos�

�
p
TB

�
(1+ Y )cot� + cotjkj+ Z

��2i

; (9)

with ~
D = 
D J=jJ+ 2VB e
ijkjj= 
D jsin(�B + jkj)=sinjkjj

and TB = jtB j
2. Interestingly,the second term in the

square brackets is ofthe Fano form [17]. At � = 0,it

re
ects the possibility for a com plete destructive inter-

ference,with T � = 0. A sim ilar expression for T was

derived by Hofstetteretal[18],buttheirapproxim ations

ignore the explicitdependence ofsom e param eters(e.g.

Y )on �.

W hen onecutso� thereferencepath,VB = 0,Eq.(7)

reduces to the \intrinsic" Q D transm ission am plitude,

t�
D
= � i
D sin�ei�,with

� cot� = cotjkj+
�k � �D � ��

D ;int
(�k)

sinjkj(J2
‘
+ J2r)=J

; (10)

where ��
D ;int

(�k) = ��
int
(�k)jVB = 0. It is interesting to

notethatforoursingle-channel(one-dim ensional)leads,

we have T �
D = 
2D sin2 � (as already noted by Ng and

Lee [13]). Since 
D does not depend on the energy �k

or on the gate voltage V = �D ,it follows that a m ea-

surem ent ofTD im m ediately also yields the phase

�,via sin� =
p
TD =m ax(TD )!In m any cases,the m ea-

surem ent ofTD already yields �,elim inating the need

to perform com plicated interferom eterm easurem ents.It

would be very interesting to testthis,forcaseswhere �

is m easured independently (e.g. with an open interfer-

om eter,seebelow).

Thephase � ofG�
dd
(�k)isnow given by

cot� = (cot� � Z + X )=(1+ Y ); (11)

where X = (��
int
(�k)� ��

D ;int
(�k))=[sinjkj(J

2
‘
+ J2r)=J]

containsonly the e�ectsofthe referencepath on the in-

teraction self-energy ofthe dot. O ne way to proceed is

to calculate X ,e.g. using a perturbative expansion in

VB orusing a fullsolution ofthe interacting case.Even

withoutcalculating X ,we expectitto be an even func-

tion of�. Although � does notdepend on �,� usually

dependson � (via X ;Y and Z).

Equations(9,10,11)representoursecond m ain result:

they relate the �-dependence ofthe m easured T � with

the Q D param eters.W e are notaware ofearlierdiscus-

sionswhich separate between the rolesplayed by � and

�.

C .Possible m easurem ents

W e now discussa few lim itsin which a m easurem ent

ofT �,Eq. (9),can yield inform ation on the \intrinsic"

phase� and thuson thefull\intrinsic" transm ission tD .

First,considera relatively open dot,with sm allbarriers

atitscontactswith theleads.In such circum stances,the
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electron wavefunction spreadsovertheleads,and ithas

only a sm allam plitude on the dot itself,thus reducing

the e�ects ofinteractions. This,and the related better

screening [19],im ply thatjX j� jZj. In this lim it,Eq.

(11)(with X = 0)givesthe detailed dependence of� on

�.Equation (9)then hasthe form

T � jtj2 = A

�
�
�

e
i�
+ K

1+ z cos�

�
�
�

= A
1+ K

2
+ 2K cos�

1+ 2< z cos�+ jzj2 cos2 �
; (12)

with coe�cientswhich depend on 
 D ;�B ;jkjand �.For

theclosed interferom eter,K isreal.Thecos� in thede-

nom inator,which resultsfrom the selfenergy in the dot

G reen function, is due to interference within the ring,

between clockwise and counterclockwise m otions ofthe

electron.In thelim itofsm allVB onehasz / tD .Fitting

data to Eq. (12)would con�rm thatone isin thisnon-

interacting lim it,and would yield the V -dependence of

the\intrinsic"phase� (aswellastheV -independentpa-

ram eters
D ; �B and jkj).Note thata �tto the explicit

�-dependence in Eq.(12)ism uch preferred overa �tto

a harm onicexpansion oftheform T =
P

an cosn�.Fig-

ure3 showsan exam pleoftheV -and �-dependenceofT

forthislim it. The denom inatorin Eq.(12),which con-

tains the inform ation on � via z (and thus determ ines

the higher harm onics in T ),is m ostly visible near the

resonance at V = 0. Far away from the resonance this

denom inator is sm all, and T can be approxim ated by
�A + B cos(� + �),where � is zero or � below or above

the pointV = 0.

0

6.28

12.57

18.85

25.13

phi

-5

0

5

V

0

0.5

1

T

0

6.28

12.57

18.85

25.13

phi

FIG .3. D ependence ofthe AB transm ission T on the AB

phase � and the gate voltage V for a single non-interacting

resonance.

Second,notethatallthe�-dependentfunctionsX ;Y

and Z becom esm allwhen VB (and therefore�B � VB =J)

issm all. Exceptvery close to the Q D resonance,where

� = �=2,weconcludethat� = �+ O (�B ).Thus,atleast

away from resonancesonecan study thetransm ission for

severalvalues ofVB (which can be varied via the point

contactvoltage�0),estim ate�(V )(assom eaverageover

�)foreach VB and extrapolate VB to zero to obtain �,

withoutexplicitknowledgeofX (�).

The situation becom es even m ore interesting in the

K ondo regim e, when � and/or � rem ain close to �=2

over a wide range ofV . Hofstetter et al.[18]assum ed

that� = �=2,and deduced the �-dependence ofT�.As

seen from Eq.(11),onecannothave� = �=2withoutne-

glecting the�-dependenceofX ;Y and Z.Alternatively,

ifthe K ondo condition im plies that � = �=2 then the

m easurem ent ofthe �-dependence ofT � could give in-

form ation on the�-dependenceofX .IfVB issu�ciently

sm allthen � willshow sm all�-dependentdeviationsfrom

�=2within theK ondoplateau,and rem ain very closethe

� elsewhere.ForlargerVB ,a resonanceon the Q D (i.e.

� = �=2) m ay result in signi�cant deviation of� from

�=2. The question whetherthisdeviation relatesto the

varietyofplateauvaluesobservedbyJietal.[10]deserves

furtherstudy.

In any case,theabovediscussion dem onstratesthatal-

though a m easurem entofthe transm ission ofthe closed

AB interferom eterdoesnotyield a non-trivialAB phase

shift �,the data stillcontain m uch inform ation on the

propertiesofthe \intrinsic" Q D.

III.O P EN A B IN T ER FER O M ET ER

A .M odelfor m ulti-resonances

W enextdiscusstheconditionsforobtainingtheequal-

ity � = � in an open AB interferom eter. In principle,

we could repeatthe above discussion forthe open case;

as seen below, this sim ply am ounts to replacing each

\lossy" channelby a com plex self-energy at its \base",

and then proceeding asin the closed case. However,for

the present purpose it su�ces to discuss an e�ectively

non-interactingcase.[12]O bviously,ifonecannotachieve

this aim in that case then there willbe problem s also

in the m ore com plicated interacting cases. W e thus re-

strictthisdiscussion to an approxim atetreatm entofthe

Coulom b blockade(and nottheK ondo)region,and treat

the interaction term in the Hartree approxim ation,re-

placing nd�nd� by hnd�ind�.W efurthersim plify thisby

replacing hnd�iby a constantwhich increasesforconsec-

utiveresonances.Thus,wereplacethesingleQ D by aset

ofsm allerdots,each containing a single resonantstate,

with energy �D = E R (n)� V + U (n � 1); n = 1;:::;N g.

Each such stateisconnected to itsleftand rightnearest

neighbors(nn’s)on the leads(denoted by L and R)via

4



bondswith hopping am plitudesf� JL(n); � JR (n);n =

1;:::;N g (see Fig. 4). The problem now reduces to a

sim ple tight-binding m odel,and for the \intrinsic" Q D

we�nd

tD =
SL R 2isink

(SL L + e�ik )(SR R + e�ik )� jSL R j
2
; (13)

whereSX Y �
P

n
JX (n)JY (n)

�=[�k � ER (n)]=J;X ;Y =

L;R.

FIG .4. M odelfor a Q D with four resonances (to replace

the single dotin Fig.2).

Figure5 showstypicalresultsforthe\intrinsic"trans-

m ission TD and phase �,where the zero of� is set at

its (k-dependent) value at large negative V . Here and

below,we choose k = �=2,so that�k = 0 and the reso-

nancesofthe transm ission,whereTD = 1,occurexactly

when E R (n)= �k = 0,i.e. when V = � U (n � 1). W e

also use the sim ple sym m etric case,JL(n)= JR (n)� J,

and m easureallenergiesin unitsofJ.Interestingly,this

m odelreproduces the behavior apparently observed by

Schusteretal.[5]: � growssm oothly from 0 to � as�k
crossesE R (n),and exhibitsa sharp \phase lapse" from

� to 0 between neighboring resonances,atpointswhere

TD = 0. These latter points,associated with zeroes of

SL R ,representFano-likedestructiveinterferencebetween

the states on the Q D [17,20,21]. These zeroesin T are

m issed,and thecorresponding \phaselapses" aresuper-


uously sm eared,when one replacesthe exactEq. (13)

by a sum ofBreit-W ignerresonances[22].

-60 -20 20
V

1.57

3.14
alpha

-60 -20 20
V

0.5

1
T

FIG .5. \Intrinsic"transm ission TD and phase�,forN = 4

resonances,with U = 20J,JL (n)= JR (n)= J and k = �=2.

The gate voltage V ism easured in unitsofJ.

Itisinterestingtonotethat,although thereareseveral

resonances,the upperpartofFig. 5 isfully reproduced

when one takes� from the lowerpart,and plotssin2 �.

Thisem phasizesagain the possibility to m easure � di-

rectly from T .

B .M odelfor the open A B interferom eter

Placing the above Q D m odel on one branch of the

closed AB interferom eter,one can easily solve forT . In

the absenceofinteractions,we again �nd the form (12),

which isthusalso valid form any resonances.Neareach

resonance,results are sim ilar to those shown in Fig. 3.

Asexpected,Eq.(12)isstillan even function of�,with

no phaseshift� (exceptfortheapparentjum psbetween

zero and �).

Before we discussthe open interferom eter,itisuseful

to understand the criteria for having the two-slitsitua-

tion.A crucialcondition forhavingt= tD e
i� + tB isthat

theelectron go through each branch only once.Equiva-

lently,thereshould be no re
ections from the \forks",

which connectthering with theexternalleads,back into

thering [11].W eachievethisby theconstruction shown

in Fig. 1c: each ofthe four\lossy" channelsin Fig. 1b

isnow replaced by a \com b" ofM channels.An analysis

ofeach such \com b" showsthat(a)the transm ission T

and re
ection R through the \com b" isonly weakly de-

pendenton the energy �k nearthe band centerk = �=2

(Fig. 6a)and (b)the transm ission T decreasesand the

re
ection R increases with the coupling ofeach \lossy"

channelin the \com b" to its \base",Jx (Fig. 6b) and
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with thenum berM .[12]NotethatT + R < 1,duetothe

lossinto the \teeth" ofthe \com b". Ideally,one would

like to have T; R � 1,so that in practice the electron

crosseseach \com b" only once,and isnotre
ected from

the \com b" back into the Q D.G iven Fig. 6b,we ex-

pectto haveoptim altwo-slitconditionsforinterm ediate

valuesofJx,e.g.Jx � 0:9J forM = 6.

a

1 2 3 ka

0.1

0.2

R T 10

1 2 3 ka

0.15

0.3

R T 6

1 2 3 ka

0.5

1
R T 2

b

1 2 Jx

0.5

1
R T 10

1 2 Jx

0.5

1
R T 6

1 2 Jx

0.5

1
R T 2

FIG .6. Transm ission (thick line)and re
ection (thin line)

through a \com b",(a)versusk atJx = :7J and (b)versusJx

(in unitsofJ)atk = �=2. The num beron each fram e gives

the num berof\teeth",M .

W e next present results for the open interferom eter

shown in Fig. 1c. The algebra issim ilarto thatforthe

closed case: each \tooth" ofthe \com bs" can be elim -

inated from the equations,at the cost ofadding a self

energyon thesiteofits\base",equaltoJ2xe
ik=J.There-

sultisagainoftheform ofthe�rstexpressionin Eq.(12),

except that now K becom es com plex and therefore the

num eratorin the second expression containscos(� + 
)

instead ofcos�. To dem onstrate qualitative results,we

chose four identical\com bs",with M = 6 \teeth" on

each and with thesam ehopping m atrix elem ents;allthe

hopping energies were set to � J,except for the bonds

connecting each \tooth" to itsbase,denoted � Jx. Fig-

ure7 showsexactresultsforA;B ;C and � in �tsofT

to the form

T = A + B cos(� + �)+ C cos(2� + 
)+ :::; (14)

a: Jx=0

-60 -20 20V

p

beta

-60 -20 20V

0.4
C

-60 -20 20V

0.4
B

-60 -20 20V

1
A

b: Jx=.15J

-60 -20 20V

1.57

3.14
beta

-60 -20 20V

0.2
C

-60 -20 20V

0.3
B

-60 -20 20V

0.7
A

c: Jx=.9J

-60 -20 20V

1.57

3.14
beta

-60-2020V

1.2·10-9
C

-60-20 20V

0.00005
B

-60-20 20V

0.00005
A

d: Jx=1.5J

-60 -20 20V

1.57

3.14
beta

-60-20 20V

6.·10-21
C

-60-2020V

1.5·10-10
B

-60-2020V

1.5·10-10
A

FIG .7. A; B ; C and � for transm ission through (a) the

closed AB ring (Jx = 0),and fortheopen interferom eterwith

(b)Jx = :15J,(c)Jx = :9J and (d)1:5J.Thethin linein the

lowestfram esshowstheexactintrinsicphase� (from Fig.5).

The Q D param etersare the sam e asin Fig.5.
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with the conventions B ; C > 0, as used in the anal-

ysis ofexperim ents. Note the decreasing m agnitude of

the am plitudes as Jx increases,due to the large losses

to the lossy channels. Note also thatforJx = 0 the re-

sultsreproduce those forthe closed interferom eter,with

� jum ping discontinuously between 0 and �. As Jx in-

creases, the \data" for � becom e sm oother, and they

approach the\intrinsic" valuesof� forinterm ediateval-

ues ofJx � 0:9J. However,as Jx increases further,�

\retracts" towardsa m oresteep variation neareach res-

onance.Although theelectron crosseseach \com b" only

once,due to the sm allvalues ofthe com b transm ission

T,itisre
ected severaltim esfrom the\com bs"back to-

wardsthe Q D,due to the increasing \com b" re
ection.

Therefore,the electron visitsthe Q D severaltim es,and

the�nalAB transm ission doesnotre
ectthecorrectde-

sired tD .

Finally, we allow also a lossy channelconnected di-

rectly to the dot. Asseen in Fig. 8,thiselim inatesthe

Fano zeroesofB and causesa \sm earing" ofthe sharp

Fano \phase lapses" in �. Technically,the losses from

theQ D introducecom plex self-energieson thedot,which

m ovethezeroesofT away from therealenergy axis.In-

terestingly,Fig.8 resem blestheexperim entsofSchuster

etal.[5]

-60 -20 20V

1.57

3.14
beta

-60-20 20V

6.·10-10
C

-60-20 20V

0.00003
B

-60-20 20V

0.00004
A

FIG .8. Sam e as Fig. 7,but with a \lossy" channelat-

tached to the Q D ,with coupling J
0

x = Jx = :9J.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

Basically,wehavem adethree explicitpredictions:

� For single channelleads,the Q D transm ission and

itsphase are related via TD = 
2
B
sin2 �. In such cases,

the m easurem entofTD also yields�.

� M easurem entsofthe transm ission T in a closed in-

terferom etercontain m uch inform ation on both them ag-

nitude TD and the phase� ofthe \bare" Q D.

� O pen interferom eters do not usually obey the two-

slit criteria. Therefore,the phase � m easured via a �t

to Eq.(14)willusually notyield theintrinsicQ D phase

�. However,optim ization ofthe losses can achieve the

two-slitconditions,and yield � = �.

In principle,the con�guration ofFig. 1c allowsa full

study ofallthe cases discussed here: setting the volt-

age on the reference site �0 ! � 1 sends VB to zero,

and yieldsthe \intrinsic" transm ission through the Q D,

TD .Setting the gate voltageon the Q D V = �D ! � 1

yields the reference transm ission TB = sin2 �B . Setting

thecouplingtothe\lossy"channels(Jx)tozero,bysom e

m anipulations ofthe relevant gates,yields the \closed"

case.In thiscase,variation of�0 allowsvariation ofVB ,

and extrapolation of� to �. Finally,varying Jx allows

optim ization ofthe two-slit condition,yielding another

m easurem entofthe \intrinsic" phase �. W e hope that

thisreview willstim ulatethebuildup ofsuch 
exibleex-

perim entalsystem s.
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