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The conductance G through a closed Aharonov-Bohm m esoscopic solid-state interferom eter
(which conserves the electron current), w ith a quantum dot (@D ) on one of the paths, dependsonly
on cos , where = hc =e is the m agnetic ux through the ring. The absence of a phase shift

n the

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

the \Intrinsic" transm ission am plitude b = J» jei through the QD , and ld to studies of open
interferom eters. Herewe show that (a) for single channelleads, can bededuced from jp j with no

need for interferom etry; (o) the explicit dependence of G ( ) on cos

(In the closed case) allows a

determm ination ofboth Jp jand ; (c) In the open case, resuls depend on the details of the opening,
but optin ization of these details can yield the two-slit conditions which relate the m easured phase

shift to

I. NTRODUCTION

Recent advances in nanoscience raised much interest
In quantum dots @D s), which represent arti cialatom s
w ith experim entally controllable properties i_]:;_j] The
quantum nature of the QD is re ected by resonant tun—
neling through i, asm easured when the QD is connected
via m etallic leads to electron reservoirs. The m easured
conductance G show s peaks w henever the Ferm i energy
of the electrons crosses a resonance on the QD . E xper—
In entally, the energies of these resonances are varied
by controlling the plunger gate volage on the QD, V.
Quantum m echanically, the inform ation on the tunnel-
Ing is contained In the com plex transm ission am plitude,
tp = Tpe . It isthus of great Interest to m easure
both the magniude Tp and the phase , and study
their dependence on V. A lthough the former can be
deduced from measuring G , via the Landauer formula
ig], G = %T , experim ental inform ation on the latter
has only becom e accessble since 1995 K8], using the
Aharonov-Bohm @AB) interferom eter [_6].

In the AB Interferometer, an incom ing electronic
waveguide is split into two branches, which pin again
Into the outgoing waveguide. Aharonov and Bohm Ej]
predicted that a m agnetic ux through the ring would
add a di erence = e =hc between the phases of the
w ave functions in the tw o branches ofthe ring, yielding a
periodic dependence of the overall tranam ission T on
P lacing a QD on one ofthe branches, as in Fig. 1a, and
using the other path as a \reference path", w ith a trans—
m ission am plitude tz , one expects T also to depend on
the \intrinsic" am plitude & . In the two-slit lin it, one
hasT = et +5 f=A+Boos( + ),with = + ,
w here the reference phase  is independent ofthe QD pa-—
ram eters, and thus set at zero. H owever, for the \closed"
tw o-termm inalgeom etry, as shown in Fig. la and used by
Yacoby et al Eff], the two-slit expectation that =
was clearly wrong: Unitarity (conservation of current)

and tin e reversal sym m etry in ply the O nsager relations
Bd], which state that G () = G (), and therefore
must be equalto zero or . Indeed, a t of the the ex—
perin ental data 4] to the above two-slit ormula, w ith
B > 0, gives a phase shit which \Jumps" from 0 to

near each resonance of the QD , and then exhibits an
a priori unexpected abrupt \phase lapse" back to 0, be-
tw een every pair of resonances.
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FIG.1l. Model or the AB interferometer: (a) 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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A In ing to m easure a non-trivialAB phase shift then
Jed to experim ents w ith six-temm inal \open" interferom —
eters Fig. 1b) Bs0], where the additional our \leaky"
channels lead to absorbing reservoirs. T hese interferom e-
ters break the O nsager sym 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 measured  is equal to the \intrinsic"

. Recently f_l-]_}] we showed that this assum ption is not
necessarily always valid: the detailed V -dependence of
depends on the strength of the coupling to the addi-
tionaltem inals. T hus, we posed the challenge of nding
clear criteria as to when them easured equals

In the present paper we review three aspects of this
problem . In Sec. 2 we show that in som e cases one has
Tp, = 2 sin® ,where p isa constant measuring the
asymm etry ofthe QD . In these cases, is detem ined by
Tp , and there isno need to build special interferom eters
tomeasure . W e also show that In m any cases the de—
tailed ux-dependence of the m easured conductance of
the closed interferom eter contains inform ation which al-
low s the deduction of both Tp and , elin nating the
need to open the interferom eter. In Sec. 3 we then re—
view recent work f_l-z_i] In which we showed that an open-
ing like that shown in Fig. 1lc, with \forks" of \lossy"
channels on each segm ent of the AB ring, can be tuned
so that one reproduces the two-slit conditions. In those
cases, one indeed has = . However, this tuning re—
quires som e optin ization of the param eters, and cannot
be guaranteed for an arbirary open interferom eter.

II.CLOSED AB INTERFEROM ETER
A .M odelw ith one QD resonance

Our model is shown in Fig. 2: W e start with an
isolated quantum dot, wih a sihgl localized level (of
single particle energy p , representing the gate voltage
V ) and on-site H ubbard interaction U, and w ith a one—
din ensional tight-binding chain, w ith sites at integer co—
ordinates, w ith zero on-site energies and w ith nearest—
neighbor (nn) hoppihgm atrix elem entsequalto J.W e
next connect the dot to the sites 1 on the chain, via
matrix elements J to the kft, and J to the right,
and also m odify the lower branch of the resulting tri-
angle: site 0 becom es the \reference" site, w ith on-site
energy o, w ith no Interactions and w ith nn hopping en—
ergies I (rplacing the orighal J). Experim entally,
the reference site can represent a sin ple point contact,
tunnel junction, etc. T he triangle so form ed contains an
Aharonov-Bohm phase, = ++ ,,where (for sinplic-
ity), the phase . ( ;) is attached to the bond w ith the
hopping m atrix elem ent J+ (Jy) (Wwe choose J; I; J. and

J, to be real). Hence, the Ham iltonian of the system
reads
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w here the operator q{ creates single particle eigenstates
(wih spin ) on theunperturbed chain wWithI= J,J. =
]:Jr = O)pw_jth eigenenergy = 2Joosk(whj1e =
L& = N,and Vxy = (@& " ¥ + Jgeet t )= N,
T he operators on the dot are denoted by d and &, and
they anticom m ute w ith the band operators o, ;q‘: .The
dot Ham ilttonian is
X 1 X
dFd + 5U

Hp = »p ng ng—j 2)

with ng = d&d , and — denotes the spin opposite to

T he Ham ittonian @) is a sin ple generalization of that
used by Ng and Lee {13], to which we added the refer-
ence path.
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FIG.2. M odel for the closed interferom eter.

B . Transm ission

For sin plicity, we discuss only zero tem perature, so
that  is set equal to the Fem i energy In the leads.
The 2 2 scattering m atrix is easily related to the m a—
trix of retarded single-particle G reen functions, G . (! ),
evaliated on the energy shell, ! = . [_1-Z_i] We use
the equation-ofm otion m ethod to express G, (! ) and
G4 (!) In temm softhe G reen function on thedot, G 44 (!)
f_l-lé']. T he equation-ofm otion for the latter has the form

X
(! a)Ggaq ()= 1+ VkGyg 1)+ U ggq.a () )
k

The last tetmn on the RH S represents the e ect of the
interactions, w ith ddd;d (!) being the tem poral Fourier



transform of 44 ® = i ©h EOd©d ©;d i.
Th.s second term on the RHS ofEq. (:_3) can be w ritten
as L VxG, ()= A()Gy (), mplyingthat A (!)
contains the full contrbution of the non-interacting
H am iltonian to the selfenergy on thedot. Thuswew rite

GagM) P =1 me (D) + A (D); @)

where . (!) represents the self energy due to the In-
teractions, which vanisheswhen U = 0. At ! = | we
have
(g 4T3+ g2 i3k 3
A ()= eI 3ieyg Lt b cos
2 2 .
= SRR s kIE + )Y )

where the -dependent quantitiesY and Z arede ned In
this equation, while , = 2J.J,=(J% + J?) is the asym —
m etry factor for the dot, and

tg = dishpe'® = 2iVy shkF W@ + 2Vs ¥ (6)
is the tranam ission am plitude of the \background" path
(when J. = J, = 0), wih the e ective hopping energy
Vs = I*=(x o). -,

T he other equations ofm otion [_l§] then yield the other
G reen functions, and we end up w ith

t =Gy (k) T=e" + Gyg(x) !

B

JJy i
=tBGdd(k) Vs e+ k D

A (x)
int(k) : (7)

E quation ('_'2) isone ofourm ain results. It expressest in
term s ofthe fully dressed single particle QD G reen fiinc-
tion, which depends on both paths of the Interferom eter
and therefore also on the AB phase . The ramaining
discussion ain s to see if one can extract infom ation on
the \intrinsic" QD tranam ission from m easurem ents of
T =1 f.

The O nsager relations require that the conductance,
and therefore also T = } F, must be an even finction
of . It isclar from Eqg. (-'_7.) that this holds only if

zpdd(k) !

= =[x D

A (k)]
me (k)] 0: @®)

Indeed, we found the sam e condition to follow from the
unitarity ofthe scattering m atrix. T he sam e sort of re—
lation appears for the single in purity scattering, in con—
nection w ith the Friedel sim rule {[6]. Equation (4) in -
plies that the interaction selfenergy ., (k) isreal, and
isan even finction of . It also mpliesthat =G 4 (k) *
is fully determ ined by the non-interacting self-
energy =A (x).

It is now convenient to rewrite G 4 (k) In tem s of
its phase, . W riting Guy (x)sh kx3j0% + J2)=J1' =
1+Y)d oot ),we nd

h

2 .
T =3%F=285 ~sh® + ~ cos
pP— 21
Tg 1+ Y)cot + cotkij+ 2 ; 9)
with ~ = p J=F+ 2Vg e*Ij=  3sin (s + kI=sh k3

and T = 15 F. Interestingly, the second tem in the
square brackets is of the Fano form [_1-]’] At =0, 1
re ects the possbility for a com plete destructive inter-
ference, with T = 0. A sin ilar expression for T was
derived by H ofstetter et al (18], but their approxin ations
ignore the explicit dependence of som e param eters (4g.
Y) on

W hen one cutso the reference path, Vg = 0,Eq. {z)
reduces to the \intrinsic" QD transm ission am plitude,

t, = ip sh e' ,wih
t g+ D o (k) 10)
O = CO H
I Tan k307 + 92)=3
where .. (x) = 4.(x)¥,-0. It is interesting to

note that for our sihglechannel (one-din ensional) leads,
wehave T, = 2 sih® (as already noted by Ng and
Lee Iij]). Sihce p does not depend on the energy i
or on the gate voltageV = p, it llows that a m ea—
surem ent of"lgp in m ediately also yields the phase
,viasn = Tp =m ax(Tp )! In m any cases, the m ea—
surem ent of Tp already yields , elin hating the need
to perform com plicated interferom eter m easurem ents. It
would be very interesting to test this, for cases where
is m easured independently (eg. wih an open interfer—
om eter, see below ).

Thephase 0fG, (k) isnow given by
oot = (oot Z+X)=1+Y); 11)
where X = ( (k) e (x)=B0 kI + I2)=J]

contains only the e ects of the reference path on the in-
teraction selfenergy of the dot. O ne way to proceed is
to calculate X , eg. using a perturbative expansion in
Vp or using a fi1ll solution of the interacting case. Even
w ithout calculating X , we expect it to be an even func—
tion of . Alhough doesnot depend on , usually
depends on vaX;Y and 7).

they relate the -dependence ofthemeasured T wih
the QD param eters. W e are not aw are of earlier discus—
sions which separate between the roles played by and

C .Possible m easurem ents

W e now discuss a few 1im its in which a m easurem ent
ofT ,Eq. @), can yield mform ation on the \intrinsic"
phase and thus on the f1ll \intrinsic" tranam ission tp .
F irst, consider a relatively open dot, w ith sm allbarriers
at its contactsw ith the leads. In such circum stances, the



electron wave function spreads over the lads, and it has

only a an all am plitude on the dot itself, thus reducing

the e ects of interactions. T his, and the related better

screening t_fgi], impl that X § £ 3 In this limi, Eq.

C_l-]_; ) Wih X = 0) gives the detailed dependence of on
. Equation (cfi then has the fom

i

T j—‘ﬁ =A 1i Z:;OKS
_ 1+ K %+ 2K cos .
=A 1+ 2<zcos + ZF%cos? ' 12)
w ith coe cientswhich dependon p; s ; kJjand .For
the closed interferom eter, K is real. The cos in the de—

nom nator, which results from the self energy in the dot
G reen function, is due to Interference w ithin the ring,
between clockw ise and counterclockw ise m otions of the
electron. In the lin it ofam allVy onehasz / t . F itting
data to Eq. C_l-g‘) would con m that one is In this non-
Interacting lm i, and would yield the V -dependence of
the \intrinsic" phase (aswellasthe V -independent pa—
rameters p; g and k7Jj.Notethata tto the explicit

-dependence in Eq. ('_l-g:) ismuch pre%n:ed overa tto
a ham onic expansion ofthe form T = a, cosn . Fig—
ure 3 show san exam ple oftheV —and -dependence ofT
fr this lim it. The denom nator ;n Eq. {{4), which con-
tains the nform ation on  via z (and thus determm ines
the higher ham onics in T ), is m ostly visble near the
resonance at V. = 0. Far away from the resonance this
denom nator is small, and T can be approxin ated by
A+ Bcos( + ),where iszeroor below or above
the point V. = 0.
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FIG . 3. Dependence of the AB tranam ission T on the AB
phase and the gate voltage V for a single non-interacting
resonance.

Second, note that allthe -dependent functionsX ; Y

and Z becom e an allwhen Vi (and therefore % =J)
is an all. Except very close to the QD resonance, w here

= =2,weconcluidethat = + O (g ). Thus, at least
aw ay from resonancesone can study the transnm ission for
severalvalies 0of Vg Which can be varied via the point
contact voltage (), estinate (V) (assom e average over

) foreach Vy and extrapolate Vi to zero to obtain ,
w ithout explicit know ledge ofX ( ).

T he situation becom es even m ore interesting in the
Kondo regin e, when and/or remain clse to =2
over a wide range of V . Hofstetter et al f_l-é] assum ed
that = =2, and deduced the -dependence ofT .As
seen from Eqg. C_l-]_;), one cannothave = =2 withoutne-
glkcting the -dependence ofX ; Y and Z . A ltematively,
if the Kondo condition implies that = =2 then the
m easurem ent of the -dependence of T could give in—
form ation on the -dependence ofX . IfVy issu ciently
an allthen willshow snall -dependent deviations from

=2 w thin the K ondo plateau, and rem ain very close the

elsew here. For larger Vg , a resonance on the QD (ie.

= =2) may resul In signi cant deviation of from

=2. The question whether this deviation relates to the

variety ofplateau valuesobserved by Jietal f_l-C_i deserves
further study.

In any case, the above discussion dem onstratesthat al-
though a m easurem ent of the tranam ission of the closed
AB interferom eter does not yield a non-trivialAB phase
shift , the data still contain m uch infom ation on the
properties of the \intrinsic" QD .

III.OPEN AB INTERFEROM ETER
A .M odel for m ulti-resonances

W e next discuss the conditions for obtaining the equal-
ity = in an open AB interferom eter. In principle,
we could repeat the above discussion for the open case;
as seen below, this sin ply am ounts to replacing each
\lossy" channelby a com plex selfenergy at its \base",
and then proceeding as in the closed case. However, for
the present purpose i su ces to discuss an e ectively
non-interacting case. tl2 10 bviously, ifone cannot achieve
this ain In that case then there will be problem s also
In the m ore com plicated interacting cases. W e thus re—
strict this discussion to an approxin ate treatm ent of the
Coulom b blockade (and not the K ondo) region, and treat
the Interaction term in the H artree approxim ation, re—
placing ng ng— by mg—ing . W e further sim plify this by
replacing mg—1iby a constant which increases for consec—
utive resonances. T hus, we replace the single QD by a set
of am aller dots, each containing a single resonant state,
wih energy p = Ex () V+Um 1); n= 1;:23N g.
E ach such state is connected to its left and right nearest
neighbors (nn’s) on the lads (denoted by L and R) via



bondsw ith hopping am plitudes £ J (); & M); n=
1;:5N g (see Fig. 4). The problem now reduces to a
sin ple tightbinding m odel, and for the \intrinsic" QD
we nd

o Sup 2isink )
Grr+e*)Srr+e®) HrF'
P
where Sy v aJx @)Jy @) =[x  Er M)FJ; X;Y =
L;R.

FIG.4. Model or a QD wih four resonances (to replace
the single dot In Fig. 2).

Figure 5 show s typical results for the \intrinsic" trans-
m ission Tp 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 x = 0 and the reso—
nances of the tranam ission, where T, = 1, occur exactly
when Ex b)) = x = 0,ie. whenV = U ). We
also use the sinple symm etric case, J, ) = Jr () J,
and m easure allenergies in unis of J. Interestingly, this
m odel reproduces the behavior apparently observed by
Schuster et al E]: grow s am oothly from 0 to as g
crosses Ex (n), and exhibits a sharp \phase lapse" from

to 0 between neighboring resonances, at points where
Tp = 0. These latter points, associated w ith zeroes of
S1r s rEpresent Fano-like destructive interference betw een
the states on the QD f_l-]‘,é(j;_Z-li] These zeroes in T are
m issed, and the corresponding \phase lapses" are super—

uously sm eared, when one replaces the exact Eq. C_l-i_’;)
by a sum ofBreitW igner resonances l_Z-é]
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FIG .5. \Intrinsic" trangnm ission Tp and phase ,forN = 4
resonances, with U = 20J, J, n) = Jr ) = J and k= =2.

T he gate voltage V ism easured in unitsof J.

It is interesting to note that, although there are several
resonances, the upper part of Fig. 5 is fully reproduced
when one takes from the lower part, and plots sin?

T his em phasizes again the possbility tom easure di-
rectly from T .

B .M odel for the open A B interferom eter

P lacing the above QD model on one branch of the
closed AB interferom eter, one can easily solve for T . In
the absence of interactions, we again nd the form ¢_1-2_i),
w hich is thus also valid for m any resonances. N ear each
resonance, resuls are sin ilar to those shown in Fig. 3.
A sexpected, Eq. C_1-2_1') is stillan even function of , wih
no phase shift (exoept for the apparent jum ps betw een
zero and ).

Before we discuss the open interferom eter, it is usefiil
to understand the criteria for having the two-slit situa—
tion. A crucialoondition rhavingt= t e' + t isthat
the electron go through each branch only once. Equiva—
lently, there should be no re ections from the \forks",
which connect the ring w ith the extemal leads, back into
the ring Iil:] W e achieve this by the construction shown
In Fig. 1lc: each of the four \lossy" channels in Fig. 1b
isnow replaced by a \comb" ofM channels. An analysis
of each such \comb" show s that (@) the trananm ission T
and re ection R through the \comb" is only weakly de—
pendent on the energy x near the band centerk = =2

Fig. 6a) and () the transm ission T decreases and the
re ection R Increases w ith the coupling of each \lossy"
channel in the \comb" to its \base", J, Fig. 6b) and



w ith the num berM . t_l-é]NotethatT + R < 1,dueto the
Joss into the \teeth" of the \comb". Ideally, one would
like to have T; R 1, so that in practice the electron
crosses each \comb" only once, and is not re ected from

the \comb" back into the QD .Given Fig. 6b, we ex—
pect to have optin altw o-slit conditions for intermm ediate
values of Jy, eg. Jx 0:9J orM = 6.

a b
RT RT
1 2 R 2
0.5 0.5
T ka T JX
RT 6 RT 6
0.3
0.15 0.5
T 2 3Kk T 7 X
RT 10 RT 10
0.2
0.1 0.5
T2 3 ka T 7 X

FIG .6. Tranan ission (thick line) and re ection (thin line)
through a \comb", (@) versusk at Jx = :7J and (b) versus Jx
(in unitsof J) at k = =2. The number on each fram e gives
the num ber of \teeth", M .

W e next present results for the open interferom eter
shown in Fig. 1lc. The algebra is sim ilar to that for the
closed case: each \tooth" of the \combs" can be elin —
nated from the equations, at the cost of adding a self
energy on the site of its \base", equalto J?e*=J. The re-
sul isagain ofthe form ofthe rstexpression inEq. {_1-2.'),
exoept that now K becom es com plex and therefore the
num erator in the second expression contains cos( + )
Instead of cos . To dem onstrate qualitative resuls, we
chose four identical \combs", with M = 6 \teeth" on
each and w ith the sam e hopping m atrix elem ents; allthe
hopping energies were set to  J, except for the bonds
connecting each \tooth" to its base, denoted J,. Fig—
ure 7 showsexact results forA; B; C and in tsofT
to the form

T=A+Boos( + )+ Ccos@ + )+ ::3; (14)

b: Jx=.15J

d: Jx=1.5J
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FIG.7.A; B; C and for tranam ission through (@) the
closed AB ring (Jx = 0), and for the open Interferom eter w ith
o) Jx = {157, (€) Jx = 9J and (d) 15J. The thin line in the
Jow est fram es show s the exact intrinsic phase (fom Fig. 5).
The QD param eters are the same as In Fig. 5.



with the conventions B; C > 0, as used In the anal-
ysis of experin ents. Note the decreasing m agniude of
the am plitudes as Jx Increases, due to the large losses
to the lossy channels. Note also that for J, = 0 the re—
sults reproduce those for the closed interferom eter, w ith

Jum ping discontinuously between 0 and . As Jy in—
creases, the \data" ©or become gmoother, and they
approach the \intrinsic" values of for intem ediate val-
ues of Jy 0:9J. However, as J; increases further,
\retracts" tow ards a m ore steep variation near each res—
onance. A though the electron crosses each \com b" only
once, due to the an all values of the comb tranam ission
T, it isre ected severaltin es from the \com bs" back to—
wards the QD , due to the increasing \comb" re ection.
T herefore, the electron visits the QD several tin es, and
the nalAB tranam ission doesnot re ect the correct de—
sired tp .

Finally, we allow also a lossy channel connected di-
rectly to the dot. As seen In Fig. 8, this elin inates the
Fano zeroes of B and causes a \an earing" of the sharp
Fano \phase lapses" n . Technically, the losses from
the QD introduce com plex selfenergieson the dot, which
m ove the zeroes of T away from the realenergy axis. In—
terestingly, F ig. 8 resem bles the experin ents of Schuster
et al E]

A
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60-20 20
B
0. 00003
Y,
6 -10'“9
VAN Y,

7, but wih a \lossy" channel at—

FIG.8. Same as Fi.
tached to the QD , w ith coup]jnng= Jx = 9J.

IV.CONCLUSION S

B asically, we have m ade three explicit predictions:

For single channel lads, the QD transm ission and
its phase are related via Ty = £ sin® . In such cases,
the m easurem ent of Tp also yields

M easurem ents of the tranan ission T In a closed In—
terferom eter contain m uch inform ation on both them ag-
nitude Tp and the phase ofthe \bare" QD .

O pen interferom eters do not usually obey the two—
slit criteria. Therefore, the phase measured via a t
toEq. C_l-f]) w ill usually not yield the intrinsic QD phase

. However, optin ization of the losses can achieve the
two-slit conditions, and yield =

In principle, the con guration ofFig. 1lc allows a full
study of all the cases discussed here: setting the vol-
age on the reference site ( ! 1 sends g to zero,
and yilds the \intrinsic" tranam ission through the QD,
Tp . Setting the gate voltageon the QD V = ! 1
yields the reference tranam ission Ty = sin? B . Setting
the coupling to the \lossy" channels (Jy ) to zero, by som e
m anjpulations of the relevant gates, yields the \closed"
case. In this case, variation of ; allow s variation of Vg ,
and extrapolation of to . Finally, varying J; allows
optim ization of the two-slit condition, yielding another
m easurem ent of the \intrinsic" phase . W e hope that
this review w ill stim ulate the buildup of such exible ex—
perin ental system s.
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