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The electron transm ission through a closed Aharonov-Bohm m esoscopic solid-state interferom e-

ter,with aquantum dot(Q D )on oneofthepaths,iscalculated exactly forasim plem odel.Although

theconductanceisan even function ofthem agneticux (dueto O nsager’srelations),in m any cases

onecan usethem easured conductancetoextractboth theam plitudeand thephaseofthe\intrinsic"

transm ission am plitude tD = � ijtD je
i� D through the \bare" Q D .W e also propose to com pare this

indirectm easurem entwith the (hitherto untested)directrelation sin
2
(�D )� jtD j

2
=m ax(jtD j

2
).

PACS num bers:73.63.-b,03.75.-b,85.35.D s

Recentadvancesin nanoscienceraised interestin quan-

tum dots (Q Ds), which represent arti�cialatom s with

experim entally controllable properties[1,2]. Connecting

the Q D via m etallic leads to electron reservoirs yields

resonanttransm ission through theQ D,with peakswhen-

evertheFerm ienergy in theleadscrossesa resonanceon

the Q D.The energies of the latter are varied by con-

trolling the plunger gate voltage on the Q D,V . The

quantum inform ation on the tunneling ofan electron is

contained in the com plex transm ission am plitude,tD =

� i
p
TD e

i� D . The phase �D is particularly interesting,

given itsrelation totheadditionalelectron occupation in

the system via the Friedelsum rule [3,4]. Thisphase is

also predicted to exhibitinteresting behaviore.g.neara

K ondo-like resonance [5]. This m otivated experim ental

attem ptstom easure�D [6,7],usingtheAharonov-Bohm

interferom eter(ABI)[8].

In the ABI,the Q D is placed on one branch,in par-

allelto a \reference" branch (both connecting the two

externalleads). A m agnetic ux � in the area between

the two branches creates a phase di�erence � = e�=�hc

between the wave functions in the two branches[9]. In

the two-slitlim it,the totalABItransm ission is

T = jtj2 = jtD e
i� + tB j

2 = A + B cos(� + �); (1)

with � = �D � �, where � contains V -independent

contributions from the reference transm ission, tB =

� ijtB je
i�B ,and from theelectron \optical" pathson the

twobranches.However,forthe\closed"two-term inalge-

om etry,unitarity (conservation ofcurrent)and tim e re-

versalsym m etry im ply theO nsagerrelations[10],which

state thatthe two-term inalconductance,G = (e2=h)T ,

is an even function of�. Therefore,a naive �t ofthe

experim entaltransm ission to Eq. (1) m ustyield � = 0

or� { with no relation to �D .Indeed,the experim ental

data [6]forT depend only on cos� [11].

Aim ing to m easurea non-trivialAB phaseshift� then

led to experim ents with \open" interferom eters [7,12],

which contain additional\leaky" channels,breaking the

O nsagersym m etry.A �tto Eq.(1)then yieldsa phase

� which increases(with V )graduallyfrom 0to� through

each resonance. However,the detailed V -dependence of

� depends on the strength ofthe coupling to the addi-

tionalterm inals[13].Although itispossibleto optim ize

thisstrength,and reproducethetwo-slitconditions[14],

thisinvolveslargeuncertainties.

In thepresentpaperwepresentexactresultsfortheto-

taltransm issionoftheclosedABI,T .Although T iseven

in �,contradictingthesim pletwo-slitEq.(1),itdoesde-

pend on both TD and �D .Underappropriateconditions

(seebelow),onecan thusextract�D from them easured

T ,elim inating the need to open the interferom eter.This

possibleextraction wasnotnoticed in earlierdiscussions

oftheclosed ABI.Theoreticalanalysesused theK eldysh

technique,com bined with thewide-band and related ap-

proxim ations[15,16],orignoredelectron-electroninterac-

tions[17].Theseapproxim ations,which som etim esm iss

im portantfeaturesoftheresults(seebelow),areavoided

in our calculation,which is done in the linear response

lim it,and attem peratureT = 0.

W edem onstrateourresultsfora sim plelatticem odel,

shown in Fig. 1: for� = 0,each (unitlength)segm ent

in the�gurerepresentsa realtight-binding hopping m a-

trix elem ent � J; � IL ; � IR ; � JL and � JR ,as in-

dicated. Allthe on-site energiesare zero,except�D on

the site \dot" and �0 on the site \ref" (which sits on

thereferencepath and representsa sim plepointcontact,

a tunneljunction,etc). The latter two energies can be

varied experim entally by the plunger(orpointcontact)

gatevoltages�D � V and �0 � V0 [11].Asusualforsuch

m odels,electron-electron interactions are included only

viaan on-siteHubbard interaction U on theQ D.TheAB

phasein thetriangle,� = �L + �R ,isincluded by attach-

ing a factor ei�L (ei�R ) to the hopping m atrix elem ent

JL (JR ). AtT = 0,the electron energy �k = � 2J cosk

is equalto the Ferm ienergy on the leads,�F ,and we
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calculatethe transm ission forelectronswith spin �.

W e start by reviewing the \intrinsic" transm ission

through the Q D,without the reference path (e.g. for

large jV0j= j�0j,or with IL = IR = 0). Adapting the

resultsofRef.[18],onehas

tD = � iD sin�D e
i� D � 2isinjkjJL JR gD (�k)=J; (2)

with the Q D asym m etry factorD = 2JL JR =(J
2

L
+ J2

R
)

and the \intrinsic" G reen function on the Q D,gD (�k)=

1=[�k � �D � �D (�k)]. Here,�D (�k) is the self-energy

on theQ D,which containscontributionsfrom theleads,

�D ;ext = � eijkj(J2
L
+ J2

R
)=J (which exists also for the

non-interactingcase[13]),and from theelectron-electron

interactionson the Q D itself,�D ;int(!)(which vanishes

when U = 0).As�D � V increases,�D growsgradually

from zero (farbelow theresonance),through �=2 (atthe

resonance),towards� (farabovethe resonance).

Interestingly,forthisone-dim ensionalm odel,norm al-

izing the m easured TD = jtD j
2 = 2

D
sin2(�D ) by its

(V -independent) m axim um 2
D
yields the value of�D .

Assum ing coherence,this(hitherto ignored)m ethod for

m easuring �D directly from TD elim inates the need for

any com plicated interferom etry![19]In the rem ainderof

this paper we discuss ways ofextracting �D indirectly,

from the closed ABIm easurem ents. Com paring results

from sin2(�D ) = TD =
2

D
,from the closed ABI (below)

and from the open ABI [14] (all with the sam e Q D)

should serveasconsistency checksforthisconclusion.

The sam e analysis yields the transm ission am plitude

through the referencepath (when e.g.JL = JR = 0),

tB = � iB sin�B e
i�B � 2isinjkjIL IR gB (�k)=J (3)

with thebarereferencesiteG reen function gB = 1=[�k �

�0 + eijkj(I2
L
+ I2

R
)=J],and B = 2IL IR =(I

2

L
+ I2

R
).In the

two-slitsituation,Eqs. (2)and (3)su�ce to determ ine

theoveralltransm ission,asin Eq.(1).However,thesit-

uation ism orecom plicated fortheclosed ABI.Them ain

resultofthe presentpaperconcernsthe exacttransm is-

sion am plitude through the closed ABI,

t= A D tD e
i� + A B tB ; (4)

wherewe�nd A D = gB (�k� �0)G D (�k)=gD (�k)and A B =

1+ G D (�k)�ext(�k).Here,G D (!)= 1=[! � �D � �(!)]is

the fully \dressed" G reen function on the Q D,with the

dressed self-energy � = � int + �ext. Both term s here

di�er from their counterpartsin the \intrinsic" � D ,by

contributions due to the reference path. Equation (4)

lookslikethetwo-slitform ula,t= tD e
i� + tB .However,

each ofthe term s is now renorm alized: A D contains all

theadditionalprocessesin which theelectron \visits"the

referencesite (A D = 1 when IL = IR = 0),and A B con-

tainsthecorrectionsto tB dueto \visits" on thedot.In

fact,a physicalderivation ofEq.(4)am ountsto starting

from Eq. (2),and adding an in�nite powerseriesin IL

and IR . W e now discuss the �-dependence ofT � jtj2,

in connection with the O nsager relations and with the

possibleindirectextraction of�D .

W e �rstnote thatboth partsin �(�k)are even in �,

due to additive contributions (with equal am plitudes)

from clockwiseand counterclockwisem otionsoftheelec-

tron around the ring (see e.g. Refs.[8,13,17,20]). In

orderthatT also dependsonly on cos�,asrequired by

the O nsager relations,the ratio K � AB tB =(A D tD ) �

~x[G D (�k)
�1 + �ext(�k)], with the real coe�cient ~x =

IL IR =[JLJR (�k � �0)],m ustbe real,i.e.

=[G D (�k)
�1 + �ext(�k)]� =�int � 0: (5)

Thesam erelation followsfrom theunitarity ofthe2� 2

scattering m atrix ofthe ring. This relation already ap-

peared forthe specialcase ofsingle im purity scattering,

in connection with the Friedelsum rule [4],and wasim -

plicitly contained in Eq. (2),where =�D ;int = 0 [18].

Equation (5) im plies that (at T = 0 and ! = �k) the

interaction self-energy �int(�k)isreal,and thereforethe

width ofthe resonance,=G D (�k)
�1 ,is fully determ ined

by the non-interacting self-energy =�ext(�k).

Since �ext(!) depends only on the (non-interacting)

tight-binding term s,it is easy to calculate it explicitly.

W e �nd � ext(�k)= �D ;ext(�k)+ � ext,where

� ext = e
2ijkj

gB (J
2

L I
2

L + J
2

R I
2

R + 2JLJR IL IR cos�)=J
2
: (6)

The term proportional to cos� com es from the elec-

tron clock-and counterclockwisem otion around theABI

\ring".Sim ilarly,one can write �int(�k)= �D ;int(�k)+

� int,and thus G D (�k)
�1 = gD (�k)

�1 � �,with � =

� ext + � int. Hence,t= A D tD (e
i� + K ). W riting also

A D = C=[1� gD (�k)�],with C = (� k � �0)gB ,we�nd

T = jC j2TD
1+ K 2 + 2K cos�

1� 2<[gD �]+ jg D �j
2
: (7)

Equation (7)presentsan alternativeform ofourm ain

result. Although the num erator looks like the two-slit

Eq. (1),with � = 0 or � (depending on signK ),the

new physicsiscontained in thedenom inator{ which be-

com esim portantin thevicinity ofa resonance.Thecen-

tralterm in this denom inatordepends explicitly on the

phase ofthe com plex num bergD . Since this num ber is

directly related to tD ,via Eq. (2),one m ay expect to

extract�D from a �tto Eq.(7),taking advantageofthe

dependenceofthedenom inatoron cos�.Physically,this

dependenceoriginatesfrom thein�nitesum overelectron

pathswhich circulate the ABIring.The restofthispa-

per is devoted to the conditions for such an extraction.

G enerally,this is not trivial,as one needs the detailed

dependenceof� on cos� and on thevariousparam eters.

W ehavepresented thisdependencefor� ext,butnotfor

� int.
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The extraction of �D becom es easy when one m ay

neglect � int. The sim plest case for this is for single-

electron scattering,when �int = 0.Interactions(i.e.U )

are also negligible for a relatively open dot,with sm all

barriers at its contacts with the leads [21]. Another

e�ectively single-electron scattering case arises near a

Coulom b blockade resonance,when the e�ect ofinter-

actionscan sim ply be absorbed into a Hartree-likeshift,

�D + �int ! �D + N U ,ifone assum es thatN depends

sm oothly on thenum berofelectronson theQ D,and not

on � [20]. Ifone m ay neglect � int,then � � � ext is

given in Eq.(6).Using also Eqs.(2)and (3),we�nd

T = jC j2TD
1+ K 2 + 2K cos�

1+ 2P (z+ cos�)+ Q (z+ cos�)2
; (8)

where z = (J2
L
I2
L
+ J2

R
I2
R
)=(2JL JR IL IR ),P = <[vtB tD ],

Q = jvtB j
2TD ,and v = e2ijkj=(2sin2 jkj) depends only

on the Ferm iwavevectork,independentofany detailof

the ABI.A 5-param eter�tto the explicit�-dependence

in Eq. (8) for given values of V and V0 then yields

jC j2TD ;K ;z;P and Q ,and thuscos(�D + �B + 2jkj)=

P=
p
Q ,from which one can extract the V -dependence

of�D . The sam e V -dependence of�D isalso contained

in K / (cot�D + cotjkj)). As discussed after Eq. (2),

ourm odelalso im pliesthatTD = 2
D
sin2(�D ).Sincethe

V -dependence ofTD can also be extracted from the �t-

ted valuesofeitherjC j2TD orQ ,weend up with several

consistency checks for the determ ination of�D . Addi-

tionalchecksarise from directm easurem entsofTD and

TB = jtB j
2, by taking the lim its jV0j = j�0j ! 1 or

jV j= j�D j! 1 .

The LHS fram e in Fig.2 showsan exam ple ofthe V -

and �-dependence ofT for this lim it (no interactions),

with k = �=2 and JL = JR = IL = IR = 1; V0 = 4 (in

unitsofJ),im plying K = �D =�0 = V=V0.Faraway from

the resonanceT � 1,Q � jP j� 1 and jK j� 1,yield-

ing the two-slit-like form T � A + B cos�,dom inated

by its �rst harm onic,with B =A � 2[K �1 � P ]. How-

ever,close the the resonance T shows a rich structure;

the denom inatorin Eq.(8)generateshigherharm onics,

and the two-slitform ula iscom pletely wrong. Thisrich

structure m ay be m issed ifone neglects parts ofthe �-

dependenceof�,asdonein Ref.[16].NotealsotheFano

vanishing [22]ofT forV � 10 at� = 2n�,with integer

n. W ithoutinteractions,everything can be extended to

a Q D with m any resonances,e.g.dueto Coulom b block-

adeshiftsin thee�ective�d with thenum berofelectrons.

Using a generalization to Eq.(8),given in Ref.[14],the

RHS fram e in Fig. 2 shows results for two resonances,

with �D = � 5.Interestingly,Fig.2 isqualitatively sim i-

larto the experim entally m easured transm ission in Ref.

[11].However,sofartherehasbeen noquantitativeanal-

ysisofthe experim entaldata.

Totreatthegeneralcase,weneed inform ation on � int.

First of all, we em phasize that a successful�t to Eq.

(8) justi�es the neglectofthe �-dependence of� int. If

the various procedures to determ ine �D from Eq. (8)

yield the sam e V -dependence, this would also con�rm

that� int isnegligibly sm all. A failure ofthischeck,or

a m ore com plicated dependence ofthe m easured T on

cos�,would im ply that� int isnotnegligible.

As seen from Eq. (6),� ext is fully determ ined by a

single \visit" ofthe electron at \ref". For sm allTB ,or

largejV0j= j�0j,itisreasonableto conjecture that� int

isalso dom inated by such processes.In thatcase,weex-

pect� int to be proportionalto the sam e bracketsasin

Eq. (6),i.e. � int � w(z+ cos�),with a realcoe�cient

w. Thisyieldsthe sam e dependence ofT on cos� asin

Eq. (8),with a shifted coe�cientv. Ifw depends only

weakly on V ,then this shift has little e�ect on the de-

term ination of�D . Again,the validity ofthisapproach

relieson getting the sam e V -dependence of�D from all

ofitsdi�erentdeterm inations.

The situation becom es m ore com plicated near a

K ondo-like resonance. M aintaining the (non-trivial)as-

sum ption that G D = 1=[! � �D � �D (!)],the K ondo

peak attheFerm ienergy m ustbegenerated by �D .For

the intrinsic Q D,this yields �D = �=2 and tD = D ,

resulting in a V -independent plateau for TD . A priori,

it is not obvious what happens in the presence ofthe

\reference" path. Hofstetteretal. identi�ed the K ondo

region byrequiringthatthephase�res ofthefully dressed

G reen function G D be equalto �=2. O urresultforG D

showsthatthisisim possible:the phase �res dependson

�,via the �-dependence of�,and thuscannotbe setat

the constantvalue �=2. (Apparently,this�-dependence

wasneglected in theanalyticparts,and weak forthenu-

m ericalparam etersused in Ref.[16]).Alternatively,one

m ight assum e that the \bare" Q D sticks to the K ondo

resonance,and thus�D = �=2(independentofV )evenin

the ABI.Equation (7)then replacesthe K ondo plateau

by a com plicated dependence on � (including the �rst

harm onic),which di�ers signi�cantly from that ofRef.

[16].Clearly,thislim itrequiresm oreresearch.

Finally,we give som e m ore details ofour derivation.

O urHam iltonian,which sim ply addsthe reference path

to thatofNg and Lee[18],is

H = �D

X

�

d
y
�d� +

U

2

X

�

nd�nd�

+
X

k�

�kc
y

k�
ck� +

X

k�

�

Vkd
y
�ck� + V�

kc
y

k�
d�

�

+ �0

X

�

c
y

0�c0� +
X

k�

�

Ukc
y

0�ck� + U�
kc

y

k�
c0�

�

; (9)

where c
y

k�
creates single particle eigenstates (with spin

�) on the unperturbed \background" chain (with IL =

IR = J,JL = JR = 0),with eigenenergy �k = � 2J cosk,

while c0� =
P

k
ck�=

p
N ,Uk = � [(IL � J)e�ik + (IR �

J)eik]=
p
N ,and Vk = � (JLe

i�‘�ik + JR e
�i� r+ ik)=

p
N .
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Theoperatorson thedot,d� and d
y
�,anti-com m utewith

ck�;c
y

k�
.Also,nd� = dy�d�,and � � � �.

As stated above,one can derive Eq. (4) by expand-

ing Eq. (2) in powers ofIL and IR . A m ore general

approach uses the standard relation between the 2 � 2

scattering m atrix Tkk0 and them atrix ofretarded single-

particle G reen functions,G kk0(!) = �kk0g
0

k
+ g0

k
T �
kk0
g0
k0
,

with g0
k
(!)= 1=(! � �k),evaluated on the energy shell,

! = �F = �k = �k0 [5]. The equation-of-m otion (EO M )

m ethod is then used to express (! � �k)G kk0(!) and

(! � �k)G kd(!)aslinearcom binationsofeach otherand

ofG D (!),allowing usto expresseach ofthem (and thus

also t / Tjkj;jkj) in term s ofG D (!),yielding Eq. (4).

Sincewedo notusean explicitsolution forG D (!)itself,

we don’tneed to dealwith the higher ordercorrelation

functions(due to U ),which appearin itsEO M .

W e hope thatourpaperwillstim ulate attem ptsto �t

experim entaldatato ourEq.(8),and to com parethere-

sulting�D with itsdirectestim ateviaT .Thisprocedure

should work in m any cases. W e also hope that our pa-

perwillstim ulate m ore detailed theoreticalcalculations

of� int.Asexplained,the existing approxim atecalcula-

tionsm issthecrucial�-dependence oftheseinteraction-

dependentterm s.
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FIG .1. M odelforthe closed ABI.
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FIG .2. AB transm ission T versustheAB phase� and the

gatevoltageV ,forone(LHS)and two (RHS)non-interacting

resonances.
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