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A bstract

W einvestigatetheoretically thetransportofnon{interacting electrons

through an Aharanov{Bohm (AB)interferom eterwith two quantum dots

(Q D ) em bedded into its arm s. In the Coulom b{blockade regim e,trans-

port through each Q D proceeds via a single resonance. The resonances

are coupled through the arm softhe AB device butm ay also be coupled

directly.In thefram ework oftheLandauer{B�uttikerapproach,wepresent

expressions for the scattering m atrix which depend explicitly on the en-

ergies ofthe two resonances and on the AB phase. W e pay particular

attention to the crossing ofthe two resonances.

PACS num bers:72.10.Bg,72.20.D p,72.20.M y,72.15.Q m

1 Introduction

The crossing oftwo Coulom b{blockade resonances was studied in two recent

experim ents[1,2].In both cases,two quantum dots(Q D)wereim bedded into

the arm sofan Aharanov{Bohm (AB)interferom eter.By changing the param -

eters ofthe experim ent (various gate voltages and the m agnetic ux through

the AB device), it was possible to study the crossing properties oftwo iso-

lated Coulom b{blockade resonances,one each due to one ofthe two Q Ds. In

the presentpaperwe presenta theoreticalfram ework forthe analysisofboth

experim ents.

Figure 1 shows a schem atic representation ofboth experim ents. The AB

ring contains the two Q Ds labelled Q DL and Q DR where L and R stand for

leftand right,respectively.TheQ Dsareseparated by barriersfrom therestof

theAB device.Thelatterconsistsoftwo parts.In Figure1,the lower(upper)

partislabelled 1 (2,respectively).Both partsarecoupled to theoutsideworld

by a num berofleads. In Figure 1,thisnum beristwo (three)forpart1 (part

2,respectively). In ourtheoreticaltreatm ent,the num berofleadscoupled to

each partwillbearbitrary.Typically,oneoftheleadscoupled topart1(part2)

servesassource(sink,respectively)fortheelectrons.W hilethetwoQ Dsarenot

coupled directly to each otherin the �rstexperim ent[1],such a coupling does

existin the second experim ent[2].Thiscoupling isindicated schem atically by
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the dotted horizontalline representing the wire connecting Q DL and Q DR.In

Ref.[2],thestrength ofthatcoupling wascontrolled by a furthergate.Figure1

doesnotshow the plungergateswhich m akeitpossible to controlthe energies

oftheCoulom b blockaderesonancesin eitherQ D.Thereby itispossibleto have

the energies ofboth Coulom b blockade resonances coincide. Experim entally,

such crossings are seen in three{dim ensionalplots ofthe conductance versus

the plunger gate voltagesVL and VR applied on Q DL and Q DR,respectively.

Each Coulom b{blockade resonance correspondsto a ridge. The ridges ofres-

onancesin Q DL (Q DR) run essentially parallelto VR (VL,respectively). The

crossing oftwo such ridgesm arksthe crossing oftwo Coulom b{blockade reso-

nances.The coincidence oftwo resonancesalso a�ectsthe interferencepattern

ofthetransm ission ofan electron through theAB device.Thispattern depends

upon them agneticux � through thedevice.Theux isdueto a hom ogeneous

m agnetic �eld perpendicularto the plane ofthe drawing.W e are interested in

weak m agnetic �elds only. (W e recallthat for a com plete AB oscillation,the

m agnetic �eld strength typically changes at m ost by severalten m T.) There-

fore,we take into account only the AB phase due to the m agnetic ux and

neglecttheinuenceofthem agnetic�eld on theorbitalm otion oftheelectron.

G auge invariance then allows us to link the AB phase to the passage ofthe

electron through a particularpartofthe AB device.In the absenceofa direct

coupling between the two Q Ds (i.e.,without the dotted line in Figure 1),we

choose the barrierseparating Q DL from part1. W heneverthe electron leaves

(enters)Q DL forpart1(from part1),itpicksup thephasefactorexp(2i��=� 0)

(exp(� 2i��=�0),respectively)where �0 isthe elem entary ux quantum . For

brevity,we write the phase factorasexp(i�). In the presence ofa directlink

between thetwo Q Ds,thetopology oftheAB interferom eterchangesfrom that

ofa ring to thatofa �gureeight,and weusea di�erentconvention in Section 5.

In Section 2 we de�ne the Ham iltonian forthe system .In Section 3 we use

the Landauer{B�uttiker approach and present the generic form ofthe scatter-

ing m atrix which describes the experim entalsetup ofRef.[1]. In Section 4,

thisscattering m atrix isanalysed especially with regard to the crossing oftwo

Coulom b{blockaderesonances.In Section 5,wegeneralizeourtreatm entto in-

cludethesetup ofRef.[2].In Section 6 welisttheapproxim ationsand sum m a-

rizeourapproach and results.M oreover,weaddresssom eoftheapproxim ations

m ade.In particular,we discussthe neglectofthe m utualCoulom b interaction

between the two electrons which are added to the system as the resonances

becom e populated,and thatofthe Coulom b interaction between each ofthese

electronsand those on the dots. W e also addressthe role ofthe spinsofboth

quantum dotsand ofthetwo added electrons.Throughoutthepaper,wedisre-

gard tem perature averaging forsim plicity. Likewise,we disregard decoherence

e�ects although these are known to play som e role in the actualexperim ents.

W e do so because part ofthe transport through the device is known to pro-

ceed coherently. O nly this part willdisplay a dependence on the AB phase.

M oreover,decoherencehasbeen thoroughly discussed in the literature,see,for

instance,Ref.[3].
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2 H am iltonian

In de�ningtheHam iltonian ofthesystem ,weproceed in fullanalogytoRefs.[4,

5]. These papersaddressed the AB phase fora single Q D placed in one ofthe

arm s of an AB interferom eter. (For a review of work on this problem , see

Ref.[6]). W e introduce �ctitious barriersseparating parts 1 and 2 ofthe AB

devicefrom theattached leads.Likewise,weconsiderparts1and 2asseparated

from the two Q Ds. W e im pose boundary conditionson allthese barrierssuch

thatasaresult,weobtain self{adjointsingle{particleHam iltoniansH lead forthe

leads,H 1 andH 2 forthenow separatedparts1and2,and H L andH R forthetwo

Q Ds labelled Q DL and Q DR,respectively. Here H lead possessesa continuous

spectrum while the spectra ofH 1,H 2,H L and H R are discrete. W e labelthe

leadsattached to part1 (part2)by s= 1;:::;S (by t= 1;:::;T,respectively).

The transverse m odes(channels)in lead s (t) are labelled a = 1;:::;N s (a =

1;:::;N t,respectively),and correspondingly forthe creation and annihilation

operatorscy and c. The associated energiesare labelled �. The eigenvaluesof

H 1 (H 2)arelabelled E 1j (E 2j),with j= 1;:::;1 and associated creation and

annihilation operators c
y

1j (c
y

2j),and c1j (c2j,respectively). W e assum e that

transportthrough eitherQ D occursin theCoulom b{blockaderegim ewherethe

intrinsic widthsofindividualresonancesare sm allcom pared to theirspacings.

(Thespacing includes,ofcourse,thechargingenergy).W ealso assum ethatthe

tem peratureissm allin com parison with the spacings.Underthese conditions,

itislegitim ate to assum e thattransportthrough eitherQ D isdom inated by a

single Coulom b{blockade resonance. W e believe that this situation is m et or

nearly m et in the experim ents ofRefs.[1,2]. Thus,we adm it only a single

bound statewith energy E L (E L)in Q DL (Q DR),with associated creation and

annihilation operatorsd
y

L
(d

y

R
)and dL (dR ,respectively).The energiesE L and

E L include the charging energies.Altogether,wehave

H lead =
X

sa

Z

d� � c
y
sa(�)csa(�)+

X

ta

Z

d� � c
y

ta(�)cta(�);

H 1 =
X

j

E 1jc
y

1jc1j ;

H 2 =
X

j

E 2jc
y

2jc2j ;

H L = E Ld
y

L
dL ;

H R = E R d
y

R
dR : (1)

Hopping between theseparatepartsisinduced by interaction term scontaining

tunneling m atrix elem ents,

H lead1 =
X

sa;j

Z

d�(Vsa;1j(�)c
y
sa(�)c1j + h:c:);

H lead2 =
X

ta;j

Z

d�(Vta;2j(�)c
y

ta(�)c2j + h:c:);

3



H 1L =
X

j

(V1j;L c
y

1jdL + h:c:);

H 2L =
X

j

(V2j;L c
y

2jdL + h:c:);

H 1R =
X

j

(V1j;R c
y

1jdR + h:c:);

H 2R =
X

j

(V2j;R c
y

2jdR + h:c:): (2)

Thedirectcoupling ofQ DL and Q DR (dashed line in Figure1)isgiven by

H LR = VLR (d
y

L
dR + h:c:): (3)

In theabsenceofany directcoupling between Q DL and Q DR (VLR = 0)weuse

gauge invariance to putthe entire AB phase onto a single one ofthe barriers.

W ithout loss ofgenerality we choose the barrier separating Q DL and part 1.

Then,allthe m atrices V in Eqs.(2) are realand sym m etric except for V1j;L
which obeys

V1j;L exp(� i�)= VL ;1jexp(i�)= v1j;L (4)

with v1j;L realand sym m etric. ForVLR 6= 0,a m odi�cation isneccessary and

discussed in Section 5 below. The Ham iltonian H ofthe system isthe sum of

the term sde�ned by Eqs.(1)to (3).W e havenotconsidered the possibility of

spin{orbitcoupling on eitherQ D.

W e have been very explicit in the construction ofH . The reason is that

we wanted to show thatH isa sum ofsingle{particle Ham iltonians. Thisfact

allowsusto usetheLandauer{B�uttikerapproach to describetransportthrough

the system . The ensuing use ofthe scattering m atrix enables us to display

explicitly the phase{ and energy{dependence ofthe conductance coe�cients.

W e have om itted the spins ofas wellas any possible interaction between the

two electronswhich willeventually populate the two resonancescaused by E L

and E R .Thesepointsaretaken up in Section 6.

3 Scattering M atrix: R ing Topology

Thetransportthrough thedeviceisdescribed bytheLandauer{B�uttikerform ula

Is =
X

s0

G ss0Vs0 +
X

t

G stVt ; s= 1;:::;S ;

It =
X

t0

G tt0Vt0 +
X

s

G tsVs ; t= 1;:::;T : (5)

HereIs(It)isthecurrentthrough lead s(lead t),respectively,and Vs(Vt)isthe

voltageapplied to thatlead.The conductancecoe�cientsG ss0 aregiven by

G ss0 =

N sX

a= 1

N
s
0X

a0= 1

[jSsa;s0a0(E ;�)j
2 � �ss0] (6)
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and correspondingly for the index com binations(st);(ts) and (tt0). The sym -

bolSsa;s0a0(E ;�) denotes the elem ent ofthe scattering m atrix S(E ;�) which

connectschannela in lead s with channela0 in lead s0 atenergy E and m ag-

netic ux �. Tim e{reversalsym m etry requires the scattering m atrix to obey

the relation

S(E ;�)= S
T (E ;� �) (7)

whereT denotesthe transpose.

The observable O describing a given experim entalsetup is determ ined by

the experim entalarrangem entchosen (which ofthe leadsaregrounded,and in

which oftheleadsisacurrentm easured).Forany such setup,O willbegiven as

a rationalfunction oftheconductancecoe�cientsG .Thisfollowsdirectly from

Eq.(5). In orderto presenta generalfram ework usefulforthe analysisofany

such experim ent,wefocusattention on the scattering m atrix S.W ith the help

oftheform ulasforS givenbelow,itispossibletoworkoutthedependenceofthe

G ’sand,hence,ofO on the energiesofthe two Coulom b{blockaderesonances,

and on the AB phase�.

Itispossible to derivethe form ofS from the Ham iltonian H .Thiscan be

donealongthelinesofRefs.[4,7].W edonotfollow thiscourseherebecausethe

explicitsolution involvessom e lengthy algebra. Rather,we sim ply presentthe

resultwhich we believe to be intuitively obvious.In thisand the nextSection,

wefocusattention on the ring geom etry and putVLR = 0.

The scattering m atris S can be written as the product of three unitary

m atrices,

S(E ;�)= U S
(res)(E ;�)U T

: (8)

W ithout any coupling between each ofthe Q Ds and parts 1 and 2 ofthe AB

device (this condition can be m et experim entally by increasing the heights of

the two barriersde�ning each Q D),the resonantpart S(res)(E ;�) is equalto

the unit m atrix,and S(E ;�) is,thus,equalto U U T . The form ofthe latter

m atrix follows from the observation that parts 1 and 2 are unlinked. A uni-

tary scattering m atrix S(1) (S(2))describesthenon{resonantelectron transport

through unlinked part 1 (unlinked part 2,respectively). W e assum e that the

energy dependence ofboth m atricesissm ooth overthe energy intervalde�ned

by the widthsofthe two Coulom b{blockade resonancesintroduced below. W e

accordingly neglect the energy dependence ofboth S(1) and S(2). M oreover,

both m atricesdo notdependenton the m agneticux �,see the rem ark atthe

end ofSection 1.Tim e{reversalinvariancethen im pliesthatboth S(1) and S(2)

aresym m etric.Thus,we can writefori= 1;2

S
(i) = U

(i)[U (i)]T : (9)

Eq.(9)holdsforevery unitary and sym m etricm atrix.Asexplained in Refs.[8,

5],the unitary transform ation U (i) accom plishes the transform ation from the

space ofphysicalchannelsto the space ofeigenchannels.W e accordingly write

the m atrices U (i) explicitly in the form U
(1)
sa;� and U

(2)

ta;�
. Here U

(1)
sa;� is the

productofan orthogonalm atrix O
(1)
sa;� which diagonalizesthesym m etricm atrix
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S(1) and ofa diagonalm atrix with entries exp(i�
(1)
� ) where the �

(1)
� ’s are the

eigenphaseshiftsofS(1),and sim ilarly forS(2).Theindex � (�)runsfrom 1 to

N 1 (to N 2,respectively). Here the totalnum berofchannelsN 1 in part1 (N 2

in part2)isgiven by N 1 =
P

s
N s (by N 2 =

P

t
N t,respectively).The m atrix

U isde�ned in the totalspace ofN = N 1 + N 2 channels. Itisblock{diagonal

and given by

U =

�
U (1) 0

0 U (2)

�

: (10)

Inspection ofEq.(8)showsthatforS(res) = 1N ,the unitm atrix in N dim en-

sions,thescatteringm atrix S isblock{diagonaland consistsofthetwom atrices

S(1) and S(2),asitm ust.

It is now obvious that S(res) di�ers from the unit m atrix by term s which

representthe two Coulom b{blockade resonances,one each in Q DL and Q DR.

M oreover,itisalso clearthatS(res) isde�ned in the space ofeigenchannelsof

both S(1) and S(2).In thisspace,thecoupling m atrix elem entsW �P describing

thehopping ofan electron from theresonancein Q DP (with P = L orR)to the

eigenchannel� (with � = � forpart1 and � = � forpart2)can beshown [8]to

be real,saveforthe AB phase.W e accordingly havefor� = 1;:::;N and P =

L,R

W P� = W
�
P� = W �P unlessP = L and � = � (11)

while

W L� exp(i�)= W �L exp(� i�)= wL� (12)

with wL� real.W e notethatthe W P�’sdi�erfrom butarelinearin the VP;sa’s

and VP;ta’sintroduced in Section 2.

W e can now expressS(res) in term softhe m atrix elem entsW P�,and ofthe

energiesE P ofthetwo Coulom b{blockaderesonances.Thelattercan bevaried

experim entally by changing theplungergatevoltageon eitherQ D.W eobserve

thatthem atricesW P� m ap thespaceofN eigenchannelsonto the spaceofthe

two Coulom b{blockade resonances,and vice versa forW �P . The m atrix S
(res)

takesthe form

S
(res)

��0
= ���0 � 2i�

X

PP 0

W �P [D
�1 ]PP 0W P 0�0 : (13)

Thetwo{by{two m atrix D PP 0 hasthe form (P = L;R)

D PP 0 = �PP 0[E � EP]+ i�
X

�

W P�W �P 0 : (14)

Eqs.(6,8,13,14)constitute the centralresultofthisSection.Itiseasy to check

that the scattering m atrix de�ned by these equations is unitary and obeys

Eq.(7).

For the bene�t of the reader, we rewrite the S{m atrix in a form which

displaysm ore clearly the physicalrole ofthe m atrices U (i) with i= 1;2. W e
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de�ne the com plex coupling m atrix elem ents

W sa;P =
X

�

U
(1)
sa;�W �P ;

W ta;P =
X

�

U
(2)

ta;�
W �P : (15)

Then S takestheform

Ssa;s0a0 = S
(1)

sa;s0a0
� 2i�

X

PP 0

W sa;P[D
�1 ]PP 0W P;s0a0 ;

Sta;t0a0 = S
(2)

ta;t0a0
� 2i�

X

PP 0

W ta;P[D
�1 ]PP 0W P;t0a0 ;

Ssa;ta0 = � 2i�
X

PP 0

W sa;P[D
�1 ]PP 0W P;ta0 ;

Sta;sa0 = � 2i�
X

PP 0

W ta;P[D
�1 ]PP 0W P;sa0 : (16)

Them atrix D hasthe sam eform asin Eq.(14)butcan also be written as

D PP 0 = �PP 0[E � EP]+ i�
X

sa

W P;saW sa;P 0 + i�
X

ta

W P;taW ta;P 0 : (17)

Thetransform ation (15)introducescom plex m atrix elem entsW which guaran-

teeunitarity ofS in thepresenceofthenon{diagonalunitary m atricesS(1) and

S(2).

4 A nalysis. C rossing ofT wo R esonances

The e�ectofthe two resonanceswhich dom inate the scattering m atrix iscon-

tained entirely in the m atrix D de�ned in Eq.(14).Itisusefulto display D in

m atrix form ,

D =

�
E � EL + (i=2)�L (i=2)�LR

(i=2)�R L E � ER + (i=2)�R

�

; (18)

where

�L = 2�
X

�

W L�W �L ;

�R = 2�
X

�

W R �W �R ;

�LR = 2�
X

�

W L�W �R ;

�R L = 2�
X

�

W R �W �L : (19)
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O urexplicitnotation com bined with Eqs.(11)and (12)showsthat�L and �R
are real,positive and independent ofthe m agnetic ux �,and that the only

dependence on � occurs in � LR and in �R L. The latter two quantities are

com plex and related by

�LR = ��R L : (20)

W e use Eqs.(18)to (20)to display the structure ofcertain elem entsofthe

scattering m atrix S. W e recallthatS decaysinto two independentscattering

m atricesS(1) and S(2) wheneverwehaveW P� = 0 forallP,�.Parts1 and 2 of

theAB interferom eterarelinked only by thetwo Coulom b{blockaderesonances

with energiesE L and E R .Ifthetwo resonanceenergiesaresu�ciently di�erent

so that

jE L � ER j� �L;�R ;j�LR j; (21)

we can use perturbation theory in �LR to invertD . K eeping only the lowest{

orderterm sin the expansion,we�nd

Stb;sa = � 2i�
X

��

U
(2)

tb;�

�

W �L[E � EL + (i=2)�L]
�1
W L�

+ W �R [E � ER + (i=2)�R ]
�1
W R �

�

U
(1)
sa;� : (22)

The two am plitudes on the right{hand side ofEq.(22) can be interpreted in

term softwopathsoftheelectron on itsway from part1 topart2.Theelectron

m ay passeitherthrough Q DL (�rstterm )orQ DR (second term ).Asitpasses

through Q DL,itpicksup theAB phasecontained in W L�.Thisphasewilla�ect

theinterferencepattern dueto the productofthe am plitudescorresponding to

the two paths. W heneverinequality (21)holds,the electron willnotcom plete

oneorseveralloopswithin the AB ring asitpassesfrom part1 to part2.Itis

instructiveto consideralso the term sofnextorder.Theseterm saregiven by

� 2i�
X

��

U
(2)

tb;�

�

W �L[E � EL + (i=2)�L]
�1 �LR [E � ER + (i=2)�R ]

�1
W R �

+ W �R [E � ER + (i=2)�R ]
�1 �R L[E � EL + (i=2)�L]

�1
W L�

�

U
(1)
sa;� :

(23)

The path associated with the �rst am plitude leads the electron �rst through

Q DR and then through Q DL,and vice versa forthe second am plitude. W ith

�LR given by Eq.(19),we see that along the �rst path Q DL can be reached

from Q DR eitherviapart1orviapart2,and correspondinglyforpath 2.In the

�rst(second)case,the AB phase does not(does) contribute to the scattering

am plitude. This is correct because only in the second case does the electron

com plete a loop around the AB ring. A sim ilar analysis of Ssa;s0a0 and of

Stb;t0b0 showsthatwheneverinequality (21)holds,the scattering isdom inated
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by S(1) and S(2),respectively.Theconsecutivepassagethrough both Coulom b{

blockade resonances is strongly inhibited. W e conclude that inequality (21)

de�nesa fairly uninteresting regim eofparam etersofthe problem .

Interest,therefore,focusseson theregim ewherethisinequalitydoesnothold

and where our perturbation expansion is not appropriate. This is the regim e

where the two Coulom b blockade resonancesm ay cross. W e shallsee thatthe

crossingdisplaysnovelfeatures.Priorto calculatingtheexactresult,itisuseful

to visualizetheoutcom ein term sofa perturbation expansion in powersof�LR
and�R L.Thisexpansiongeneratesterm softhesam eform asin form ula(23)but

ofhigherorderin �LR and �R L.Each propagator[E � EP + (i=2)�P]
�1 occurring

in the expansion signalsa visitofthe associated path to Q DP with P = L,R.

Theinterm ittentfactors�LR and �R L signalpassageoftheelectron from Q DR

to Q DL and vice versa. The passage m ay proceed via part1 orpart2. Thus,

theperturbation seriesstandsforthein�nitenum berofpossibilitiesto connect

the channelsde�ned by the indices ofthe scattering m atrix,by paths. These

pathsm ay loop around the AB ring a num beroftim es,then changedirection,

loop again,change direction back etc. untilthe electron leaves the AB ring.

The AB phase picked up by the electron is the sum ofallsuch phases picked

up in the individualloopsand given in term softhe totalnum berofcom pleted

counter{clockwise loopsm inusthe totalnum berofcom pleted clockwise loops.

W e are about to calculate the form ofthe scattering m atrix by diagonalizing

the m atrix D . This procedure am ounts to sum m ing over allthe paths just

m entioned. Thisiswhy the AB phase willshow up in the denom inatorofthe

result,seeEq.(27).(Experim entally,decoherencewillactuallylim itthenum ber

ofloopsthatcontributesigni�cantly to the am plitude,seeRef.[1]).

W e sim plify the algebra by considering an AB ring which containstwo per-

fectly identicalQ Dsand which itselfisperfectly sym m etricaboutaverticalaxis

through the m iddle ofFigure 1. Then,�L = �R = � (this de�nes the width

�).W e write the com plex eigenvaluesofthe m atrix D in the form E � "i with

i= 1;2.Then

"1;2 =
1

2
(E L + E R � i�)�

1

2

p
(E L � ER )

2 � j�LR j
2 : (24)

Let us suppose that we change the resonance energies ofboth dots in such a

way that(E L + E R )iskept�xed whileu = jE L � ER jdecreasesm onotonically

from an initially large value (in the sense ofthe inequality (21)). Then,the

di�erence j"1 � "2jalso decreases m onotonically. Both resonances approach

each other,retainingequalwidths.Thedi�erenceofresonanceenergiesvanishes

when (E L � ER )
2 = j�LR j

2:The two resonancescoincide in energy and width.

W e dealwith an exceptionalpoint in the sense ofRef.[9]. At this point,the

system possesses only a single eigenfunction. As we decrease u further,the

two resonancesseparate,retain equalresonance energies but acquire di�erent

widths.Atu = 0,the widthsdi�erby j�LR j,them axim um am ountpossible.

The value ofj�LR jdeterm ines both,the value ofu where the resonances

coincideand them axim um di�erenceoftheirwidths.Thisvaluedependsupon
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the AB phase �.Indeed,from Eq.(19)wehave

j�LR j
2 = 4�2[(

X

�

wL�w�R )
2 + (

X

�

W L�W �R )
2

+ 2cos�
X

�

wL�w�R

X

�

W L�W �R ]: (25)

The value ofj�LR j
2 oscillates periodically with m agnetic ux � between the

m axim um value 4�2(
P

�
wL�w�R +

P

�
W L�W �R )

2 and the m inim um value

4�2(
P

�
wL�w�R �

P

�
W L�W �R )

2. From Schwarz’s inequality we conclude

that the widths ofthe two resonances are always positive. To estim ate the

relative size of� and ofj� LR j,we note from Eq.(19)that � = � L = �R is a

sum ofsquareswhile�LR isa sum overterm swhich,asidefrom theAB phase,

m ay haveeithersign.W eexpectthatdueto im purity scattering in parts1 and

2 oftheAB device,theW P�’sareG aussian random variables,seeRef.[5].Asa

consequence,wehave� / N whilej� LR juctuatesstrongly with a root{m ean{

square variance which grows like
p
N . Thus,the m axim um di�erence ofthe

widthsofthe two resonancesisexpected to be ofthe orderof�=
p
N .

Thepossibility ofcom pletecoalescenceoftwo resonancesdisplayed aboveis

a phenom enon which isoppositeto thewell{known W igner{von Neum ann level

repulsion e�ectforbound states.The latteroccurswhenevertwo bound states

interactviaaHerm itean interaction.Eq.(18)showsthatin thepresentcase,we

dealwith resonanceswith com plex resonance energiesto begin with,and with

a coupling thatisdueto a Herm itean interaction m ultiplied by i,theim aginary

unit. This unusualform ofinteraction occursbecause the two resonancesare

notcoupled directly but via the open channels in parts 1 and 2. Both di�er-

ences contribute towards a behavior which di�ers from standard W igner{von

Neum ann levelrepulsion. Such behaviorhasbeen discussed previously in the

literature. To the best ofour knowledge,the coupling oftwo resonances was

�rst studied explicitly by von Brentano et al.[10]in the context ofNuclear

Physics.Thiswork wasfollowed by an experim entalinvestigation [11].Related

work waspublished in Ref.[12].Recentwork [13]hasfocussed on theproperties

ofexceptionalpoints.

To display thefeaturesoftheexceptionalpointwhere(E R � EL)
2 = j�LR j

2

and where�L = �R ,weconsidertwoslightly asym m etricQ Dsforwhich thetwo

resonance widths�L and �R are notexactly equal. Then,the eigenvalues"1;2
willnevercoincideexactly.Thisisseen from theexpression ofthediscrim inant

which now hasthe value

p
(E L � ER � (i=2)(�L � �R ))

2 � j�LR j
2 : (26)

Im agine now a change ofthe the param etersofthe system in such a way that

the argum entofthe square rootdescribes a closed loop in the com plex plane

around theexceptionalpoint.Thiscould beachieved asfollows.W eputE R =

� EL = j�LR j+ �=2;�L = � �R = � with �;� realand j�j� j�LR j;j�j� j�LR j.

Thediscrim inantbecom esapproxim ately equalto
p
2j�LR j(� � i�).Changing
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� from a sm allnegativeto a sm allpositivevaluewhilekeeping � > 0 �xed and

sm all,then keeping � �xed and changing � from its sm allpositive value to a

sm allnegativeone,then keeping� �xed and changing� backtoitsoriginalvalue

and doing,�nally,the sam e for� yieldsa rectangle in the com plex plane with

the exceptionalpoint in its interior. W hile under this operation the phase of

(�� i�)changesby 2�,thephaseof
p
2j�LR j(� � i�)changesonly by �:Under

this operation,the two eigenvalues "1;2 are interchanged,and so are the two

eigenfunctions,including an additionalphase factor [13]. In com parison with

the work ofRefs.[13],the presentsystem seem s to o�er an additionaldegree

offreedom in term softhe AB phase.Thelatterdeterm inesthe valueofj�LR j,

thelocation oftheexceptionalpoint,and theform ofthetwo eigenfunctionsas

linearcom binationsofthe two Q D states.

Unfortunately,alltheseappealingfeatureshavenobearingon theproperties

ofthe scattering m atrix S. This isbecause the energy E isalwaysreal. Asa

consequence,we can never reach the exceptionalpoint,and the determ inant

ofthe m atrix D never vanishes for realvalues ofE . The two eigenfunctions

ofD rem ain distinct. In view ofthe recent interestin exceptionalpoints,we

haveneverthelessfeltthatadiscussion ofthistopicisappropriatein thepresent

context.

W e return to the sym m etric case. The m atrix D can be diagonalized by a

m atrix A so that D = A �1 (E 12 � ")A where " denotes the diagonalm atrix

diag("1;"2).Using thisform in Eq.(13),weobtain

S
(res)

��0
= ���0 � 2i�

X

PP 1P
0

W �P A
�1

P P1

[E � "P1
]�1 A P1P

0W P 0�0 : (27)

Insertingthism atrixintoEqs.(6)yieldstheconductancecoe�cientsand,hence,

the dependence ofany observable on the AB phase. The AB phase appears

explicitly not only in the eigenvalues "1;2 but also in the m atrix A and, of

course,in som e ofthe W �P ’s. The m atrix A can easily be calculated. Details

arenotgiven here.

Forthesakeofcom pleteness,wediscussthelim itationsofatwo{lead experi-

m ent.Theselim itationshaveplayed arolein previousstudiesofAB devices[6].

W e recallthat the scattering m atrix S is unitary and obeys ST (E ;� �) =

S(E ;�). It follows that in general,we have S sa;s0a0(E ;� �) = Ss0a0;sa(E ;�)

and correspondingly forthe lead indices(s;t)and (t;t0). The caseswhere the

two lead indices coincide are specialand yield Ssa;sa0(E ;� �) = Ssa0;sa(E ;�)

and Sta;ta0(E ;� �)= Sta0;ta(E ;�).Fortheconductancecoe�cients,thism eans

that G ss0(E ;� �) = G s0s(E ;�),G tt0(E ;� �) = G t0t(E ;�) and G st(E ;� �) =

G ts(E ;�)whileG ss(E ;� �)= G ss(E ;�)and G tt(E ;� �)= G tt(E ;�).Unitar-

ity then showsthatfora two{lead experim entthe G ’sareeven in � while this

isnotthecasefortheo�{diagonalG ’swhen wedealwith m orethan two leads.

Thisconclusion,�rstdrawn by B�uttiker[14],isseen to bequitegeneraland not

a�ected by the topology ofourAB ring with two Q Ds.
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5 Figure{Eight Topology

Ifthe two Q Ds are connected by a wire,the topology di�ers from that ofa

ring analysed so far. The neccessary m odi�cations are quite straightforward,

however.TheAB ring isdivided into two partsby thewireconnecting thetwo

Q Ds. Let�1(�2)be the ux through the lower(the upper)part,respectively.

In a m annercom pletely analogousto Eqs.(11)and (12),we put�1(�2)onto

W �L (W �L ,respectively).W ith �i = 2��i=�0,i= 1;2,Eqs.(11)and (12)are

thusreplaced by

W R � = W
�
R � = W �R (28)

while

W L� exp(i�1) = W �L exp(� i�1)= wL� ;

W L� exp(� i�2) = W �L exp(i�2)= wL� ; (29)

with wL� real. A further m odi�cation accounts for the presence ofthe wire

which furnishesa directlink between the two Q Ds. W e representthislink by

a realhopping m atrix elem entVLR = VR L.Thiselem entappearsin the m atrix

D which now takesthe form

D PP 0 = �PP 0[E � EP]+ i�
X

�

W P�W �P 0 + (1� �PP 0)VR L : (30)

Exceptforthese m odi�cations,allform ulasin Section 3 rem ain unchanged.

For a discussion ofthe form ofthe m atrix D in Eq.(30),we distinguish

two lim iting cases,where j�LR jdom inates jVR Ljor vice versa. It is obvious

that for jVR Lj� j�LR jwe (approxim ately)retrieve our previous results since

�1 + �2 = �.Thedistribution oftheAB phaseovertwo setsofm atrix elem ents

only com plicatesthe notation.Therefore,the interesting novellim iting case is

the one where jVR Lj� j�LR j. W e neglect �LR in com parison with VR L and

consideragain thesym m etriccasewith �L = �R = �.Explicitly,the m atrix D

isgiven by

D =

�
E � EL + (i=2)� VLR

VR L E � ER + (i=2)�

�

: (31)

The m atrix D does not depend upon the AB phase (which now appearsonly

in the m atrix elem ents W in Eq.(13)). M oreover,the interaction VLR causes

standard levelrepulsion between thetworesonances.TheAB phasedependence

ofthe conductance coe�cientsbecom escom plicated notbecause ofthe m atrix

D butbecausetheelectron m ay traverseseveraldi�erentpathson itsway from

the entrance channelto the exit channel. For instance,ifthe source (sink) is

located in part1 (part2)ofthe AB device,there are fourpossiblepaths.O ne

entersand leavesQ DL,oneentersand leavesQ DR,oneentersQ DL butleaves

Q DR,and one enters Q DR and leaves Q DL.The relative weight ofthe four

contributionsdependsupon the eigenvectorsand eigenvaluesofthe m atrix D .

Again,these can be worked outstraightforwardly.
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Corrections to these lim iting cases can easily be calculated in term s ofa

power{seriesexpansion in VLR ,or in �LR and �R L. A fulldiagonalization of

them atrix D in Eq.(30)isalso possible,coversalltheinterm ediary cases,and

yieldsinteresting results.The eigenvalues"1;2 aregiven by

"1;2 =
1

2
(E L + E R � (i=2)(�L + �R ))

�
1

2

p
[E L � ER � (i=2)(�L � �R )]2 + 4[VLR + (i=2)�LR ][VR L + (i=2)�R L]:

(32)

The eigenvalues coincide whenever the argum ent ofthe square root vanishes,

i.e.,whenever

[E L � ER � (i=2)(�L � �R )]
2 = � 4[VLR + (i=2)�LR ][VR L + (i=2)�R L : (33)

Eq.(33)extendsthede�nition ofan exceptionalpointto the�gureeighttopol-

ogy. W e note that the right{hand side ofEq.(33) is a periodic function of

�.

6 Sum m ary and D iscussion

W e have presented a very generalapproach to the transport properties ofan

AB device containing two Q Ds.O urm ain assum ptionsare:

(i)The electronsdo notinteract.Then,we can use the Landauer{B�uttiker

approach and expressevery observablein term softhe conductancecoe�cients

G .The latteraregiven assquaresofthe elem entsofthe scattering m atrix S.

(ii)Forthedescription ofthethetwo Coulom b{blockaderesonances,weuse

the single{levelapproxim ation.

(iii)The only relevantenergy dependence ofS isdue to the two Coulom b{

blockaderesonances,onein eitherQ D.Then,scattering in parts1 and 2 ofthe

AB device is independent ofenergy,and the scattering m atrix S attains the

form ofEq.(8),with U (1) and U (2) independentofenergy and AB phase.

Undertheseassum ptions,wehavepresented a com prehensivedescription of

an AB device with the topology ofa ring orofa �gureeight.In particular,we

havedisplayed explicitly the dependence ofthe S{m atrix upon energy and AB

phase.W ehaveshown thatanovelsituation arisesin thecaseofaringtopology.

Here the two resonances(with com plex energies)are coupled via the channels

in part1 and part2 ofthe AB device. Thiscoupling isgiven by a Herm itean

m atrix m ultiplied by theim aginary uniti.Thiscasedi�ersfundam entally from

the standard coupling oftwo bound states by a Herm itean interaction. The

lattercaseleadsto levelrepulsion,theform erm ay lead to coalescenceoflevels.

Itseem sthatthisphenom enon hasbeen observed in Ref.[1].

W e now address the approxim ationswe have m ade. Perhaps m ost im por-

tantly,we have neglected the Coulom b interaction between the two electrons

populating the two Q Ds,and thatbetween each ofthese and the electronson
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eitherQ D.Inclusion oftheCoulom b interaction would m akeitim possibletouse

the Landauer{B�uttikerapproach as we have done. Alternatives are discussed

in a recentreview [15].Thestandard procedureem ploysrateequationsforthe

occupation probabilitiesofthesingle{particlelevels.However,thisapproach is

m anifestly unsuited to dealwith phase correlationsbetween scattering am pli-

tudes.Thelatterareofcentralim portanceforan AB device.A m oreelaborate

approach [15]uses a description in term s ofan e�ective Ham iltonian. This

approach assum es that the single{particle states in the Q D are described by

random {m atrix theory. The e�ective Ham iltonian for the isolated Q D is ob-

tained astheleading term in a system aticexpansion in inversepowersofg,the

dim ensionless conductance. The two{term inalconductance is then obtained

from the K ubo form ula and another e�ective Ham iltonian which includes the

coupling to the leads. The latter is determ ined via a non{trivialtheoretical

derivation which in turn involves approxim ations. To the best ofour knowl-

edge,thisapproach hasneverbeen used fora m ulti{term inaldevice involving

an AB ring. Therefore,it is not known whether the approach is able to ac-

countforthe phaseswhich are relevantforthe presentsystem . Atsu�ciently

low tem peratures,theCoulom b interaction leadsto K ondo{likee�ectsin Q D’s.

Rem arkably,thecalculation ofthephaseofa Q D em bedded in an AB ring has

recently been worked out in the K ondo regim e [16],in spite ofthe di�culties

justm entioned to dealwith the Coulom b interaction outsidethisregim e.

In view of this situation, we can only o�er a few qualitative rem arks in

support ofthe present approach. First,the Coulom b interaction has likewise

been neglected in Refs.[5,4,6]which addressed the AB phase fora singleQ D

em bedded in an AB ring.The resultso�ered whatseem sa realistic and useful

descriptionoftheoverallphasedependenceofexperim entalobservables.Second,

ouruseofthesingle{levelapproxim ation foreach Q D lendsgreaterplausibility

to the inclusion ofthe charging energy in thede�nition ofthe energieslabelled

E P. W e adm it,however,that the Coulom b energy between the two electrons

(oneon each Q D)isnotcovered by thisargum ent.O urneglectoftheCoulom b

interaction is not restricted to the neglect ofthe charging energy. W e have

likewiseneglected thespin{dependentinteraction between electrons.Thelatter

isinduced via the exchange term and liftsthe degeneracy between singletand

triplet states [3,15]. This spin{dependent interaction plays a prom inent role

in K ondo{type e�ects. W e expectthatthis is likewise the case in the present

situation,especially when thetwo resonancesoverlap.Therefore,ourapproach

can only be expected to work abovethe K ondo tem perature.

W e believe thatourotherapproxim ationsare lesssevere. The single{level

approxim ation should work at and near an isolated Coulom b{blockade reso-

nance whenever resonance width and tem perature are sm allcom pared to the

charging energy. The neglect ofallother energy dependence but that due to

theresonancesin thescattering m atrix should beexcellentbarring very special

circum stances.
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1

2

QDL QDR

Figure 1: Schem atic representation ofan AB interferom eter with 5 external

leadsand two quantum dotslabelled Q DL and Q DR em bedded into itsarm s.

Thedotted line representsa link between the two quantum dots.
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