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Recently,new strongly interacting phaseshavebeen uncovered in m esoscopic system swith chaotic

scattering attheboundariesby two ofthepresentauthorsand R.Shankar.Thisanalysisisreliable

when thedim ensionlessconductanceofthesystem islarge,and isnonperturbativein both disorder

and interactions. The new phases are the m esoscopic analogue ofspontaneous distortions ofthe

Ferm isurface induced by interactions in bulk system s and can occur in any Ferm iliquid channel

with angularm om entum m .Hereweshow thatthephasewith m even hasa diam agneticpersistent

current (seen experim entally but m ysterious theoretically),while that with m odd can be driven

through a transition which spontaneously breakstim e-reversalsym m etry by increasing thecoupling

to dissipative leads.

73.50.Jt

The interplay of disorder and interactions is a rich

sourceofunexplained phenom ena in the bulk,especially

in two dim ensions[1],despite three decadesoftheoreti-

cale�ort[2{4].In m esoscopicsystem sone isconfronted

with phenom ena notseen in the bulk,such asCoulom b

Blockade oscillations[5,6]ofthe zero-biasconductance,

orpersistentcurrentsin m esoscopic ringsin a sm allex-

ternalm agnetic �eld [7{14](forreviewssee [15]). Ithas

been realized in the last severalyears that one needs

to take interactionsseriously in orderto understand the

experim entalCoulom b Blockade peak spacing statistics

[6]. This understanding has led to UniversalHam ilto-

nian [16,17]treatm ents for weak-coupling (electron gas

param eterrs = 1=a0
p
�� � 1,where a0 isthe Bohrra-

dius and � is the electron density),in which a constant

charginginteraction and a constantexchangeinteraction

arekeptin addition to the single-particleenergy.

Recently, two ofus investigated [18]the stability of

the UniversalHam iltonian to other interactions ofthe

Landau Ferm i-liquid type[19],which areexpected to be

presentin ballisticquantum dotswith chaoticboundary

scattering,butarenotin dotsdeep in thedi�usivelim it

[20]. The Landau interaction u(�(k)� �(k0)) depends

only on the angle between the m om enta k;k0 ofthe in-

teracting particles[19],and can beparam eterized in two

dim ensionsby a setofLandau param etersum :

u(� � �
0)= u0 +

1
X

m = 1

um cosm (� � �
0) (1)

The values of the Landau param eters depend on the

strength and range ofinteractions,and can only be ac-

cessed num erically [21]forlargers (strong interactions).

It was found [18]that while the UniversalHam iltonian

was stable in the regim e um > u�m = � 1=2ln2,it be-

cam e unstable to a m esoscopic Pom eranchuk [22]phase

forum < u�m .Soon afterwardsoneofusand R.Shankar

[23]showed how to constructthe large-N theory ofthe

strong-couplingregim e(thedim ensionlessconductanceg

playstheroleofN ).Detailsofthistreatm entwillappear

soon [24].

In thisLetter,treating Coulom b Blockade and persis-

tent currents within the sam e approach,we show that

the m esoscopicPom eranchuk phasesdisplay unexpected

signaturesin the persistentcurrent,including a diam ag-

neticpersistentcurrent(seen experim entally [12{14]but

so farunexplained)in a m odelwithoutsuperconductiv-

ity form even,and spontaneoustim e-reversalsym m etry

breaking form odd.

W e wantthe e�ective Ham iltonian in an energy win-

dow ofwidth the Thoulessenergy E T around the Ferm i

energy. This is the regim e ofvalidity [15]ofRandom

M atrix Theory (RM T) [25]. For ballistic structures

E T = �hvF =L,where vF is the Ferm ivelocity and L is

thelinearsystem size.Thedim ensionlessconductanceis

de�ned asthenum berofsingle-particleenergy states(of

m eanspacing�)in thiswindow g = E T =�.O ure�ective

Ham iltonian [18,23]hasa noninteracting partrepresent-

ingthechaoticscatteringatthewalls,andaFerm i-liquid-

like interacting part which conserves m om entum . The

order param eter [23]� ofthe Pom eranchuk phase is a

two-dim ensionalvectorwhosem agnitude� and direction

� representthesizeand direction ofthem axim um Ferm i

surfacedistortion.Theshapeofthedeform ed Ferm isur-

face is given by � cos(m � � �),where m is the angular

m om entum channelin which the instability occurs. To

determ inethebehaviourof� theferm ionsareintegrated

outand an e�ectiveaction isobtained [23],thedom inant

partofwhich isself-averaging forlargeg.

�Seff = g2
R

dt

�

j�j
2

2�

�

1

jum j
� 1

ju�
m
j

�

+ �(�2)2
�

+

g
R

d!

2�
j�(!)j2f(!) (2)

The \kinetic" term f(!) behaves like !2 for ! � �
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FIG .1. Thee�ectivepotentialin theM exican Hatin units

of� plotted asa function oftheangle� forthecasesm even

and odd forg = 20 and um = 1:7.

and like j!jfor! � �,indicating the Landau dam ping

of�. For large g the saddle-point ofthis action dom i-

nates[23],since 
uctuationsare down by 1=g.A strong

enough attractive Landau param eterum � u�m leads to

sym m etry-breaking [18,23].

W e have num erically evaluated the e�ective potential

forthecollectivevariable� and analyzed itsdependence

on externalm agnetic
ux.Thise�ectivepotentialcan be

obtained asthe ground state energy E(�)ofa noninter-
acting ferm ion Ham iltonian where� = �(cos�̂i+ sin�ĵ)

appearsasa param eter:

(H �(�))�� = "���� � g�M��(�) (3)

wherethe�rstterm encodesthechaoticscattering (with

the eigenvalues "� controlled by RM T), and M ��(�)

represents the coupling between the collective m ode �
and particle-holeexcitationsofthe ferm ions[23].In the

large-g lim it,the ground state energy ofthe system in

the strong-coupling regim e is [23]sim ply the value of

the e�ective potentialat its globalm inim um . This en-

ergy autom atically containsthe contributionswhich are

speci�c to the particulardisorderrealization in addition

to the self-averaging contributions determ nined earlier

[23].The averaged energy landscape of� in the strong-

coupling phase would be a \M exican Hat",with rota-

tionalsym m etry [23]. The sam ple-speci�c contributions

break thissym m etry com pletely form even,leading to a

singlem inim um ,and to a two-fold sym m etry form odd,

ascan be seen in Figure1.

To see the relation ofthe above to the persistentcur-

rentwenote that[15]

I(�)= �
@F (�)

@�
: (4)

where� istheexternal
ux piercing thesam ple.Atzero

tem perature the Free energy F is justthe ground state

energy E,so we desire to obtain E as a function of�.

W e obtain thisby taking the noninteracting partofthe

Ham iltonian from theRM T ensem bleofcrossoverHam il-

tonians[25]param etrized as

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Cφ
44

45

46

47

48

E
ff
e
c
ti
v
e
 P

o
te

n
ti
a
l

m = 1

m = 2

FIG .2. The ensem ble-averaged m inim um ofthe e�ective

potentialin unitsof�(forg = 20and u m = 1:7)asafunction

ofthe crossoverparam eter� form = 1 and m = 2.

H cross =

r

1

1+ C 2�2

�

H S + C �H A

�

(5)

whereH S;A representsym m etric(T preserving)and an-

tisym m etric (T breaking)random m atricesdrawn from

their respective norm alized ensem bles [25],and C is a

factoroforderunity which dependson the shape ofthe

sam ple and the precise nature ofthe chaotic scattering

atthe boundary [17].

Figure 2 showsthe dependence ofE on the crossover

param eter C � for m even and odd, and clearly shows

the diam agnetic behaviourform even. To see why this

isspecial,considerwhatisknown aboutpersistentcur-

rents[15].In a m esoscopicring penetrated by a 
ux,the

ground state energy hasto be periodic in the 
ux,since

an integernum berof
ux quanta can be gauged away.

Ipers(�)= �
@F

@�
= I1 sin(2��=�0)+ I2 sin(4��=�0)+ � � �

(6)

where �0 = h=e is the 
ux quantum . O nly the even

m om entsI2n survivedisorder-averaging [15].

In thenoninteracting casethe typical,
uctuating val-

uesofthe Fouriercoe�cientsare (for sm alln)I n;typ �

E T =�0 while the averageishI2ni� �=�0. Experim ents

typically m easure hI2ni and a few other low-order har-

m onics[9{14].

Interactions,when included in renorm alized �rst-order

perturbation theory [8],produce hI2i� ��
E T

�0

where ��

(oforder 1) is the dim ensionless Cooper-channelinter-

action at low energies. Thus,interactions enhance the

average persistentcurrent,butif�� > 0 hI2ishould be

param agnetic,while if�� < 0 itshould be diam agnetic.

Thisprediction [8],whileofthesam eorder-of-m agnitude

astheexperim ents[9{14],hasthewrong sign.M aterials

that show no sign ofsuperconductivity (im plying that

�� > 0) show [11{14]a diam agnetic hI2i. M any expla-

nations have been proposed to account for this puzzle

(a recentone being Ref.[26]),butthe question rem ains

open,assum m arized in Ref.[27]. In thiscontexta dia-

m agnetic persistent current oforder E T =�0 in a m odel
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withoutsuperconductivity isstriking.The factthatour

treatm entisnonperturbativein the interactions[23]en-

ablesusto evadetheusualsign [8].O urapproach,while

suggestive,isnotdirectly applicable to the experim ents

on Au and Ag rings [12,14]since the sam ples are not

likely to be in the strong-coupling regim e,and are not

fully in theballisticlim it(theelasticm ean freepath isof

the sam e orderasthe system size). O n the otherhand,

our theory would apply directly to ensem bles ofballis-

tic G aAs ringsofthe type used in Refs.[11,13],but at

strongercoupling.

Let us now turn to m odd. The exactdegeneracy of

thetwo globalm inim a separated by � in theangle� can

be seen from Figure 1,and can be proved analytically

using the relation H �
�(�)= H �(� + �). The two degen-

erate m inim a are related by the tim e-reversaltransfor-

m ation T . A particularvalue of� leadsto a distortion

ofthe Ferm isurface along the direction speci�ed by �.

Under T ,k ! � k and a distortion ofthe Ferm isur-

face for odd m m aps to an inequivalent state at � + �

with the sam e energy,since the underlying Ham iltonian

isT -invariant.Theground stateofa Ham iltonian quan-

tum system with a two-fold degenerate potentialis the

sym m etriccom bination ofthe two m inim a.Thisapplies

to the isolated m esoscopic structure,whose dynam icsis

Ham iltonian atenergy scalessm allerthan � (forenergy

scalesin therange� � ! � E T thedynam icsisdissipa-

tive with ohm ic dissipation,see Eq. (2)). The splitting

between thesym m etricand antisym m etriccom binations

isthetunneling am plitudebetween thetwom inim a,here

�e �g .Thetwom inim acorrespond tostatescarryingop-

posite persistent currents,and are m acroscopically dis-

tinguishable.

The coupling ofthe m esoscopic structure to the leads

produces ohm ic dissipation at arbitrarily low energies.

Thisisprecisely the case ofthe Caldeira-Leggettm odel

[28]considered and solved by Chakravarty[29],and Bray

and M oore[29].Thee�ectiveaction ofourm odelatlow

energies(! � �)is

g
R

dt(V (�(t))+ 1

2
(d�=dt)2)+

2g�
2
h�i

2

�� 2

R
dtdt

0

(t�t 0)2
sin2

�

���
0

2

�

(7)

where � is the angle of � in the M exican Hat, V (�)

isthe doubly-degenerate realization-speci�c potentialof

Figure1,and � isthelevelwidth induced by coupling to

the leads. The long-rangeinteraction in im aginary tim e

com esfrom aj!j\kinetic"term ,which in turn arisesfrom

theLandau dam ping of� dueto decay into particle-hole

pairs at arbitrarily low energies,possible because each

form erly sharp level� is broadened by coupling to the

leads.

The m odelhasa weak-dissipation phase in which the

ground state is stillthe sym m etric superposition ofthe

two m inim a,and a strong-dissipation phasein which the
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FIG .3. The ensem ble-averaged second Fourier coe�cient

of the persistent current in units of �=� 0 as a function of

coupling jum j� ju
�
m
j= 1=ln2 for m = 1 and m = 2 and

g = 20.

particleislocalized in one m inim um .The transition be-

tween the two phases [29]occurs for g(�=�) 2h�2i� 1.

For large enough g even a weak coupling to the leads

(� � �=
p
g,sinceh� 2i� 1)issu�cientto m eetthiscri-

terion,and leads to localization in one m inim um ofthe

twofold degenerate e�ective potentialeven atzero tem -

perature,corresponding to a spontaneousbreaking ofT .

The T -breaking transition could be m onitored by m ea-

suring the peak-heightstatistics[30].

Ifone turnson an external
ux,one m inim um m oves

up in energy asthe 
ux increaseswhile the otherm oves

down.The ground state (which m ovesdown)displaysa

param agnetic persistentcurrentoforderE T =�0. In the

isolated dot,or in the case with weak dissipation,one

startswith a sym m etricsuperposition ofthetwo m inim a

asthe zero-
ux ground state.As� increasesthe system

crossesoverto fully T -broken dynam icswhen theenergy

di�erenceofthetwom inim aisgreaterthantheirsplitting

in zero �eld, which is �e �g . Thus, the crossover will

occurforan external
ux �X � �0e
�g ,ascom pared to

thenoninteracting crossover
ux � � �0=
p
g.Forstrong

enough dissipation,the ground state already breaks T ,

and the variation ofE contains a term �rst-order in �,

which im plies a spontaneous persistent current at zero


ux.

Figure 3 showsthe ensem ble-averaged second Fourier

coe�cient hI 2i for m even and odd. Ideally one would

�nd a periodic behaviour ofE with �. This cannot be

captured by thecrossoverHam iltonian,butm ustbeput

in by hand. Since we do not know the num ber C con-

necting the crossover param eter to the 
ux �,there is

an inherentam biguity in this procedure. W e show hI2i

for three di�erent choices for C . As can be seen, the

qualitativeresultsareuna�ected.

Finite tem perature producesadditionalinteresting ef-

fects for m odd. For tem peratures exceeding the tun-

nelsplitting�e �g thesuperposition statesareirrelevant,

and onecan think ofthetwo m inim a asseparately ther-

m allyoccupied.Becauseoftheir(near)degeneracy,there

willbe a Curie-like susceptibility of1=T ofthe persis-

3



tentcurrent(and therefore the m agnetization)to exter-

nal
ux.

In sum m ary,we have shown thatsom e surprising sig-

naturesofthem esoscopicPom eranchukregim esshow up

in the persistent current. There is a diam agnetic per-

sistent current (for m even) without any superconduc-

tivity. The m odd case undergoes a spontaneous tim e-

reversalsym m etry-breakingtransition asthecoupling to

the leads is increased,and displays a spontaneous per-

sistent current(at zero 
ux) in the T -broken phase. It

would be very interesting to explore the behaviour of

persistent currents in the quantum criticalregim e [31],

where large 
uctuations ofthe order param eter � and

�nite quasiparticle lifetim e [32]at low energies are ex-

pected [23].
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