arXiv:cond-mat/0305364v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 15 May 2003

D iam agnetic P ersistent C urrents and Spontaneous T In e-R eversal Sym m etry B reaking
in M esoscopic Structures

D am ir Hem an', Harsh M athur', and G anpathy M urthy?
!physics D epartm ent, Case W estern Reserve U niversity, C keveland, OH 44106-7079
%D epartm ent of P hysics and A stronom y, U niversity of K entucky, Lexington KY 40506-0055.
(April14, 2024)

Recently, new strongly interacting phases have been uncovered in m esoscopic system s w ith chaotic
scattering at the boundaries by two of the present authors and R . Shankar. T his analysis is reliable
when the dim ensionless conductance of the system is large, and is nonperturbative in both disorder
and interactions. The new phases are the m esoscopic analogue of spontaneous distortions of the
Fem i surface induced by interactions in buk system s and can occur in any Fem i liquid channel
w ith angularm om entum m . Here we show that the phase with m even hasa diam agnetic persistent
current (seen experim entally but m ysterious theoretically), whilke that wih m odd can be driven
through a transition which spontaneously breaks tin e-reversal sym m etry by increasing the coupling

to dissipative leads.
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The interplay of disorder and interactions is a rich
source of unexplained phenom ena in the bulk, egoecially
in two din ensions E:], despite three decades of theoreti-
cale ort r@:{'é_l:]. In m esoscopic system s one is confronted
w ith phenom ena not seen in the buk, such asCoulomb
B lockade oscillations t_ﬂ,u'_d] of the zero-bias conductance,
or persistent currents In m esoscopic rings in a sm all ex—
temalm agnetic eld ({lL4](®r review s see [15]). It has
been realized in the last several years that one needs
to take Interactions seriously in order to understand the
experim ental Coulom b B lockade peak spacing statistics
i_d]. This understanding has led to Universal H am ilto—
nian Q-Q‘,:_l-]‘] treatm ents for weak-coupling (electron gas
param eter rg = l=ag 1, where g is the Bohr ra—
dius and  is the electron density), In which a constant
charging interaction and a constant exchange interaction
are kept in addition to the single-particlk energy.

Recently, two of us investigated l_l-g] the stability of
the Universal Ham iltonian to other interactions of the
Landau Fem iHiquid type tL_9'], which are expected to be
present in ballistic quantum dots w ith chaotic boundary
scattering, but are not in dots deep In the di usive Iin it
£0]. The Landau interaction u( (k) ®) depends
only on the angle between the m om enta k ;k° of the n—
teracting particles [iﬁ], and can be param eterized In two
din ensions by a set of Landau param eters uy, :
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The values of the Landau param eters depend on the
strength and range of interactions, and can only be ac—
cessed num erically Q-]_:] for large ry (strong interactions).
Tt was fund [L8] that while the Universal Ham iltonian
was stable in the regine u, > u, = 1=2In2, it be-
cam e unstable to a m esoscopic P om eranchuk [_Z-Z_i] phase
foru, < u, . Soon afterwards one ofus and R . Shankar

f_Z-.Z:] showed how to construct the largeN theory of the
strong-coupling regin e (the din ensionless conductance g
plysthe role ofN ). D etails ofthis treatm ent w illappear
soon f_Z-é_;]

In this Letter, treating C oulom b B lockade and persis—
tent currents within the sam e approach, we show that
the m esoscopic P om eranchuk phases display unexpected
signatures in the persistent current, including a diam ag-
netic persistent current (seen experin entally [13{14]but
so far unexplained) in a m odel w ithout superconductiv—
iy form even, and spontaneous tin ereversal sym m etry
breaking orm odd.

W e want the e ective Ham iltonian In an energy win—
dow ofwidth the Thouless energy Er around the Fem i
energy. This is the regim e of validiy i_l-ﬁ] of Random
M atrix Theory ®RM T) i_2-5]. For ballistic structures
Er = hw =L, where v is the Fem ivelocity and L is
the linear system size. T he din ensionless conductance is
de ned asthe num ber of singleparticl energy states (of
mean spacing ) nthiswihdow g= E 1= .Oure ective
Ham ilttonian l_l-g‘,éi_i‘] has a noninteracting part represent-
Ing the chaotic scattering at the walls, and a Ferm Hliquid—
like Interacting part which conserves m om entum . The
order param eter [_fé] of the Pom eranchuk phase is a
tw o-din ensionalvectorwhosem agnitude and direction

represent the size and direction ofthem axin um Ferm i
surface distortion. T he shape ofthe deform ed Ferm isur-
face is given by cosfm ), where m is the angular
mom entum channel n which the instability occurs. To
determ ine the behaviourof the ferm ions are Integrated
out and an e ective action is obtained @-3_:], the dom inant
part ofwhich is selfaveraging for large g.
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FIG .1l. Thee ective potential in the M exican H at in units
of plotted asa function ofthe angle forthe casesm even
and odd forg= 20 and u, = 1:7.

and lke j jfor ! , Indicating the Landau dam ping
of . For large g the saddlepoint of this action dom i-
nates t_Z-g:], since uctuations are down by 1=g. A strong
enough attractive Landau param eter uy Yy, leadsto
sym m etry-breaking f_l-§',:_2-§']

W e have num erically evaluated the e ective potential
for the collective variable and analyzed is dependence
on externalm agnetic ux. Thise ective potentialcan be
obtained as the ground state energy E ( ) ofa noninter—
acting orm fon Ham itonian where = (cos 1+ sin )
appears as a param eter:

@ )y =" gM () 3)

where the rsttem encodes the chaotic scattering (W ith
the eigenvalies " controlled by RM T), and M ()
represents the coupling between the collective m ode
and particle-hole excitations of the ferm ions 1_23]. In the
largeg lin i, the ground state energy of the system in
the strong-coupling regim e is [_ié] sin ply the valie of
the e ective potential at its globalm nmum . This en—
ergy autom atically contains the contributions which are
speci ¢ to the particular disorder realization in addition
to the selfaveraging contributions determ nined earlier
f_Z-Z_’;]. T he averaged energy landscape of in the strong—
coupling phase would be a \M exican Hat", wih rota-
tional sym m etry [_21_1‘] T he sam ple-speci ¢ contributions
break this sym m etry com pletely form even, keading to a
sihglem nimnum , and to a two-old symm etry form odd,
as can be seen in Figure 1.

To see the relation of the above to the persistent cur-
rent we note that l_1-§]

I()= : @)

where isthe extermal ux piercing the sampl. At zero
tem perature the Free energy F  is just the ground state
energy E, so we desire to ocbtain E as a function of

W e obtain this by taking the noninteracting part of the
Ham iltonian from theRM T ensem ble ofcrossoverH am ik~
tonians @-5] param etrized as
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FIG.2. The ensemblaveraged m Inin um of the e ective
potentialin unitsof (forg= 20andun, = 1:7) asa function
of the crossover param eter form = 1 andm = 2.
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H cross =
where H 5;a represent symm etric (T preserving) and an-—
tisymm etric (I breaking) random m atrices drawn from
their respective nom alized ensambles 1_25], and C is a
factor of order unity which depends on the shape of the
sam ple and the precise nature of the chaotic scattering
at the boundary [_l-]']

Figure 2 show s the dependence of E on the crossover
parameter C form even and odd, and clearly shows
the diam agnetic behaviour orm even. To see why this
is special, consider w hat is known about persistent cur-
rents E[ﬁ] In a m esoscopic ring penetrated by a  ux, the
ground state energy has to be periodic in the ux, since
an integer num ber of ux quanta can be gauged aw ay.
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where ¢ = h=e is the ux quantum . Only the even
m om ents I, survive disorder-averaging [_1-5']

In the noninteracting case the typical, uctuating val-
ues of the Fourder coe cients are (for smalln) I,;p
Er= o whilk the average is hT,, i = . Experin ents
typically m easure hl,, i and a few other low-order har-
monics [{14].

Interactions, when included in renom alized rst-order
perturbation theory [§], produce hl,i E—Z where
(of order 1) is the din ensionless C ooperchannel inter—
action at low energies. Thus, interactions enhance the
average persistent current, but if > 0 hI,i should be
param agnetic, while if < 0 it should be diam agnetic.
T hisprediction E], w hile of the sam e order-ofm agniude
as the experim ents i_fi%{:_l-é], has the wrong sign. M aterials
that show no sign of superconductivity (mplying that

> 0) show [_l-]_: {:_fl_i] a diam agnetic hT,i. M any expla—
nations have been proposed to account for this puzzle
(@ recent one being Ref. l_2-§]), but the question rem ains
open, as summ arized in Ref. [_2-:}] In this context a dia—
m agnetic persistent current of order Er= ¢ In a m odel



w ithout superconductivity is striking. T he fact that our
treatm ent is nonperturbative in the interactions f_Z-E_i] en—
ables us to evade the usualsign E’j’]. O ur approach, while
suggestive, is not directly applicable to the experim ents
on Au and Ag rings f_l-gl;_l-f:] sinhce the sam ples are not
likely to be In the strong-coupling regin €, and are not
fully in the ballistic 1im it (the elasticm ean free path isof
the sam e order as the system size). On the other hand,
our theory would apply directly to ensembles of ballis-
tic G aA s rings of the type used In Refs. [_1-1:,:_1-2_5], but at
stronger coupling.

Let usnow tum tom odd. The exact degeneracy of
the two globalm Inin a separated by 1n theangle can
be seen from Figure 1, and can be proved analytically
using the relation H ( )= H ( + ). The two degen-
erate m inin a are related by the tin ereversal transfor-
mation T . A particular value of Ileads to a distortion
of the Fem 1 surface along the direction speci ed by
Under T, k ! k and a distortion of the Ferm i sur-
face for odd m m aps to an inequivalent state at +
w ith the sam e energy, since the underlying H am iltonian
is T -invariant. T he ground state ofa H am iltonian quan-
tum system wih a two—fold degenerate potential is the
sym m etric com bination ofthe two m inin a. This applies
to the isolated m esoscopic structure, whose dynam ics is
Ham iltonian at energy scales an aller than  (for energy
scales In the range ! E r thedynam ics is dissipa—
tive w ith ohm ic dissijpation, see Eq. @)) . The splitting
betw een the sym m etric and antisym m etric com binations
isthe tunneling am plitude between the twom inim a, here

e 9 .Thetwom Inin a correspond to states carrying op—
posite persistent currents, and are m acroscopically dis—
tinguishable.

T he coupling of the m esoscopic structure to the leads
produces ohm ic dissipation at arbitrarily low energies.
T his is precisely the case of the C aldeira-T.eggett m odel
bs] considered and solved by C hakravarty 9], and Bray
and M oore t_Z@l] The e ective action of ourm odel at low
energies (! ) is
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where is the anglke of 1n the M exican Hat, V ()
is the doubly-degenerate realization-speci ¢ potential of
Figurel,and isthe levelw idth nduced by coupling to
the leads. T he Iongrange interaction In in aginary time
com es from a J j\kinetic"tem , which in tum arises from
the Landau dam ping of due to decay into particle-hole
pairs at arbitrarily low energies, possble because each
fom erly sharp level is broadened by coupling to the
Jeads.

T he m odel has a weak-dissipation phase In which the
ground state is still the sym m etric superposition of the
twom inin a, and a strong-dissipation phase n which the

FIG . 3. The ensam bleaveraged second Fourier coe cient
of the persistent current In units of = ( as a function of
coupling jin Jj Yy J= 1=h2 Hrm = 1 andm = 2 and
g= 20.

particle is localized n onem inim um . T he transition be-
tween the two phases 1_2-§] occurs Brg(=) ?h %1 1.
For large enough g even a weak coupling to the leads
( =" g, sihceh %1 1) issu cient to m eet this cri-
terion, and leads to localization in one m nimum of the
twofold degenerate e ective potential even at zero tem —
perature, corresponding to a spontaneous breaking of T .
The T breaking transition could be m oniored by m ea—
suring the peak-height statistics {_B-C_i]

If one tums on an extemal ux, onem ininum m oves
up in energy as the ux increaseswhile the otherm oves
down. T he ground state (which m oves down) displays a
param agnetic persistent current oforder Er= . In the
isolated dot, or in the case with weak dissipation, one
startsw ith a sym m etric superposition ofthetwom inin a
as the zero— ux ground state. As increases the system
crosses over to fllly T -broken dynam ics w hen the energy
di erence ofthetwom inim a isgreaterthan their solitting
In zero eld, which is e 9. Thus, the crossover will
occur for an extermal ux g oe 9, as com pared to
the noninteracting crossover ux 0= g.For strong
enough dissipation, the ground state already breaks T,
and the variation of E contains a temtm rstorder n ,
which Inplies a spontaneous persistent current at zero

ux.

Figure 3 show s the ensem bleaveraged second Fourier
coe clent hI ;i orm even and odd. Ideally one would

nd a periodic behaviour of E wih . This cannot be
captured by the crossover H am iltonian, but m ust be put
In by hand. Since we do not know the number C con-
necting the crossover param eter to the ux , there is
an inherent am biguity In this procedure. W e show hli
for three di erent choices for C. A s can be seen, the
qualitative resuls are una ected.

F inite tem perature produces additional interesting ef-
fects form odd. For tem peratures exceeding the tun-
nelsplitting e 9 the superposition states are irrelevant,
and one can think ofthe two m inin a as separately ther—
m ally occupied. Because oftheir (near) degeneracy, there
will be a Curielke susogptibility of 1=T of the persis—



tent current (and therefore the m agnetization) to exter—
nal ux.

In summ ary, we have shown that som e surprising sig—
natures of the m esoscopic P om eranchuk regim es show up
In the persistent current. There is a diam agnetic per-
sistent current (form even) without any superconduc—
tivity. Them odd case undergoes a spontaneous tin e-
reversalsym m etry-breaking transition as the coupling to
the leads is Increased, and displays a spontaneous per—
sistent current (@t zero ux) in the T -broken phase. It
would be very interesting to explre the behaviour of
persistent currents in the quantum critical regine (31,
where lJarge uctuations of the order param eter and

nie quas:partjc]e lifstim e IBZ] at low energies are ex—
pected p31.
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