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Q uasistates in a ring coupled to a reservoir and their relation to the D icke e�ect

Bernhard W unsch� and Alexander Chudnovskiy

I.Institute ofTheoreticalPhysics,University ofHam burg,Jungiusstr. 9,D{20355 Ham burg,G erm any

(D ated:D ecem ber23,2021)

W estudy theenergy spectrum and thepersistentcurrentin an idealone-dim ensionalm esoscopic

ring coupled to an externalferm ionic reservoir.Thecontactbetween ring and reservoirisdescribed

by a tunneling operator,which causesan indirectcoupling between di�erentring statesvia statesin

thereservoir.Forstrong coupling to thereservoirnew quasistateswith sharp eigenenergiesdevelop

inside the ring. The form ation of long-living states at strong tunnel coupling to the reservoir

is analogous to the D icke e�ect in optics, that was recently investigated in context of resonant

scattering and resonanttunneling in solid statesystem s.O urm odelreproducestheresultsobtained

in previouswork based on thescattering m atrix approach and furtherm oreitdescribesa new stable

energy spectrum in the lim itofstrong coupling.

PACS num bers:73.21.R a,73.23.-b

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Experim entsonm esoscopicringsenabletostudyquan-

tum e� ectsbased on phasecoherence.Two ofitsproven

m anifestationsareoscillationsin theconductanceofopen

rings connected to leads1,2 and persistent currents in-

sideclosed rings3,4,5,6,7,both periodicwith them agnetic

� eld applied perpendicularto the probe.In som e ofthe

experim ents both e� ects can be m easured on the sam e

probe with the help ofside gates that controlthe cou-

pling between ring and reservoirs2,5. In recent optical

experim ents the energy spectra ofquantum rings were

studied7,8.

As phase coherence is the precondition ofthese phe-

nom ena,the in uence ofdecoherence is ofm ajor inter-

est. Recently,the suppression ofquantum coherence in

a m esoscopic system due to its coupling to an exter-

nalm acroscopicreservoirattracted m uch attention.Ifa

sm allm esoscopicsystem (quantum dot,quantum ring)is

coupled by tunneling to an externalreservoirofferm ions

(a lead) a phenom enon oflevelattraction is known to

occur,which results in changes ofoccupation num bers,

statistics ofenergy levels,and eventually the transport

propertiesthrough the m esoscopicdevice9,10.

In the presentpaperweinvestigatethe e� ectsoflevel

attraction due to coupling to an externalreservoir on

thepersistentcurrentin a m esoscopicring.W e� nd that

the tunnelcoupling in generalleads to the suppression

ofthe persistentcurrent.However,with increasing cou-

pling,the e� ective levelstructure ofthe ring coupled to

the reservoirchanges. Due to levelm ixing through the

reservoir, quasistates with sharp eigenenergies develop

in the ring,which can be related to the Dicke e� ect in

optics11,12,13,14.Depending on thenum berofring states

coupled to the reservoir this results in a nonzero per-

sistentcurrenteven atvery large tunneling between the

ringand thereservoir.Thesaturation valueofthepersis-

tentcurrentatlargetunnelingiscrucially a� ected by the

detailed structure ofthe tunneling m atrix elem ents. A
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FIG .1: D i�erent setups for a coupled ring described within

thetunnelHam iltonian form alism (a)orwithin thescattering

m atrix approach (b).

com pletesuppression ofthepersistentcurrenttakesplace

only ifallstatesofthe ring arem ixed by tunneling.

A ring coupled to a reservoir was investi-

gated previously within the scattering m atrix

approach15,16,17,18,19,20, in which the ring is cou-

pled via an ideal wire to the dissipative reservoir see

Fig. 1(b). Butthe developm entoflong living statesfor

strong coupling wasnotdiscussed there.

The work isorganized asfollows: After the introduc-

tion weexplain ourm odelin thenextsection.In section

IIIthegeneralresultsforthedensity ofstates(DO S)and

thecurrentdensity in thering arepresented.Thereafter

these results are analyzed for di� erent num bers ofring

states that couple to the reservoir. In section V we re-

late our results to the Dicke e� ect. A com parison with

previouswork based on the scattering m atrix approach

willbeperform ed in section VI.Finally wewillconclude

ourwork.

II. M O D EL

The setup studied in thiswork isshown in Fig.1 (a).

Since the m ain purpose ofthispaperisto study the in-

 uence of decoherence introduced by a tunnelcontact

to a ferm ionic reservoir (a lead) we con� ned ourselves

to an independentspinlesselectron m odeland assum ed

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307136v1
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thering to beone-dim ensional21.Thissim plem odelcap-

tures already the m ain features ofthe energy spectrum

and exhibitsthe persistentcurrentm easured on ringsin

theballistictransportregim e5,7.TheHam iltonian ofour

m odelhasthe following form :

Ĥ =
X

m

"m â
+
m âm +

X

r

E rb̂
+
r b̂r +

X

m ;r

tm ;r(̂a
+
m b̂r + h:c:);

(1)

where â+m and âm (̂b+r and b̂r)are the creation and an-

nihilation operatorsfor electrons in the ring (reservoir)

with quantum num berm (r). The eigenfunctionsofthe

isolated ring are given by �m (’) = eim ’,where m de-

notes the angular m om entum in the ring,and ’ is the

angularcoordinate around the ring. The corresponding

eigenenergiesare given by "m = 4E 0

�

m + �

� 0

�2
,where

� denotesthem agnetic ux through thering,�0 =
h

e
is

them agnetic ux quantum ,and theenergy scaleisgiven

by E 0 =
~
2

8m �R 2 .The ux dependenceoftheHam iltonian

aswellasthe length ofthe ring isexclusively contained

in theeigenenergiesofthering.Theenergiesin thereser-

voiraredenoted by E r.

An im portant consequence ofthe coupling described

by thetunneling operatorin Eq.(1),isthattheangular

m om entum isno longerconserved dueto thenew geom -

etry,so thatcoupling to the sam estatesin the reservoir

induces an indirect interaction between the ring states.

Itisthisinteraction thatdeterm inesthe behaviorofthe

system in the strong coupling regim e.

Letusdiscussbrie y thee� ectsoftheneglected term s

of the Ham iltonian given by Eq. (1). In the single

particle picture a ring of � nite width can be solved

analytically22,23. W e have used the one-dim ensionalen-

ergy spectrum to keep the calculationstractable,which

is a good approxim ation for thin rings. The in uence

ofelectron-electron interaction on the persistentcurrent

and the excitation spectrum hasbeen shown to be neg-

ligible in an idealnarrow ring24. This is in agreem ent

with experim ents on a single ring within the ballistic

transport regim e5 and with spectroscopy ofnanoscopic

sem iconducting rings7,for which the results can be ex-

plained within a singleparticlepicture.Furtherm ore,for

a high chargedensity insidethe ring the Coulom b inter-

action is screened and doesnotcontribute signi� cantly.

The e� ectofspin iseasily im plem ented in ourm odelas

long as spin is conserved during the tunneling process.

Like in the isolated case25 the system can then be de-

scribed by an independent sum ofa spin up subsystem

and a spin-down subsystem .

Following earlierwork14 we now estim ate the tunnel-

ing m atrix elem entstm ;r de� ned by tm ;r = h�m jV j ri,

where the potentialV de� nes the region ofoverlap be-

tween thewavefunctionsin theringand thereservoirand

 r denotesan eigenfunction in thereservoir.Fora sm all

contact the wavefunction ofthe reservoir can be taken

out ofthe integraltm ;r �  r(x0)
R
��m (’)V d’,so that

the dependence ofthe m atrix elem ent on the reservoir

quantum num beriscontained in a separate factor,that

isindependentoftheangularm om entum .Forthecalcu-

lation oftheG reen’sfunction ofelectronsin thering the

m atrix elem ents appear in pairs like tm 1;rt
�

m 2;r
,so that

the phase factordue the quantum num ber ofthe reser-

voircancelsout.Assum ing furtherm orethatj r(x0)j
2 is

constant14,the tunneling m atrix elem entisindependent

ofr:tm ;r = tm .

Thedependenceofthetunnelingm atrixelem enton the

ring quantum num bercan be estim ated by inserting the

eigenfunctionsin thering:tm /
R’ 0

�’ 0

eim ’ = 2

m
sinm ’0,

where ’0 describesthe angularsize ofthe contact. For

sm all’0 andm thecouplingisindependentofm ,whereas

it is suppressed for higher m . In this paper we set the

tunneling m atrix elem entsconstantfora given range of

angularm om enta ofthe eigenstatesinsidethe ring.The

tunneling m atrix elem entsforotherring statesaresetto

zero.

III. M ET H O D S A N D R ESU LT S

W ithin the described m odelthe DO S in the ring can

be calculated forarbitrary tunneling strength by m eans

ofa Dyson equation fortheG reen’sfunction.Therefore,

theobtained resultsarealsovalid forthestrongcoupling

regim e,in which theenergy scalegiven by thetunneling

is ofthe order ofor larger than the interlevelspacing

between consecutivering states.To avoid superim posing

e� ectson theDO S in thering dueto theband structure

ofthe reservoir we choose a constant density ofstates

in the reservoir �(E ) = �. Setting ~ = 1 the G reen’s

function foran electron in theringhasthefollowingform :

G m (iE n)= G
0

m (iE n)+

�
G

0
m (iE n)

�2
jtj

2
(iEn)

1� jtj2(iEn)
P

m 1

(G 0
m 1

(iE n))
(2)

with

(iEn) =
X

r

G
0

r(iE n)= � i�� sign(En); (3)

whereG 0
m (iE n)(G

0
r(iE n))denotestheG reen’sfunction

ofthe isolated ring state (isolated reservoirstate)given

by G 0
m (iE n)= (iE n � �m )

�1 (G 0
r(iE n)= (iE n � E r)

�1 ),

and E n denotes a M atsubara frequency. A di� erent

density ofstates in the reservoir can be taken into ac-

count rather straightforwardly as only the param eter 

ischanged in Eq.(3).

Analyticalcontinuation oftheG reen’sfunction on the

realaxes leads to the retarded G reen’s function,whose

im aginarypartdeterm inesthe(norm alized)spectralden-

sity ofthe ring states Sm (E ) and the DO S in the ring

�(E )

Sm (E ) = �
1

�
=
�
G ret
m (E )

�
=
�

�

1

(E �" m )
2

(1+ �2�(E )2)
; (4)

�(E ) =
X

m

Sm (E )=
� �

@�(E )

@E

� (1+ �2�(E )2)
; (5)
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with

�(E )=
X

m 1

1

E � "m 1

; � = ��jtj2: (6)

In the sim plest case ofonly one ring state that cou-

ples to the reservoir,the DO S is given by a Lorentzian

centered around the eigenenergy "0 ofthe isolated state

�(E ) = �

�((E �" 0)
2+ �2)

. For any coupling strength,the

width of the m axim um of the DO S is given by the

coupling energy �. For m ore coupling states and for

strong coupling the spectraldensities are not given by

Lorentziansdue to the e� ective interaction between dif-

ferentring states,asisshown below.

The e� ectofcoupling on the persistentcurrentin the

ring isinvestigated by calculating thecurrentdensity.It

isobtained by sum m ing overthecontributionsofallring

states. As the current carried by an occupied isolated

ring state is Im = � @"m
@�

, the current density has the

form :

j(E ) =
X

m

�
@"m

@�
Sm (E )= �

�
@�(E )

@�

�(1+ �2�(E )2)
:(7)

The total persistent current is then given by I =R
1

�1
f(E )j(E )dE ,where f(E )= 1

1+ exp(�(E ��))
denotes

the Ferm idistribution.

An im portant consequence of a constant coupling

strength for allcoupled ring statesis thatthe ratio be-

tween current density and DO S is independent of the

coupling

j(E )

�(E )
=

@�(E )

@�

@�(E )

@E

: (8)

IV . A N A LY SIS O F T H E R ESU LT S FO R

D IFFER EN T N U M B ER S O F C O U P LED R IN G

STA T ES

In the following we willanalyze the results obtained

abovefordi� erentnum bersofring statesthatcouple to

the reservoir.

A . C oupling oftw o ring states to the reservoir

Now we assum e that the coupling between ring and

reservoirisrestricted to thetwo energetically lowestring

states.Thiscan bem otivated by selectivetunnelingwith

respect to the angular m om entum ofthe ring states as

discussed above. Furtherm ore for a m agnetic  ux close

to � =
� 0

2
thisassum ption isalso a good approxim ation

aslong asthe energy gap to the higherlying ring states

islargerthan thecouplingenergy �.Howeverwewillnot

lim itthe coupling strength in the following discussion.

Ifonly two ring statescoupleto thereservoir,thesys-

tem can bewelldescribed byintroducingtwoquasistates.

0 1 2 3 4 5

-0.1

0.1

0.2

ρ, j

E 0

E

FIG .2:D O S (fullline)and currentdensity (dashed line)for

weak coupling � = 0:2E 0 and �xed m agnetic ux � =
� 0

3
.

The quasistates are energetically well separated and their

spectral densities broaden with increasing coupling. The

structuresofcurrentdensity and D O S are sim ilar,which re-

ectslow m ixing ofthe ring states. The grid lines show the

eigenenergiesofthe isolated ring states.

Forweak coupling,theirDO S isgiven by:

S1;2(E ) =
�

�

"�

E av �

q
(� ")2

4
� �2

� 2

+ �2

# (9)

with

� "= "m 1
� "m 2

; E av = E �
"m 1

+ "m 2

2
: (10)

Thestrength ofcouplingischaracterizedbythetunneling

energy � de� ned in Eq. (6),which has to be com pared

with theinterlevelspacing � "ofthecoupled ring states.

W ithoutcouplingthequasistatescoincidewith theeigen-

states ofthe isolated ring. Fig. 2 shows the DO S and

the currentdensity in the weak coupling regim e de� ned

by
(� ")

2

4
� �2 > 0. In this regim e the spectraldensi-

tiesofthe quasistatesbroaden with increasing coupling,

thereby approaching each other.

Atthe criticalcoupling �c = j� "
2
jthe spectraldensi-

tiesofthe quasistatesare equal. Fig. 3 and 4 illustrate

the DO S and the current density,ifthe coupling is in-

creased to the strong coupling regim e with � > �c. A

new quasistatewith a sharp eigenenergy developsand is

represented by the sharp peak in the DO S with a width

sm allerthan �. The otherquasistate contributesto the

DO S within a broad energy rangeofa width largerthan

�.

ThisbehavioroftheDO S iswelldescribed bythespec-

traldensities ofthe quasistates in the strong coupling

regim e:

S1;2(E )=
� �

q

�2 �
(� ")2

4

�

"

E 2
av +

�

� �

q

�2 �
(� ")2

4

� 2
# : (11)
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E 0

E

ρ, j

FIG .3: D O S (fullline)and currentdensity (dashed line)for

strong coupling � = 1:5E 0 and �xed m agnetic ux � =
� 0

3
.

The D O S consists ofa quasistate with a sharp eigenenergy

and ofa quasistate thatcontributes in a wide energy range.

Theasym m etricform ofthecurrentdensity (dotted line)dif-

fers substantially from the D O S,which shows strong m ixing

ofthe ring states.

0 1 2 3 4 5

0.025

0.05

0.075

0.1

0.125

0.15

0.175

E 0

E

ρ

FIG .4: D O S for strong coupling � = 0:4E 0 and �xed m ag-

neticux � = 0:49� 0.Fornearly degenerateeigenenergiesof

the isolated ring statesthe strong coupling regim e isreached

already forsm allcoupling strength and thedi�erentbehavior

ofthe two quasistatesiswellresolved.

It is im portantto notice thatthe energiesofthe iso-

lated ring statesdepend on the m agnetic  ux,while the

coupling to the reservoiris assum ed to be independent

ofthem agnetic ux.In particular,theeigenenergiesare

degenerate at � = n
� 0

2
,so that by changing the m ag-

netic ux closeto thisdegeneratevalueone� nally enters

the regim e ofstrong coupling,forany nonzero coupling

strength.

Theenergyofthelonglivingstatedependson them ag-

netic ux,asitisgiven by theaverageenergy ofthetwo

coupled states. Therefore,the system showsAharonov-

Bohm typebehavioreven in thestrong coupling regim e.

Correspondingly the persistent current saturates in the

lim itofstrong coupling and doesnotvanish.

The value of the saturated persistent current is ob-

tained by noting thatthe ratio between currentdensity

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

-1

-0.5

0.5

1

Φ
0

Φ

I
I0

FIG .5:D ependenceofthepersistentcurrenton them agnetic

ux through the ring fora coupling oftwo ring statesto the

reservoir (� = 4E 0). Relative to the persistent current in

an isolated ring (fullline),the persistent current is reduced

and sm oothed for increasing coupling (long dashed line � =

0:2E 0). In the strong coupling regim e (short dashed line,

� = 5E 0) the current saturates and the sawtooth form is

restored.

and DO S is independent ofthe coupling. In the lim it

ofstrong coupling,the long living state is centered at

theaverageenergy ofthecoupling statesand carriesthe

currentI =
Im 1

+ Im 2

2
,while the strongly coupling state

carriesa currentofI =
Im 1

+ Im 2

4
.

Therefore,thevalueofthesaturated persistentcurrent

iseither 1

4
or 3

4
ofthecurrentin theisolated ring,depend-

ing on whetherthe Ferm ienergy liesbelow orabovethe

energy ofthelong-livingstate.Forthelattercase,Fig.5

showsthepersistentcurrentasafunction ofthem agnetic

 ux fordi� erentcoupling param eters.In thestrong cou-

plingregim e(shortdashed line)thecurrentsaturatesand

the sawtooth form ofthe currentisrestored.

B . C oupling ofa �nite num ber ofring states to the

reservoir

A generalizationofthesim pli� ed twolevelm odelisob-

tained by considering thecoupling ofm orering statesto

thereservoir.Thereby atleastallstateswith an eigenen-

ergy below theFerm ienergy arecoupled tothereservoir.

The calculation ofthe DO S and the current density

is perform ed in the appendix. In the strong coupling

regim ethesystem developslonglivingstatesbetween the

energetically adjacent states ofthe isolated ring when-

everthe tunneling energy � exceedsthe interlevelspac-

ing between the corresponding eigenenergies ofthe iso-

lated ring. These new quasistatesare m ore pronounced

at sm allenergies as illustrated in Fig. 6. The reason

is that the energy scale connected with the coupling is

the sam e forallstates� = ��jtj2 whereasthe interlevel

spacing between adjacentring statesincreaseswith their

respectiveenergies.

Likein thetwolevelsystem thepersistentcurrentsatu-
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E

ρ

FIG .6:D O S in the strong coupling regim e � = 5E 0 forfour

coupled ring states(dotted line)and eightcoupled states(full

line).Thesm allertheinterlevelspacing them orepronounced

are the new quasistates.M agnetic ux � =
� 0

3
is�xed.

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 50 100 150 200 250 300

I/
I 0

(Φ
)

κ / E0

5
7
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41

40

FIG .7:D ependenceofthepersistentcurrenton thecoupling

strength for di�erent num bers of coupled states and �xed

m agnetic ux � =
� 0

3
. The num bers ofcoupled states are

listed according to the value at which the persistent current

saturates. There are �ve eigenenergies of the isolated ring

below the Ferm ienergy � = 25E 0.

ratesin thelim itofstrongcouplingatagenerallynonzero

value.Therebythesaturation valueofthepersistentcur-

rentdependsstronglyon thenum berofcoupled states.It

decreaseswith increasing num berofcoupled ring states,

butitalso showsan odd-even e� ectwith the num berof

coupled statesasillustrated in Fig.7.Both featureshave

theirorigin in the alternating sign ofthecurrentcarried

by consecutivering states.

C . C oupling ofallring states to the reservoir

According to our discussion ofthe tunneling m atrix

elem entsin section IIa coupling ofallring statesto the

reservoirisrealized in thelim itofapointcontact.Itisan

appealing feature ofourm odelthat a sim ple analytical

form ula forthe DO S in the ring and the currentdensity

can be given forthislim iting case:

�(E )=
�

�

1

x
sinx

�

cos~� � cosx

�

+ 1� cosxcos~�

�2 (sin x)
2
+

4E 2

0
x2

�4

�

cos~� � cosx

�2 (12)

with x = �

q
E

E 0

and the dim ensionless ux~� = 2� �

� 0

.

To obtain the DO S given in Eq.(12)we haveused

�(E )=

1X

m = �1

1

E � "m
=

�2

2E 0x

sinx

cos~� � cosx
: (13)

Fig. 8 illustrates the developm ent ofthe DO S with in-

creasing coupling. For sm allcoupling the DO S shows

Lorentz broadened m axim a around the eigenenergiesof

the isolated ring states with a width given by the cou-

pling energy �. This indicates that for sm allcoupling

each ring state couples independently to the reservoir

and does not interact with the other ring states. An-

alyzing Eq. (12) the DO S shows m axim a in the weak

coupling regim eattheenergieswherethesecond term of

the denom inator disappears,which happens exactly at

theeigenenergiesoftheisolated ring states.Atthem ag-

netic ux � = 0:4�0 used in thecalculationsrepresented

in Fig.8,theseeigenenergiesaregrouped in pairs.Each

pairconsistsofring stateswith angularm om enta m and

� m � 1.

For strong coupling however the DO S form s sharp

peaksatE = n2 E 0,independently ofthem agnetic ux.

These m axim a are m ore and m ore pronounced with in-

creasing coupling.Analyzing again Eq.(12)therootsof

the� rstterm in thedenom inatordeterm inethepositions

ofthe m axim a in the strong coupling regim e.The ener-

gies ofthe quasistates can be understood from the fol-

lowingrequirem ents.Thequasistateslieenergeticallybe-

tweeneachtwoneighborstatesoftheisolatedring.M ore-

over,thesuppression ofpersistentcurrentand Aharonov-

Bohm e� ect dem ands the energies ofthe quasistatesto

be independent ofthe m agnetic  ux. The positions of

the quasistatesE = n2 E 0 are the only pointssatisfying

both requirem ents above. Therefore,no quasistates at

otherenergiescan form atstrong coupling.

The criticalcoupling atwhich the transition between

weak and strong coupling occurs depends on the inter-

levelspacing between the ring states and hence on the

energy and on them agnetic ux.Asillustrated in Fig.8

the criticalcoupling grows with energy proportionaltop
E and thequasistatesaredeveloped � rstbetween pairs

ofring states.Foronly two coupling statesitwasshown

thatthe criticalcoupling isgiven by �c = j� "
2
j,which is

also a good estim ation forthe criticalcoupling atwhich

the quasistatesatE m = (2m + 1)2E 0 develop:

�c �
"�m �1 � "m

2
= 2(1� 2

�

�0

)(2m + 1)E 0

= 0:4
p
E m E 0 : (14)
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FIG .8:D ensity plotofD O S asa function ofthecoupling for

�xed m agnetic ux � = 0:4� 0 (the m agnitude ofthe D O S

increases going from black to white). Forweak coupling the

m axim a are located at the eigenenergies ofthe isolated ring

states whereas for strong coupling quasistates at E = n
2
E 0

develop.Thecriticalcoupling thereby dependson theenergy

as
p
E with di�erentprefactorsforeven orodd n asindicated

by the dashed lines(0:4
p
E ,

p
E ).

Asa guide to the eye,the dependence �c(E m )isshown

by thelowerlyingdashed linein Fig.8.Correspondingly

thesecond dashed linein Fig.8 showsatwhich coupling

strength the other halfoflong living states develop at

E = (2n)2 E 0.

In contrast to the coupling of two ring states, the

eigenenergiesofthe long living states are now indepen-

dentofthe m agnetic � eld,which indicates the localiza-

tion ofthose states. Consequently,the Aharonov-Bohm

e� ectdisappears,which isaccom panied by a continuous

suppression ofthepersistentcurrentwith increasingcou-

pling asillustrated in Fig.9.

The currentdensity inside the ring can be calculated

with the help ofEq.(7)and isgiven by:

j(E ) = �
�

�

@�(E )

@�

1+ �2�(E )2
=

=
� 4� E 0

�2� 0

xsinxsin ~�

�2 (sinx)
2
+

4E 2

0
x2

�4

�

cos~� � cosx

�2: (15)

For weak coupling the currentdensity shows Lorentz

broadened m axim a with alternating sign around the

eigenenergies ofthe isolated ring states. In the strong

coupling regim e however it shows antisym m etric peaks

around theeigenenergiesE = n2 E 0 ofthenewly evolved

quasistates.Analyzing Eq. (15)the currentdensity has

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

I/
I 0

Φ/Φ0

κ=0.01 E0
κ=0.1 E0

κ=1 E0
κ=10 E0

κ=100 E0

FIG .9:D ependenceofthepersistentcurrenton them agnetic

ux through the ring fordi�erentcoupling strengthsand for

coupling ofallring states. The persistentcurrentiscontinu-

ously suppressed with increasing coupling and vanishesin the

lim it ofstrong coupling. For alllines,there are �ve states

below the Ferm ienergy � = 25E 0.

the sam e denom inator as the DO S given in Eq.(12).

However,the num eratordisappearsatthe eigenenergies

E = n2E 0 ofthe quasistates and therefore causes the

antisym m etricpeaks.

Theasym m etricbehaviorofthecurrentdensity causes

asuppression ofthetotalpersistentcurrentwith increas-

ingcouplingtothereservoirwhich isillustrated in Fig.9.

The continuous suppression ofthe persistent current

with increasingcouplingcan alsobeunderstood with the

help ofthe coupling-independent ratio between current

density and DO S,which isgiven by

j(E )

�(E )
=

� 4 E 0

�� 0

xsinxsin ~�

1

x
sinx

�

cos~� � cosx

�

+ 1� cosxcos~�

:(16)

In contrast to the coupling ofonly two ring states this

ratio vanishes at eigenenergies of the quasistates that

develop in the strong coupling regim e,so that eventu-

ally the persistent current willalso vanish in the lim it

of strong coupling. Therefore, the quasistates do not

carry current in contrast to the coupling of two ring

states where the long living quasistate carries the cur-

rentI =
Im 1

+ Im 2

2
.

V . C O N N EC T IO N T O T H E D IC K E EFFEC T

Studying the energy spectrum ofa ring coupled to a

reservoir,we showed that due to the coupling ofdi� er-

ent ring state coherent collective states develop inside

the ring. These quasistateslead to a new sharp energy

spectrum asillustrated in Fig. 4,6,8. The sam e m ech-

anism isknown in opticsasDicke e� ect11,12.O riginally,

the Dicke e� ect describes how atom s in an atom ic gas

can form a coherentcollective state when they are cou-

pled by an electrom agnetic� eld with awavelength bigger
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than the distance between the radiating atom s. These

collective stateshave a sharp eigenenergy and lead to a

signi� cantreduction oftheDopplerwidth in atom icspec-

troscopy. In optics,the long living states with a sm all

spectralwidth arecalled subradiantand thebroad states

thatcouplestrongly to thelightarecalled superradiant.

In our work di� erent ring states are coupled by the

ferm ionicreservoir,which isthereforethecounterpartof

the electrom agnetic� eld in optics.

Recently a sim ilarsystem wasinvestigated in thecon-

textofresonantscattering14. T.V.Shahbazyan and S.

E.Ulloastudied theelectronicstatesofasystem consist-

ing ofa 2D electron gas,which is tunnelcoupled to an

array ofpointlike,single levelquantum dots.The local-

ized statesin the dotsare coupled to each othervia the

tunneling into and outofthedelocalized statesofthe2D

gas.Undercertain conditionsa coherentcollectivestate

isform ed thatislocated in the quantum dotarray.

O necan draw directanalogy between thephysicalen-

tities entering the m odelofRef.14 and our m odel. The

statesofthelocally distributed quantum dotscorrespond

in our system to the discrete ring states, whereas the

2D electron gas corresponds to the ferm ionic reservoir.

In both m odels the underlying physics consists in the

form ation ofcollective quasistateswith narrow spectral

linewidths as the tunnelcoupling exceeds som e critical

value.In ourm odeltheform ationofthecollectivequasis-

tatesa� ectsthe persistentcurrentinsidethe loop,while

the coherentcollectivestate located in the quantum dot

array leadsto a reduction oftheelectron m obility in the

2D electron gas.

Furtherm ore,T.V.ShahbazyanandS.E.Ulloashowed

thatifthe discrete statesin the quantum dotsare ener-

getically degenerate then their DO S m ainly consists of

a sharp peak and a very low and broad background.

Thereby a fraction of up to 1 � 1

N
of the states con-

tribute to the sharp peak in the DO S whereasthe sm all

rem aining part contributes to the DO S in a wide en-

ergy range14. Thisisin agreem entwith oursystem ,for

which in the strong coupling regim e a single quasistate

hybridizes strongly with the reservoir and becom es ex-

trem ely broad,whereasallotherquasistatesshow up as

sharp m axim a in theDO S.

However we want to stress two m ajor di� erences to

ourwork.In ourwork allring statescoupleto thereser-

voiratthesam epoint,whereasin Ref.14 theinteracting

subsystem sare spatially separated. Therefore,the elec-

tron hasto propagateinsidethe2D electron gasbetween

consecutive tunneling events. Thiscausesan additional

phasefactor in the tunneling m atrix elem ents that de-

stroyscoherence.In orderthatcoherentcollectivestates

are form ed,the average distance between di� erent dots

hasto beoftheorderoforsm allerthan theFerm iwave-

length.Sim ilarly,theoriginalDickee� ectin opticstakes

place only ifthe distance between the atom softhe gas

is ofthe orderoforsm allerthan the wavelength ofthe

light. This additionalphase coherence length is absent

in our m odel,as allthe ring states are localized within

the sam esm allvolum e.

Furtherm ore,within our m odelthe interlevelspacing

between theringstatescan beadjusted system aticallyby

changingthem agnetic� eld.Consequently,theregim eof

strongcouplingcan bereached by changingthem agnetic

� eld ratherthan the coupling itself.In contrast,the en-

ergy distribution ofan arrayoflocalized statescannotbe

m odi� ed by applying a m agnetic� eld,sincetheenergies

ofdi� erentlocalized stateshavethesam em agnetic� eld

dependence.

V I. C O M PA R ISO N T O T H E SC A T T ER IN G

M A T R IX A P P R O A C H

The e� ect ofdissipation on the persistent current in

a one dim ensionalring was exam ined in previous work

already,using the m odeldepicted in Fig. 1 (b)15. The

analysis ofthat work was based on the scattering m a-

trix,thatdescribesthee� ectofthejunction between the

one-dim ensionalwire and the idealring. Thisapproach

requirestheuseofa continuousbasisofwavefunctionsin

the ring and the am plitudes inside the ring are related

by the Aharonov-Bohm phase m atching condition. In

the fram e ofthe scattering approach only energetically

degenerate wavefunctions inside the ring are m ixed by

the coupling. In contrast,the tunnelHam iltonian,uses

thediscreteeigenstatesoftheisolated ring,thatalready

satisfy the phase m atching,and the coupling leadsto a

m ixingofstateswith di� erentunperturbed eigenenergies.

Recently itwasshown thatcalculationsbased on the

scattering m atrix approach or the tunnelHam iltonian

give the sam e transm ission through an Aharonov-Bohm

interferom eterwith a single-levelquantum dotin atleast

one of the arm s26,27. In the following we show that

fora coupled ring howeverthere aredi� erencesbetween

both approaches. In particular, the scattering m atrix

approach used in Ref.15 failsto predictthe form ation of

additionalquasistatesatvery strong coupling dueto the

m ixing ofeigenstates ofthe ring that are energetically

farfrom each other.

The scattering m atrix used in Ref.15 depends on a

single free param eter called " that can be identi� ed

with the coupling strength between ring and reservoir.

Furtherm ore,the authors lim ited the coupling strength

0 � " � 0:5 to keep the m atrix real. The restriction to

a realm atrix with a single free param eter is not su� -

cientto describea generalunitary 3x3 m atrix likeitwas

already anticipated by the authors. As a consequence

oftherestricted rangeofcoupling,thescattering m atrix

approach used in Ref.15 fails to describe the m ixing of

eigenstatesoftheringthatareenergeticallyfarfrom each

other. Therefore,even for m axim um coupling only one

group ofquasistatesdevelops within the scattering m a-

trix approach,with eigenenergieseitheratE = (2n)2E 0

oratE = (2n + 1)2E 0 depending on the m agnetic  ux

through the ring.

W ithin the accessible range ofthe coupling strength
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for the scattering m atrix approach,the results for the

DO S and thecurrentdensity in theringarequalitatively

the sam e asthe onesobtained in thispaper.In particu-

lar,both form alism sshow Lorentzbroadened m axim a in

the density ofstatesaround theeigenenergiesoftheiso-

lated ring statesin theweak coupling lim itand theratio

between currentdensity and DO S isindependentofcou-

pling.Furtherm oreboth form alism sshow levelattraction

asshown in Fig. 10 forthe scattering m atrix approach.

However,within thescatteringm atrix approach thequa-

sistates develop at the sam e coupling strength whereas

for the tunnel Ham iltonian the quasistates with lower

eigenenergiesaredeveloped atsm allercoupling strength.

Thisdi� erence between the approachescan be com pen-

sated by choosingan energydependentcouplingstrength

�(E )= �0
p
E (with zero coupling fornegative energies

in the reservoir)forwhich both m odelsnearly coincide.

Another consequence ofthe energy dependent coupling

isthatforsm allcouplingthewidth oftheLorentzbroad-

ened m axim a increaseslike
p
E .

Furtherm ore,in both form alism s the coupling is as-

sum ed to beindependentofthem agnetic ux,whilethe

energy spectrum for the isolated ring is ofcourse  ux

dependent. Therefore,the transition between weak and

strong coupling isalso  ux dependent.Thiscan be seen

in Fig. 11 for the scattering m atrix approach and in

Fig. 12 forthe tunnelHam iltonian approach. The qua-

sistates are the m ore pronounced the closer the  ux is

to the values � = n�0 or� = � � 0

2
corresponding to a

degenerateenergy spectrum .Fig.11alsoillustratesthat

even for m axim um coupling only one group of quasis-

tatesisform ed within the scattering m atrix description,

nam ely atE = (2n + 1)2 E 0 for� 0:25<
�

� 0

< 0:25 orat

E = (2n)2 E 0 for0:25< j�
� 0

j< 0:5.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaperwestudied the energy spectrum and the

persistentcurrentofa ring coupled to a reservoir.Both

ofthese quantities are accessible in experim ents. The

DO S can be m easured by m eansofopticalspectroscopy

orby m easuring thechargingenergy7,8,whereasthecur-

rentdensity isaccessibleby m easuringthem agnetization

as a function ofthe Ferm ienergy (at low tem peratures

j(�)� @I

@�
).W ehaveshown thatforstrong coupling the

system hasa new,wellde� ned levelstructureform ed by

quasistateswith sharp eigenenergies.Thephysicalm ech-

anism leadingtothedevelopm entofcollectivequasistates

hasbeen explained in previouswork on resonanttunnel-

ing and scattering in solid states14 and isrelated to the

Dicke e� ect11,12. W e derived analyticalform ulasforthe

DO S and the currentdensity in the ring,and analyzed

theirdependenceon thetunneling strength between ring

and reservoiraswellason thenum berofcoupled states.

Thereby the num ber ofcoupled states depends on the

geom etricalform ofthecontact.Itwasshown thatfora

� nitenum berofcoupling states,thepersistentcurrentis

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

E 0

E

ε

FIG .10: D ensity plot ofD O S as a function ofenergy and

coupling for the scattering m atrix form alism and for a �xed

m agnetic ux � = 0:44� 0 (the m agnitude of the D O S in-

creases going from black to white). For sm allcoupling,the

D O S shows m axim a atthe eigenenergies ofthe isolated ring

states,that are grouped in pairs. W ith increasing coupling,

the statesofeach pairapproach each otherand develop new

long living states at E = (2n + 1)
2
E 0. Thereby each long

living state isform ed atthe sam e coupling strength.

ratherrobustagainstcoupling and doesonly vanish ifall

ring statescoupleto thereservoir.O urm odelcan repro-

duce the resultsobtained in previouswork based on the

scattering m atrix approach and furtherm oreitdescribes

how thesystem reachesa new stableenergy spectrum in

the lim itofstrong coupling.

Finally we note,that the experim entalrealization of

strong tunnelcoupling isachieved by creation ofa quan-

tum wellin the contactarea between the reservoirand

the ring.The quantum wellm odi� esthe dynam icalm o-

tion ofthe charge carriers,which m anifestsitselfin the

form ation ofsharp quasistatesisthe ring.

V III. A P P EN D IX

Forthecalculation oftheDO S and thecurrentdensity

in the ring itisusefulto express�(E )=
P m 2

m = m 1

1

E �" m

with the help ofthe digam m a function  (z)=
�

0
(z)

� (z)
.

�(E ) =
 �

m 1
(E )�  +

m 1
(E )�  

�

1+ m 2
(E )+  

+

1+ m 2
(E )

4
p
E 0E

(17)



9

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4
Φ

0
Φ

E 0

E

FIG .11: D ensity plot ofD O S as a function ofenergy and

m agneticuxwithin thescatteringm atrix form alism form ax-

im um coupling"= 0:5.Pronounced m axim aaredeveloped at

the energiesE = n
2
E 0 with n odd oreven depending on the

ux. This e�ect gets stronger for a ux close to � = 0 and

�
� 0

2
, corresponding to degenerate eigenenergies. At those

valuesofux,thewidth ofthem axim um goesto zero.These

resultscan bereproduced within thetunnelHam iltonian for:

� = 0:6
p
E 0 E
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FIG .12: D ensity plot ofD O S as a function ofenergy and

m agnetic ux within thetunnelHam iltonian form alism .The

system is in the strong coupling regim e and the coupling is

energy dependent� = 2
p
E 0 E . The D O S showsm axim a at

E = n
2
E 0 that are particularly pronounced at � = 0 and

� = �
� 0

2
,where the width ofthe m axim um goesto zero.

with

 
�

m (E ) =  

 

m �

r
E

4E 0

+
�

�0

!

; (18)

 
+
m (E ) =  

 

m +

r
E

4E 0

+
�

�0

!

: (19)

W ith thehelp ofEq.(5),(7)theDO S and thecurrent

density in thering can becalculated,using thepolygam -

m afunction  (1)(z)= @

@z
 (z).

�(E ) = � �

�

� 2
p
E 0�(E )+

p
E

�

�  �(1)
m 1

(E )+

+  
�(1)

1+ m 2
(E )�  

+ (1)
m 1

(E )+  
+ (1)

1+ m 2
(E )

��

=

�

16E 0�E
3

2

�
1+ �

2
�(E )

2
��

; (20)

j(E ) = �
�

�0

�

 
� (1)
m 1

(E )�  
�(1)

1+ m 2
(E )�  

+ (1)
m 1

(E )+

+  
+ (1)

1+ m 2
(E )

�

=

�

4�
p
E 0E

�
1+ �

2
�(E )

2
��

(21)

with

 
�(1)
m (E ) =  

(1)

 

m �

r
E

4E 0

+
�

�0

!

; (22)

 
+ (2)
m (E ) =  

(1)

 

m +

r
E

4E 0

+
�

�0

!

: (23)
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