arXiv:cond-mat/0307136v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 7 Jul 2003
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W e study the energy spectrum and the persistent current in an ideal one-din ensionalm esoscopic
ring coupled to an extemal fermm ionic reservoir. T he contact between ring and reservoir is described
by a tunneling operator, which causes an indirect coupling between di erent ring states via states in
the reservoir. For strong coupling to the reservoir new quasistates w ith sharp eigenenergies develop
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 resonant tunneling In solid state system s. O urm odel reproduces the resuls obtained
In previous work based on the scattering m atrix approach and furthem ore it describbes a new stable

energy spectrum in the lin it of strong coupling.

PACS numbers: 7321 Ra, 71323

I. NTRODUCTION

E xperin entson m esoscopic ringsenable to study quan—
tum e ectsbased on phase coherence. Two of its proven
m anifestations are oscillations in the conductance ofopen
rings connected to leadst? and persistent currents in—
side closed rings424€  both periodic w ith the m agnetic

eld applied perpendicular to the probe. In som e of the
experim ents both e ects can be m easured on the sam e
probe w ih the help of side gates that control the cou—
pling between ring and reservoirs?2. Tn recent optical
experim ents the energy spectra of quantum rings were
studied’ 2 .

A s phase coherence is the precondition of these phe-
nom ena, the In uence of decoherence is of m a pr inter—
est. Recently, the suppression of quantum coherence in
a mesoscopic system due to its coupling to an exter-
nalm acroscopic reservoir attracted m uch attention. Ifa
an allm esoscopic system (quantum dot, quantum ring) is
coupled by tunneling to an extemal reservoir of ferm ions
(@ lead) a phenom enon of level attraction is known to
occur, which results in changes of occupation num bers,
statistics of energy levels, and eventually the transport
properties through the m esoscopic device?29

In the present paper we investigate the e ects of level
attraction due to coupling to an extermal reservoir on
the persistent current In a m esoscopic ring. W e  nd that
the tunnel coupling In general leads to the suppression
of the persistent current. H ow ever, w ith Increasing cou—
pling, the e ective level structure of the ring coupled to
the reservoir changes. D ue to kvelm ixing through the
reservoir, quasistates with sharp eigenenergies develop
In the ring, which can be related to the D icke e ect In
opticstid24344 D egpending on the num ber of ring states
coupled to the reservoir this results In a nonzero per-
sistent current even at very large tunneling between the
ring and the reservoir. T he saturation value ofthe persis—
tent current at large tunneling is crucially a ected by the
detailed structure of the tunneling m atrix elem ents. A

(@) (b)

Reservoir Reservoi

FIG.1: D i erent setups for a coupled ring described w ithin
the tunnelH am iltonian form alism (a) orw ithin the scattering
m atrix approach ).

com plete suppression ofthe persistent current takesplace
only if all states of the ring are m ixed by tunneling.

A 1ring ooupld to a reservoir was investi-
gated previously within the scattering matrix
approacht22164748.19.20 = 4y which the rihg is cou-
pled via an ideal wire to the dissipative reservoir see
Fig.[d®). But the developm ent of long living states for
strong coupling was not discussed there.

The work is organized as follow s: A fter the introduc—
tion we explain ourm odel In the next section. In section
ITT the generalresuls for the densiy of states © O S) and
the current density in the ring are presented. T hereafter
these results are analyzed for di erent numbers of ring
states that couple to the reservoir. In section V we re—
late our resuls to the D icke e ect. A com parison w ith
previous work based on the scattering m atrix approach
w il be perform ed in section V I. F inally we w ill conclude
our work.

II. MODEL

T he setup studied in thiswork is shown in Fig.[ @).
Since the m ain purpose of this paper is to study the in—
uence of decoherence introduced by a tunnel contact
to a ferm jonic reservoir (@ lead) we con ned oursslves
to an independent spinless electron m odel and assum ed
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the ring to be one-din ensiona®! T his sin ple m odel cap—
tures already the m ain features of the energy spectrum
and exhibits the persistent current m easured on rings In
the ballistic transport regin €< . The H am iltonian ofour
m odel has the follow ing fom :

"man;am + Erb:br+ tm;r(a[:gr+ hx:);

m ;r
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where & and &, (BJ; and B,) are the creation and an—

nihilation operators for electrons In the ring (reservoir)

w ith quantum numberm (r). T he eigenfiinctions of the

isolated ring are given by n () = &™ ', wherem de-

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

angular coordinate around the ring. T he corresponding
2

eigenenergies are given by "y = 4Eo m + — , where

denotes the m agnetic ux through the ring, ¢ = % is
them agnetic ux quantum , and the energy scale is given
byEg = ﬁ . The ux dependence oftheH am iltonian
as well as the length of the ring is exclusively contained
In the eigenenergies ofthe ring. T he energies in the reser—
voir are denoted by E ;.

An inportant consequence of the coupling described
by the tunneling operator in Eq. [), is that the angular
m om entum is no longer conserved due to the new geom —
etry, so that coupling to the sam e states in the reservoir
Induces an iIndirect interaction between the ring states.
It is this interaction that determ ines the behavior of the
system in the strong coupling regin e.

Letusdiscussbrie y thee ectsofthe neglected tem s
of the Ham iltonian given by Eq. [). In the singlke
particle picture a ring of nite width can be solved
analytically??23 . W e have used the one-din ensional en—
ergy spectrum to keep the calculations tractable, which
is a good approxin ation for thin rings. The In uence
of electron-electron interaction on the persistent current
and the excitation spectrum has been shown to be neg—
ligble in an ideal narrow ring?. This is in agreem ent
with experim ents on a shgl ring within the ballistic
transport regin € and with spectroscopy of nanoscopic
sem iconducting rings!, ©or which the results can be ex—
plained w ithin a single particle picture. Furthem ore, or
a high charge density inside the ring the Coulom b inter—
action is screened and does not contribute signi cantly.
The e ect of spin is easily in plem ented In ourm odelas
Iong as spin is conserved during the tunneling process.
Like in the isolated case®® the system can then be de—
scribbed by an independent sum of a soin up subsystem
and a spin-down subsysten .

Follow ing earlier work? we now estin ate the tunnek
ngmatrix elements 4, ; de nedby ;= hn 3V J 1,
w here the potentialV de nes the region of overlap be-
tw een the wavefinctions in the ring and the reservoirand

» denotes an eigenfunction in the reservoir. Fora sm all
contact the wavefunction of the oir can be taken
out of the Integral &, ;» r X0) o (()vd, so that

the dependence of the m atrix elem ent on the reservoir
quantum num ber is contained In a separate factor, that
is Independent of the angularm om entum . For the calcu-
lation ofthe G reen’s function ofelectrons in the ring the
m atrix elem ents appear In pairs Ike t, , xt, , ;s S0 that
the phase factor due the quantum number of the reser—
voir cancels out. A ssum ing fiirthemm ore that J ; (x0)§ is
constantt?, the tunneling m atrix elm ent is ndependent
ofrity ;v =t -

T he dependence ofthe tunnelingm atrix elem ent on the
ring quantum num ber can be esgin ated by Inserting the
eigenfinctions in the ring: t, / ,ooeim' = Zsinm ' o,
where ’ ( describes the angular size of the contact. For
an all’ y andm the coupling is ndependent ofm , w hereas
it is suppressed for higherm . In this paper we set the
tunneling m atrix elem ents constant for a given range of
angularm om enta of the eigenstates inside the ring. The
tunneling m atrix elem ents for other ring states are set to
Zero.

III. METHODSAND RESULTS

W ithin the descrbbed m odelthe DO S in the ring can
be calculated for arbitrary tunneling strength by m eans
ofa D yson equation for the G reen’s finction. T herefore,
the obtained resuls are also valid forthe strong coupling
regin ¢, n which the energy scale given by the tunneling
is of the order of or larger than the interlevel spacing
betw een consecutive ring states. To avoid superin posing
e ectson theDO S in the ring due to the band structure
of the reservoir we choose a constant density of states
In the reservoir (E) = . Setting ~ = 1 the Green’s
function foran electron in the ring hasthe follow ing form :

Gp (En) 3F GEn)
¥ ., G3, (E.)

Gn (En)=Gp ({En)+ - @)
w ih
X
(j-En)= G

(E.)= 1 signExs); @3)

whereG? (iE,) GY@{E,)) denotes the G reen’s fiinction
of the isolated ring state (isolated reservoir state) given
byGy (En)= (En n)' G@EE)= (E, E.)'),
and E, denotes a M atsubara frequency. A di erent
density of states In the reservoir can be taken Into ac—
count rather straightforwardly as only the param eter

is changed n Eq. ).

A nalytical continuation ofthe G reen’s fiinction on the
real axes leads to the retarded G reen’s fiinction, whose
In aghhary part detem nesthe (hom alized) spectralden—
sity of the ring states S, E) and the DO S In the ring
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w ith
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In the sinplest case of only one ring state that cou—
ples to the reservoir, the DO S is given by a Lorentzian
centered around the eigenenergy ", of the isolated state

€)= —@ "7+ 7 - Forany coupling strength, the
width of the maxinum of the DOS is given by the
coupling energy For m ore coupling states and for

strong coupling the spectral densities are not given by

Lorentzians due to the e ective Interaction between dif-

ferent ring states, as is shown below .

The e ect of coupling on the persistent current in the
ring is Investigated by calculating the current densiy. It
is obtained by sum m ing over the contributions ofall ring
states. A s the current carried by an occupied isolated
ring state is I, = @@"“ , the current density has the
form :

X R e &)

m _ e .
S B) T £ (7)

JE) =
m
ﬁ{le total persistent current is then given by I =
fE)JE)JE ,where £ E) = 1 denotes

1 1+ exp( (E ))

the Fem idistribution.

An inportant consequence of a oconstant coupling
strength for all coupled ring states is that the ratio be-
tween current density and DO S is Independent of the
coupling
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Iv. ANALYSISOF THE RESULTS FOR
DIFFERENT NUMBERS OF COUPLED RING
STATES

In the ollow Ing we will analyze the results ocbtained
above for di erent num bers of ring states that couple to
the reservoir.

A . Coupling oftwo ring states to the reservoir

Now we assum e that the coupling between ring and
reservoir is restricted to the tw o energetically low est ring
states. T his can bem otivated by selective tunneling w ith
regpect to the angular m om entum of the ring states as
discussed above. Furthemm ore for a m agnetic ux close
to = ! thisassum ption is also a good approxin ation
as long as the energy gap to the higher lying ring states
is larger than the coupling energy . Howeverwew illnot
Iim it the coupling strength in the ©llow ng discussion.

Ifonly two ring states couple to the reservoir, the sys—
tem can bewelldescribed by introducing tw o quasistates.

P, ]
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FIG.2:DOS (full line) and current density (dashed line) for
weak coupling = 02E, and xed magnetic ux = .
The quasistates are energetically well separated and theJr
spectral densities broaden with increasing coupling. The
structures of current density and DO S are sin ilar, which re—

ects low m ixing of the ring states. The grid lines show the
eigenenergies of the isolated ring states.

For weak coupling, theirDO S is given by:

Sip,E) = —" — ¥ (9)

w ih
z . 10)

T he strength ofcoupling is characterized by the tunneling
energy de ned in Eq. [@), which has to be com pared
w ith the interlevel spacing " ofthe coupled ring states.
W ithout coupling the quasistates coincide w ith the eigen—
states of the isolated ring. Fig. [l shows the DO S and
the cunent density In the weak coupling regin e de ned
by < ") 2 > 0. In this regin e the spectral densi-
ties of the quasistates broaden w ith increasing coupling,
thereby approaching each other.

At the critical coupling . = 37 jthe spectral densi-
ties of the quasistates are equal. Fig. d and @ illustrate
the DO S and the current density, if the coupling is in—
creased to the strong coupling reginewih > . A
new quasistate w ith a sharp eigenenergy develops and is
represented by the sharp peak in the DO S with a width
an aller than . The other quasistate contributes to the
DO S within a broad energy range of a w idth larger than

ThisbehavioroftheD O S iswelldescribbed by the spec—
tral densities of the quasistates in the strong coupling

regin e:

Si,E)= —4 = 11)
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FIG.3: DOS (fullline) and current density (dashed line) for

strong coupling = 1:5E, and xed magnetic ux = .

The DO S consists of a quasistate w ith a sharp eigenenergy
and of a quasistate that contributes in a w ide energy range.
The asym m etric form ofthe current density (dotted line) dif-
fers substantially from the DO S, which show s strong m ixing
of the ring states.
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FIG.4: DO S for strong coupling = 04E, and xed mag-
netic ux = 049 (. Fornearly degenerate eigenenergies of
the isolated ring states the strong coupling regin e is reached
already for am all coupling strength and the di erent behavior
of the two quasistates is well resolved.

Tt is In portant to notice that the energies of the iso—
lated ring states depend on the m agnetic ux, whilke the
coupling to the reservoir is assum ed to be independent
ofthem agnetic ux. In particular, the eigenenergies are
degenerate at = n—*, o that by changing the m ag-
netic ux close to this degenerate valuie one nally enters
the regin e of strong coupling, for any nonzero coupling
strength.

T he energy ofthe long living state dependson them ag—
netic ux, as it is given by the average energy ofthe two
coupled states. T herefore, the system show s A haronov—
Bohm type behavior even in the strong coupling regim e.
C orrespondingly the persistent current saturates in the
Iim it of strong coupling and does not vanish.

The value of the saturated persistent current is ob—
tained by noting that the ratio between current density

FIG .5: D ependence of the persistent current on them agnetic
ux through the ring for a coupling of two ring states to the
reservoir ( = 4E). Relative to the persistent current in
an isolated ring (fll line), the persistent current is reduced
and am oothed for increasing coupling (long dashed lne =
02E(). In the strong coupling regin e (short dashed line,
= 5E ) the current saturates and the sawtooth form is
restored.

and DO S is ndependent of the coupling. In the lin it
of strong coupling, the long living state is centered at
the average energy of the coupling states and carries the
m, while the strongly coupling state

2
. I, + T
carries a current of I = ———%.

T herefore, the value ofthe saturated persistent current
iseither + or 2 ofthe current in the isolated ring, depend-
ing on whether the Fem ienergy liesbelow or above the
energy ofthe long-living state. For the latter case, Fig.[H
show sthe persistent current asa function ofthem agnetic

ux fordi erent coupling param eters. In the strong cou—
pling regin e (short dashed line) the current saturatesand
the saw tooth form ofthe current is restored.

current I =

B . Coupling ofa nite num ber of ring states to the
reservoir

A generalization ofthe sin pli ed two levelm odelis ob—
tained by considering the coupling ofm ore ring states to
the reservoir. T hereby at least all statesw ith an eigenen—
ergy below the Ferm ienergy are coupled to the reservoir.

The calculation of the DO S and the current density
is perform ed In the appendix. In the strong coupling
regin e the system develops long living statesbetw een the
energetically ad-poent states of the isolated ring when-
ever the tunneling energy  exceeds the interlevel spac—
Ing between the corresponding eigenenergies of the iso—
lated ring. These new quasistates are m ore pronounced
at sm all energies as illustrated in Fig. [@. The reason
is that the energy scale connected w ith the coupling is
the same rallstates =  }Jj whereas the interlevel
spacing betw een adpcent ring states increases w ith their
regpective energies.

Like in the two levelsystem the persistent current satu—
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FIG.6:DOS in the strong coupling regine = 5E, for four
coupled ring states (dotted line) and eight coupled states (full
line). T he sm aller the interlevel spacing them ore pronounced

are the new quasistates. M agnetic ux = =t is xed.
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FIG .7: D ependence of the persistent current on the coupling
strength for di erent numbers of coupled states and xed
magnetic ux = —'. The numbers of coupkd states are
listed according to the value at which the persistent current
saturates. There are ve eigenenergies of the isolated ring

below the Fem ienergy = 25Eg.

rates in the lim it of strong coupling at a generally nonzero
value. T hereby the saturation value ofthe persistent cur-
rent depends strongly on the num berofcoupled states. Tt
decreases w ith Increasing num ber of coupled ring states,
but it also show s an odd-even e ect w ith the num ber of
coupled states as illustrated in F ig.[d. B oth featureshave
their origin in the alemating sign of the current carried
by consecutive ring states.

C . Coupling of all ring states to the reservoir

A ccording to our discussion of the tunneling m atrix
elem ents in section IT a coupling of all ring states to the

reservoir is realized In the lin it ofa point contact. It isan
appealing feature of our m odel that a sim ple analytical
formula orthe DO S In the ring and the current density
can be given for this lim iting case:

Lshx cos™ cosx +1 cosxoos™
€)= — — —(12)
2 s x)? + 225 cos™  cosx
q__
with x = ;—Oandﬂ'ledinens:ion]ess ux” =2 —.
To obtain theDO S given ;n Eq. [[) we have used
®)= : L shx 13)
a1 B0 ™ 2E0X cos™  cosx

Fig. [ illustrates the developm ent of the DO S with in—
creasing coupling. For am all coupling the DO S shows
Lorentz broadened m axin a around the eigenenergies of
the isolated ring states w th a width given by the cou—
pling energy . This indicates that for an all coupling
each ring state couples independently to the reservoir
and does not interact w ith the other ring states. An-
alyzing Eq. [[J) the DOS shows maxima in the weak
coupling regin e at the energies w here the second tem of
the denom Inator disappears, which happens exactly at
the eigenenergies of the isolated ring states. At them ag—
netic ux = 0#4 ( used in the calculations represented
in Fig.[d, these eigenenergies are grouped in pairs. Each
pair consists of ring states w ith angularm om entam and

m 1.

For strong coupling however the DO S form s sharp
peaksat E = n®Eg, hdependently of them agnetic ux.
These m axin a are m ore and m ore pronounced w ith in-
creasing coupling. Analyzing again Eq. [ the roots of
the 1rsttem in the denom inator determ ine the positions
ofthe m axin a In the strong coupling regim e. T he ener—
gies of the quasistates can be understood from the ol
low ing requirem ents. T he quasistates lie energetically be—
tw een each tw o neighbor states ofthe isolated ring. M ore—
over, the suppression ofpersistent current and A haronov—
Bohm e ect dem ands the energies of the quasistates to
be independent of the m agnetic ux. The positions of
the quasistates E = n®E, are the only points satisfying
both requirem ents above. T herefore, no quasistates at
other energies can orm at strong coupling.

T he critical coupling at which the transition between
weak and strong coupling occurs depends on the inter—
level spacing between the ring states and hence on the
energy and on them agnetic ux. A s illustrated in F ig 8
Ehg critical coupling grow s w ith energy proportional to

E and the quasistates are developed rst between pairs
of ring states. Foronly two coupling states it was shown
that the critical coupling is given by . = 37} which is
also a good estim ation for the critical coupling at which
the quasistates at E,, = @m + 1)°E( develop:

" w

=20 2—)@m + 1Ey
0
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FIG .8:Density plot ofDO S as a function of the coupling for

xed magnetic ux = 04 o (themagniude oftheDOS
Increases going from black to white). For weak coupling the
m axin a are located at the eigenenergies of the isolated ring
states w hereas for strong coupling quasistates at E = n‘E,
deYﬁ@p . The critical coupling thereby depends on the energy
as E wih di erentp EtOFS_EJr even or odd n as indicated
by the dashed lines 04 E, E).

A's a guide to the eye, the dependence . E, ) is shown
by the low er lying dashed line in F ig.[d. C orrespondingly
the second dashed line in F ig.[d show sat which coupling
strength the other half of long living states develop at
E = (2n)?Eq.

In contrast to the coupling of two ring states, the
eigenenergies of the long living states are now indepen-
dent of the m agnetic eld, which indicates the localiza—
tion of those states. C onsequently, the A haronov-B ohm
e ect disappears, which is accom panied by a continuous
suppression ofthe persistent current w ith increasing cou—
plhg as illustrated i Fig.d.

T he current density inside the ring can be calculated
w ith the help of Eq. [@) and is given by:

Q (E)
j(E): —1_'_@270_3)2:
_ 4 —-xsinxsin” . as)
2 sinx)? + E2X s 00st

For weak coupling the current densiy show s Lorentz
broadened maxima wih alemating sign around the
elgenenergies of the isolated ring states. In the strong
coupling regin e however it show s antisym m etric peaks
around the eigenenergiesE = n®E ofthe new Iy evolved
quasistates. Analyzing Eq. [[0) the current density has
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FIG .9: D ependence of the persistent current on them agnetic

ux through the ring for di erent coupling strengths and for
coupling of all ring states. T he persistent current is continu-—
ously suppressed w ith increasing coupling and vanishes in the
Iim it of strong coupling. For all lines, there are ve states
below the Fem ienergy = 25E.

the sam e denom nator as the DOS given .n Eq. [J).
H ow ever, the num erator disappears at the eigenenergies
E = n?E, of the quasistates and therefore causes the
antisym m etric peaks.

T he asym m etric behavior ofthe current densiy causes
a suppression ofthe totalpersistent current w ith increas-
ing coupling to the reservoirw hich is illustrated in F ig. [@.

T he continuous suppression of the persistent current
w ith Increasing coupling can also be understood w ith the
help of the coupling-independent ratio between current
density and DO S, which is given by

: 4E0 ysinxsin ~
JE) _ 5 {16)
€) ismx cos™ cosx + 1 cosxcos”

In contrast to the coupling of only two ring states this
ratio vanishes at eigenenergies of the quasistates that
develop in the strong coupling regin €, so that eventu-—
ally the persistent current will also vanish in the lin it
of strong coupling. T herefore, the quasistates do not
carry current In contrast to the coupling of two ring
states where the long living quasistate carries the cur-

In (+In ,

rent I = 5

V. CONNECTION TO THE DICKE EFFECT

Studying the energy spectrum of a ring coupled to a
reservoir, we showed that due to the coupling of di er—
ent ring state coherent collective states develop inside
the ring. These quasistates kad to a new sharp energy
spectrum  as illustrated in Fig.[d,[E@,H. The sam e m ech—
anisn isknown in optics asD icke e ecti<Z, O riginally,
the D icke e ect descrbes how atom s in an atom ic gas
can form a coherent collective state when they are cou-—
pled by an electrom agnetic eld w ith a wavelength bigger



than the distance between the radiating atom s. These
collective states have a sharp eigenenergy and lead to a
signi cant reduction oftheD opplerw idth in atom ic spec—
troscopy. In optics, the Iong living states wih a small
spectralw idth are called subradiant and the broad states
that couple strongly to the light are called superradiant.

In our work di erent ring states are coupled by the
ferm ionic reservoir, which is therefore the counterpart of
the electrom agnetic eld in optics.

Recently a sin ilar system was investigated In the con—
text of resonant scattering®?. T .V . Shahbazyan and S.
E .U lloa studied the electronic states ofa system consist—
ing of a 2D electron gas, which is tunnel coupled to an
array ofpointlike, single level quantum dots. The local-
ized states In the dots are coupled to each other via the
tunneling into and out of the delocalized states ofthe 2D
gas. Under certain conditions a coherent collective state
is form ed that is located in the quantum dot array.

O ne can draw direct analogy between the physicalen—
tities entering the m odel of Refi? and our m odel. The
states ofthe locally distributed quantum dots corresoond
In our system to the discrete ring states, whereas the
2D electron gas corresponds to the fermm lonic reservoir.
In both m odels the underlying physics consists in the
form ation of collective quasistates w ith narrow spectral
linew idths as the tunnel coupling exceeds som e critical
valie. In ourm odelthe form ation ofthe collective quasis—
tatesa ects the persistent current inside the loop, while
the coherent collective state located in the quantum dot
array leads to a reduction of the electron m obility In the
2D electron gas.

Furthem ore, T .V .Shahbazyan and S.E .U lloa showed
that if the discrete states in the quantum dots are 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 Ni of the states con—
tribute to the sharp peak n the DO S whereas the an all
rem aining part contrbutes to the DOS in a wide en—
ergy ranget?. This is .n agreem ent w ith our system , for
which in the strong coupling regin e a single quasistate
hybridizes strongly with the reservoir and becom es ex—
trem ely broad, whereas all other quasistates show up as
sharp maxina in theDO S.

However we want to stress two mapr di erences to
ourwork. In our work all ring states couple to the reser-
voir at the sam e point, whereas in Reft? the interacting
subsystem s are spatially separated. T herefore, the elec—
tron has to propagate nside the 2D electron gasbetween
consecutive tunneling events. This causes an additional
phasefactor in the tunneling m atrix elem ents that de-
stroys coherence. In order that coherent collective states
are form ed, the average distance between di erent dots
has to be of the order of or am aller than the Ferm iwave—
length. Sim ilarly, the originalD icke e ect in optics takes
place only if the distance between the atom s of the gas
is of the order of or sm aller than the wavelength of the
light. This addiional phase coherence length is absent
In ourm odel, as all the ring states are localized w ithin

the sam e an allvolum e.

Furthem ore, within our m odel the interlevel spacing
betw een the ring states can be ad jisted system atically by
changing them agnetic eld. C onsequently, the regin e of
strong coupling can be reached by changing the m agnetic

eld rather than the coupling itself. In contrast, the en—
ergy distrbution ofan array of localized states cannot be
modi ed by applying am agnetic eld, since the energies
ofdi erent localized states have the sam em agnetic eld
dependence.

VI. COMPARISON TO THE SCATTERING
MATRIX APPROACH

The e ect of dissipation on the persistent current in
a one din ensional ring was exam Ined In previous work
already, using the m odel depicted 1 Fig. O ®)*2. The
analysis of that work was based on the scattering m a—
trix, that describes the e ect ofthe junction between the
one-din ensional w ire and the ideal ring. T his approach
requires the use of a continuous basis ofw avefinctions in
the ring and the am plitudes inside the ring are related
by the Aharonov-Bohm phase m atching condition. In
the fram e of the scattering approach only energetically
degenerate wavefunctions inside the ring are m ixed by
the coupling. In contrast, the tunnel H am iltonian, uses
the discrete eigenstates of the isolated ring, that already
satisfy the phase m atching, and the coupling leads to a
m ixing ofstatesw ith di erent unperturbed eigenenergies.

Recently it was shown that calculations based on the
scattering m atrix approach or the tunnel Ham iltonian
give the sam e transm ission through an A haronov-Bohm
Interferom eterw ith a single-levelquantum dot In at least
one of the am %27, T the fllowing we show that
for a coupled ring how ever there are di erences betw een
both approaches. In particular, the scattering m atrix
approach used .n Ref!® fails to predict the form ation of
additional quasistates at very strong coupling due to the
m ixing of eigenstates of the ring that are energetically
far from each other.

The scattering m atrix used in Ref2 depends on a
single free param eter called " that can be denti ed
w ith the coupling strength between ring and reservoir.
Furthem ore, the authors lin ited the coupling strength
0 " 025 to keep the m atrix real. The restriction to
a realm atrix with a single free param eter is not su -
cient to describe a generalunitary 3x3 m atrix like it was
already anticipated by the authors. A s a consequence
of the restricted range of coupling, the scattering m atrix
approach used in Ref2 fails to descrbe the m ixing of
elgenstates ofthe ring that are energetically far from each
other. Therefore, even for m axinum coupling only one
group of quasistates develops w thin the scattering m a—
trix approach, w ith eigenenergies eitherat E = (2n)?E
oratE = (2n+ 1)°E, depending on the m agnetic ux
through the ring.

W ithin the accessble range of the coupling strength



for the scattering m atrix approach, the results for the
D O S and the current density in the ring are qualitatively
the sam e as the ones obtained in this paper. In particu—
lar, both form alism s show Lorentz broadened m axin a in
the density of states around the eigenenergies of the iso—
lated ring states In the weak coupling lim it and the ratio
between current density and D O S is independent of cou—
pling. Furthem oreboth formm aliam sshow levelattraction
as shown in Fig. [[[d for the scattering m atrix approach.
H owever, w ithin the scattering m atrix approach the qua—
sistates develop at the sam e coupling strength whereas
for the tunnel Ham ittonian the quasistates with lower
elgenenergies are developed at am aller coupling strength.
This di erence between the approaches can be com pen—
sated by mﬁo_smg an energy dependent coupling strength

E)= o E ih zero coupling for negative energies
In the reservoir) for which both m odels nearly coincide.
A nother consequence of the energy dependent coupling
isthat for an allcoupling th%w_jdth ofthe Lorentz broad-
ened m axim a Increases lke E .

Furthem ore, n both fom aliam s the coupling is as—
sum ed to be independent ofthem agnetic ux, whilke the
energy spectrum for the isolated ring is of course ux
dependent. T herefore, the transition between weak and
strong coupling isalso ux dependent. T his can be seen
in Fig. [ or the scattering m atrix approach and in
Fig. [ fr the tunnel H am ilonian approach. The qua—
sistates are the m ore pronounced the closer the ux is
to thevalnes = n oor = - corresponding to a
degenerate energy spectrum . Fig. [l also illustrates that
even for maximum ooupling only one group of quasis—
tates is form ed w ithin the scattering m atrix description,
namely atE = @n+ 1)?Eo or 025< — < 025orat
E = (n)’E, Dr025< j—3j< 05.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper we studied the energy spectrum and the
persistent current of a ring coupled to a reservoir. B oth
of these quantities are accessble In experim ents. The
DO S can be m easured by m eans of optical spectroscopy
or by m easuring the chargig energy’®, whereas the cur-
rent density is accessible by m easuring the m agnetization
as a function of the Fermm ienergy (at low tem peratures
JC) S—I ). W e have shown that for strong coupling the
system hasa new, wellde ned lvel structure form ed by
quasistatesw ith sharp eigenenergies. T he physicalm ech—
anism leading to the developm ent ofcollective quasistates
hasbeen explained in previous work on resonant tunnel-
ing and scattering in solid statest? and is related to the
D icke e ectld?, W e derived analytical form ulas for the
DO S and the current density in the ring, and analyzed
their dependence on the tunneling strength between ring
and reservoir aswellas on the num ber of coupled states.
T hereby the number of coupled states depends on the
geom etrical form ofthe contact. It was shown that ora

nite num ber of coupling states, the persistent current is

FIG.10: Density plot of DO S as a function of energy and
coupling for the scattering m atrix form alismn and fora xed
magnetic ux = 044  (the magniude ofthe DOS in—
creases going from black to white). For sm all coupling, the
DO S showsm axin a at the eigenenergies of the isolated ring
states, that are grouped In pairs. W ith increasing coupling,
the states of each pair approach each other and develop new
long living states at E = (@n + 1)’E,. Thereby each Iong
living state is form ed at the sam e coupling strength.

rather robust against coupling and does only vanish ifall
ring states couple to the reservoir. O urm odel can repro—
duce the resuls obtained in previous work based on the
scattering m atrix approach and furthem ore it describes
how the system reachesa new stable energy spectrum in
the lim it of strong coupling.

Finally we note, that the experim ental realization of
strong tunnel coupling is achieved by creation ofa quan-—
tum well in the contact area between the reservoir and
the ring. The quantum wellm odi es the dynam icalm o—
tion of the charge carriers, which m anifests itself n the
form ation of sharp quasistates is the ring.

VIII. APPEND IX

Forthe calculation ofthe D O S and the
In the ring it isusefulto express € ) =

rrent density

m 2 1

m=mi E ",
’ (@)

w ith the help ofthe digamm a function (z) = @ -

1+mzcE)+
4 ELE

fen, ©)

a7



FIG.1l: Density plot of DO S as a function of energy and
m agnetic ux w ithin the scatteringm atrix form alisn form ax-

Inum coupling "= 0:5. P ronounced m axin a are developed at
the energies E = n’E, wih n odd or even depending on the
ux. This e ect gets stronger ora ux closeto = 0 and

—%, corresponding to degenerate eigenenergies. At those
values of ux, thewidth ofthem axin um goesto zero. These
resuls be reproduced w ithin the tunnelH am iltonian for:

=06 E 0 E

FIG.12: Density plot of DO S as a function of energy and

m agnetic ux within the tunnelH am iltonian form alism . The

system is in the strong 5oupljng regin e and the coupling is

energy dependent = 2 EoE.TheDOS showsmaxina at

E = n’E, that are particularly pronounced at = 0 and
= -t , where the w idth of them axinum goes to zero.

w ith

r
€) c + (18)
- m —
" 4E 0
r - !
T®) + E + 19)
= m —+ —
" 4E 0

W ith the help ofEq. [), [1) the DO S and the current
density In the ring can be calculated, using the polygam —

mafinction @ (z)=@@4Z (z) .
P — o &)
€)= 2 Eo )+ E n, &)+
foua B Ve LR E) -
16Eo E7 1+ 2 @Y ; 20)
. _ 1) 1) + (1)
JE) = - m, €) 1+m2CE'.) m E)+
0
+ L‘;L&:) =4 EGE 1+ %2 @V
(21)
w ith
. !
E
o _
m + — 22
n E) i, ; (22)
r !
+(2)CE)_ O m o+ E + . (23)
" 4E o 0 )
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