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Q uantum transport through double-dot A haronov-B ohm interferom etry in C oulom b

blockade regim e
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(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

Transportthrough two quantum dotslaterally em bedded in Aharonov-Bohm interferom etry with

in�nite intradot and arbitrary interdot Coulom b repulsion is analyzed in the weak coupling and

Coulom b blockade regim e. By em ploying the m odi�ed quantum rate equations and the slave-

boson approach,we establish a generaldc currentform ula attem peratureshigherthan the K ondo

tem perature for the case that the spin degenerate levels oftwo dots are close to each other. W e

exam inetwo sim ple exam plesforidenticaldots-no doubly occupied statesand no em pty state.In

the form er,com pletely destructive coherent transport and phase locking appear at m agnetic ux

� = � 0=2 and � = 0 respectively;in the latter,partially coherenttransportexhibitsan oscillation

with m agnetic ux having a period of� 0.

PACS num bers: 73.21.La Q uantum dots, 73.23.-b Electronic transport in m esoscopic system s, 73.23.H k

Coulom b blockade and single-electron tunneling.

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

Q uantum dot(Q D),a tiny engineered deviceaccom m odating a singleelectron ora few onesin three-dim ensionally

con� ned space, acts not only as a crucialingredient for the realization of solid state quantum com putation but

also as a convenienttoolto explore the e� ect ofstrong correlation m anifested by discrete energy levels. Very rich

phenom ena,such as resonant tunneling,Coulom b blockade and the K ondo e� ect,arise in di� erent circum stances

to intrigue experim entists and theorists. To address the phase coherence of the transport, the Q D or Q Ds are

em bedded in variousAharonov-Bohm (AB)geom etries.Tillnow singledot1,2,3,4,5 ordoubledots6,7,8 in two-term inal

AB interferom eterhavebeen realized in experim entsand thecurrentoscillation ofm agnetic ux hasbeen observed.
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FIG .1: Schem atic ofa double-dot system in a parallelcon�guration between two leads in the presence ofAharonov-Bohm

m agnetic ux.

In this paper,we consider two quantum dots parallely connected to two m etallic reservoirs with m agnetic  ux

penetrating the enclosed area.Due to the com plexity ofthissystem ,m ostofthe previousresearch concentrated on

thenoninteracting caseto givetheexactand generalresultsoftransportand to � nd e� ectsofm agnetic ux,position

and di� erence ofQ Ds energy levels,and band widths ofcoupling strength9,10,11,12,13,14,15. There were only a few

thoreticalstudiesofthe interacting system s,which focused eitheron intradotcorrelation with spin fortwo identical

dots12,16,17,or on interdotcorrelation without spin for two di� erent dots18,19,oron the case having large intradot

and interdotcorrelation withoutspin fortwo identicaldots12.Ref.20 isan exception wheretheintradotand interdot

Coulom b repulsion,spin con� guration and disparity oftwo dotlevelswerediscussed atzero tem peraturecoveringthe

strong coupling K ondo regim e. The presentpaper also deals with intradotand interdotCoulom b correlation,spin

con� guration and leveldisparity butisconcerned with theCoulom b blockaderegim eattem peratureshigherthan the

K ondo tem perature.

Forthedescription ofquantum transportthrough double-dotsystem ,the"classical" rateequationsm ustbem odi-

� ed fornondiagonaldensity m atrix elem entsresponsiblefortransitionsbetween isolated quantum states21,22,23,24,25.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310331v1


2

Recently a m odi� ed quantum equationshavebeen derived26 to study thetransportofan interacting system using the

slave-boson technique introduced by Zou and Anderson27 and incorporating the nonequilibrium G reen’s functions.

The solutions are equivalent to the lowest-order gradient expansion,which is a good approxim ation for sequential

resonanttunneling28,and essentially accordantwith previousanalyses.Utilizing thiskind ofquantum rateequations,

one isable to discussthe Coulom b correlation e� ectatarbitrary tem perature. In the presentpaper,we apply this

m ethod to analyze a double-dot AB interferom eter with interdot and intradot Coulom b repulsion,considering the

lowest-orderofthe dot-lead coupling strength in transport.

II. FO R M U LA T IO N

TheHam iltonian oftwotunnelingcoupled quantum dotsparallelyconnected toleftand rightleadswith thepresence

ofm agnetic ux isdescribed by the genetictunneling m odel:

H =
X

�k�

��k� c
y

�k�
c�k� + �1

X

�

c
y

1�c1� + U n1"n1# + �2

X

�

c
y

2�c2� + U n2"n2# + U
0
X

��0

n1�n2�0 (1)

+
X

k�

(tL 1�c
y

L k�
c1� + tR 1�c

y

R k�
c1� + h:c:)+

X

k�

(tL 2�c
y

L k�
c2� + tR 2�c

y

R k�
c2� + h:c:);

wherec
y

1(2)�
(c1(2)�)and c

y

�k�
(c�k� )arecreation (annihilation)operatorsofelectronsin thedots1(2)and in theleft

and rightleads(� = L;R)with spin �.Each dothasa singlespin degenerateorbitallevel�1(2) and an in� niteon-site

Coulom b repulsion U and sim ultaneously there is an arbitrary � nite interdot electrostatic correlation U0 between

them . W e only consider the two dot levels are very close to each other,�2(1) = �d� �=2,with a sm allvariation �.

The e� ect ofAB  ux � is taken into account in the tunneling am plitude t�1(2)� by ’ = 2�� =�0 with the  ux

quantum �0 = h=e. In the Peierlsgauge,one generally choosest�L 1� = tL 2� = t�R 2� = tR 1� = jtjei’=410,12. The �th

lead issupposed to be Ferm iliquidsin equilibrium state and hasthe sam e coupling strength function with two dots

��� (!)= 2�
P

k�
jt�1(2)� j

2�(! � ��k� ).

According to the slave-particle approach originated by Zou and Anderson, we introduce auxiliary operators

ey; f
y

1� (f
y

2�); d
y

��0 to stand for the possible states oftwo dots as a whole: em pty state j0i
1
j0i

2
,singly occupied

statej�i
1
j0i

2
(j0i

1
j�i

2
),and doubly occupied statej�i

1
j�0i

2
respectively.In theslave-boson representation,theelec-

tron operatorsofeach dotaresubstituted by theslave-boson operatorsey,dy and the pseudo-ferm ion operatorsf
y

1�,

f
y

2�
26,27:

c1� = e
y
f1� +

X

�0

f
y

2�0d��0; c2� = e
y
f2� +

X

�0

f
y

1�0d�0�; (2)

with the com pleteness constrainteye+
P

�
(f

y

1�f1� + f
y

2�f2�)+
P

��0 d
y

��0d��0 = 1,for which these operatorsm ust

be correctly quantized to m ake the sum rule forthe physicalelectron valid and the com m utatorsbetween them are

satisfying26,29:

ee
y
= 1;d�1�2d

y

�0
1�

0
2
= ��1�0

1
��2�0

2
; fi�f

y

j�0 = �ij���0; (3)

ed
y

��0 = ef
y

i� = fi�e
y
= fi�d

y

�0�00 = d��0e
y
= d�0�00f

y

i� = 0:

So the e� ective Ham iltonian iswritten in term softhese instrum entalstate operators:

H eff =
X

�k�

��k� c
y

�k�
c�k� + �1

X

�

f
y

1�f1� + �2

X

�

f
y

2�f2� + (�1 + �2 + U
0
)
X

��0

d
y

��0d��0 (4)

+
X

k�

[tL 1�c
y

L k�
(e

y
f1� +

X

�0

f
y

2�0d��0)+ tR 1�c
y

R k�
(e

y
f1� +

X

�0

f
y

2�0d��0)+ h:c:]

+
X

k�

[tL 2�c
y

L k�
(e

y
f2� +

X

�0

f
y

1�0d�0�)+ tR 2�c
y

R k�
(e

y
f2� +

X

�0

f
y

1�0d�0�)+ h:c:];

and the density m atrix elem ents are expressed as �00 = j0i
1
j0i

22
h0j1h0j= eye,�11� = j�i

1
j0i

22
h0j1h�j= f

y

1�f1�,

�22� = j0i
1
j�i

22
h�j1h0j= f

y

2�f2�, �dd��0 = j�i
1
j�0i

22
h�0j1h�j = d

y

��0d��0, and �12� = j0i
1
j�i

22
h0j1h�j = f

y

2�f1�,

�21� = j�i
1
j0i

22
h�j1h0j= f

y

1�f2�.
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Supposing the left and right leads are m ade from the identicalm aterialand the e� ective coupling strength is

constant for the energy range ofinterest �L ;R �(!) = �L ;R �. Starting from the equations ofm otion ofthe density

m atrix elem entsand afterthe Langreth analytic continuation to decouple the dotsand the leadsinteraction term s,

the rateequationsareacquired in the wideband lim it:

_�00 =
� i

2�

Z

d!
X

�

[A �(G
>
e11� + G

>
e22�)+ C�(G

<
e11� + G

<
e22�)+ B �G

>
e12� + B

�
�G

>
e21� + D �G

<
e12� (5)

+ D
�
�G

<
e21�];

_�11� =
i

2�

Z

d!(A �G
>
e11� + 1=2B �G

>
e12� + 1=2B

�
�G

>
e21� + C�G

<
e11� + 1=2D �G

<
e12� + 1=2D

�
�G

<
e21�) (6)

�
i

4�

Z

d!
X

�0�00

[A �0(G
>
11�0��00 + G

>
11�0�00�)+ B �0G

00
>

d21�0�00�
+ B

�
�0G

>
d12��0�00 + C�0(G

<
11�0��00

+ G
<
11�0�00�)+ D �0G

00
<

d21�0�00�
+ D

�
�0G

<
d12��0�00];

_�22� =
i

2�

Z

d!(A �G
>
e22� + 1=2B �G

>
e12� + 1=2B

�
�G

>
e21� + C�G

<
e22� + 1=2D �G

<
e12� + 1=2D

�
�G

<
e21�) (7)

�
i

4�

Z

d!
X

�0�00

[A �0(G
>
22�0��00 + G

>
22�0�00�)+ B �0G

00
>

d21�0��00 + B
�
�0G

>
d12�00�0�

+ C�0(G
<
22�0��00

+ G
<
22�0�00�)+ D �0G

00
<

d21�0��00 + D
�
�0G

<
d12�00�0�

];

_�12� =
i

4�

Z

d![2A �G
>
e12� + B

�
�(G

>
e11� + G

>
e22�)+ 2C�G

<
e12� + D

�
�(G

<
e11� + G

<
e22�)] (8)

�
i

4�

Z

d!
X

�0�00

[A �0(G
>
d21�0�00� + G

0
>
d21��0�00)+ B

�
�0(G

0
>
d11�0�00� + G

0
>
d22��0�00)+ C�0(G

<
d21�0�00�

+ G
0
<
d21��0�00)+ D

�
�0(G

0
<
d11�0�00� + G

0
<
d22��0�00)]+ i(�2 � �1)�12�;

_�dd�� =
i

4�

Z

d!
X

�0

[A �(G
>
d11���0 + G

>
d11��0�

+ G
>
d22���0 + G

>
d22��0�

)+ B �(G
00
>

d21���0 + G
00
>

d21��0�
) (9)

+ B
�
�(G

>
d12�0��

+ G
>
d12���0)+ C�(G

<
d11���0 + G

<
d11��0�

+ G
<
d22���0 + G

<
d22��0�

)+ D �(G
00
<

d21���0

+ G
00
<

d21��0�
)+ D

�
�(G

<
d12�0��

+ G
<
d12���0)];

_�dd��� =
i

4�

Z

d!
X

�0

[A ��(G
>
d11����0 + G

>
d11���0�

)+ A �(G
>
d22����0 + G

>
d22��0��

)+ B �G
00
>

d21����0 (10)

+ B ��G
00
>

d21���0�
+ B

�
�G

>
d12�0���

+ B
�
��G

>
d12����0 + C ��(G

<
d11����0 + G

<
d11���0�

)+ C�(G
<
d22����0

+ G
<

d22��0��
)+ D �G

00
<

d21����0 + D ��G
00
<

d21���0�
+ D

�
�G

<

d12�0���
+ D

�
��G

<

d12����0];

here A � = fL(!)�L � + fR (!)�R �,C� = [1� fL(!)]�L � + [1� fR (!)]�R �,B � = fL (!)�L �e
�i’=2 + fR (!)�R �e

i’=2,

D � = [1� fL (!)]�L �e
�i’=2 + [1� fR (!)]�R �e

i’=2,with theFerm idistribution function f�(!)= 1=(e�(!�� � )+ 1),��
the chem icalpotentialofthe �th lead attem perature 1=�.

Forasym m etricsystem �L � = �R � = ��,thedccurrentofthestationarystatecan besym m etrized I = (IL � IR )=2

and I�(� = L;R)isobtained from the averageoftim e derivativeofelectron num beroperatorofthe �th lead:

I =
ie

2h

Z

d!
X

�

��f[fL(!)� fR (!)][G
>
e11� + G

>
e22� � G

<
e11� � G

<
e22� +

X

�0�00

(G
>
d11��0�00 + G

>
d22��0�00 (11)

� G
<
d11��0�00 � G

<
d22��0�00)]+ cos

’

2
[fL(!)� fR (!)][G

>
e12� + G

>
e21� � G

<
e12� � G

<
e21� +

X

�0�00

(G
00
>

d21��0�00

+ G
>
d12�00��0 � G

00
<

d21��0�00 � G
<
d12�00��0)]+ isin

’

2
[fL(!)+ fR (!)][G

>
e21� � G

>
e12� +

X

�0�00

(G
>
d12�00��0

� G
00
>

d21��0�00)]+ 2isin
’

2
[1�

fL (!)+ fR (!)

2
][G

<
e21� � G

<
e12� +

X

�0�00

(G
<

d12�00��0 � G
00
<

d21��0�00)]g:
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Thisexpression issim ilarwith thatofRef.12 wheretheinterdotcorrelation wasnotincluded.TheG reen’sfunctions

quoted in the abovearede� ned asfollows:

G eii� = < < e
y
(t)fi�(t)jf

y

i�(t
0
)e(t

0
)> > ;G eij� = < < e

y
(t)fi�(t)jf

y

j�(t
0
)e(t

0
)> > ; (12)

G d11�0��00 = < < f
y

1�(t)d��0(t)jd
y

�00�0(t
0
)f1�00(t

0
)> > ;G

0

d11�0�00� = < < f
y

1�00(t)d�00�0(t)jd
y

�0�
(t
0
)f1�(t

0
)> > ;

G d22�0��00 = < < f
y

2�(t)d�0�(t)jd
y

�0�00(t
0
)f2�00(t

0
)> > ;G

0

d22��0�00 = < < f
y

2�(t)d��0(t)jd
y

�0�00(t
0
)f2�00(t

0
)> > ;

G d21�0�00� = < < f
y

2�00(t)d�0�00(t)jd
y

�0�
(t
0
)f1�(t

0
)> > ;G

0

d21��0�00 = < < f
y

2�(t)d��0(t)jd
y

�00�0(t
0
)f1�00(t

0
)> > ;

G
00

d21�0��00 = < < f
y

2�(t)d�0�(t)jd
y

�00�0(t
0
)f1�00(t

0
)> > ;G d12��0�00 = < < f

y

1�(t)d��0(t)jd
y

�0�00(t
0
)f2�00(t

0
)> > :

In weak coupling approxim ation and with sm allleveldiscrepancy �,the correlation G reen’sfunctionsin the isolated

two dotsystem are:

G
< 0
eii�(!) = 2�i�ii��(! � �d);G

> 0
eii�(!)= � 2�i�00�(! � �d); (13)

G
< 0
eij�(!) = 2�i�ij��(! � �d);G

> 0
eij�(!)= 0;

G
< 0
d11�0��00(!) = ���002�i�dd��0�(! � �d � U

0
);G

> 0
d11�0��00(!)= � ���002�i�11��(! � �d � U

0
);

G
< 0
d22�0��00(!) = ���002�i�dd�0��(! � �d � U

0
);G

> 0
d22�0��00(!)= � ���002�i�22��(! � �d � U

0
);

G
0
< 0
d11�0�00�

(!) = ���0���002�i�dd���(! � �d � U
0
);G

0
> 0
d11�0�00�

(!)= � ���0���002�i�11��(! � �d � U
0
);

G
0
< 0
d22��0�00(!) = ���0���002�i�dd���(! � �d � U

0
);G

0
> 0
d22��0�00(!)= � ���0���002�i�22��(! � �d � U

0
);

G
< 0
d21�0�00�

(!) = 0;G
> 0
d21�0�00�

(!)= � ���002�i�12��(! � �d � U
0
);

G
0
< 0
d21��0�00(!) = 0;G

0
> 0
d21��0�00(!)= � ���002�i�12��(! � �d � U

0
);

G
00
< 0

d21�0��00(!) = 0;G
00
> 0

d21�0��00(!)= � ���0���002�i�12��(! � �d � U
0
);

G
< 0
d12��0�00(!) = 0;G

> 0
d12��0�00(!)= � ���0���002�i�21��(! � �d � U

0
):

Notethatby using thelowest-ordergradientexpansion with slowly varying in thecenter-of-m asstim eT and rapidly

varying in the relativetim e tand afterthe Fouriertransform ation from tto !,the sam eresultsasthe abovecan be

acquired.

Inserting Eq.(13)into Eq.(5)� (10),wegetthe � nalquantum equations:

_�00 =
X

�

[� 2�1��00 + beta1�(�11� + �22�)+ �2��12� + �
�
2��21�]; (14)

_�11� = �1��00 � (�1� +
X

�0

~�1�0)�11� � 1=2(�2� + ~�2�)�12� � 1=2(�
�
2� + ~�

�
2�)�21� +

X

�0

~�1�0�dd��0;

_�22� = �1��00 � (�1� +
X

�0

~�1�0)�22� � 1=2(�2� + ~�2�)�12� � 1=2(�
�
2� + ~�

�
2�)�21� +

X

�0

~�1�0�dd�0�;

_�21� = �2��00 � 1=2(�2� + ~�2�)(�11� + �22�)� (�1� +
X

�0

~�1�0)�21� +
~�2��dd�� + i(�1 � �2)�21�;

_�dd�� = ~�1�(�11� + �22�)+ ~�2��12� + ~�
�
2��21� � 2~�1��dd��;

_�dd��� = ~�1��22�� + ~�1���11� � (~�1� +
~�1��)�dd���:

Here,

�1� = fL(�d)�L � + fR (�d)�R �;�1� = [1� fL (�d)]�L � + [1� fR (�d)]�R �; (15)

~�1� = fL(�d + U
0
)�L � + fR (�d + U

0
)�R �;

~�1� = [1� fL (�d + U
0
)]�L � + [1� fR (�d + U

0
)]�R �;

�2� = fL(�d)�L �e
�i’=2

+ fR (�d)�R �e
i’=2

;�2� = [1� fL (�d)]�L �e
�i’=2

+ [1� fR (�d)]�R �e
i’=2

;

~�2� = fL(�d + U
0
)�L �e

�i’=2
+ fR (�d + U

0
)�R �e

i’=2
;

~�2� = [1� fL(�d + U
0
)]�L �e

�i’=2
+ [1� fR (�d + U

0
)]�R �e

i’=2
:

Com plem ented with the com pletenessrelation �00 + 2�11 + 2�22 + 2�dd + 2�d�d = 1,the closed equationsEq.(14)can

be solved to determ ine the expectation valuesofthe m atrix in steady states.
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III. D ISC U SSIO N

In theequilibrium state,only thediagonaldistribution probabilitiesarenonzero,�00 = 1=Z;�11� = e��� d=Z;�22� =

e��� d=Z;�dd��0 = e��(2� d+ U
0
)=Z and Z = 1 + 4e��� d + 4e��(2� d+ U

0
),which can be readily gotten from the above

equations set with fL(�d) = fR (�d) = (e��d + 1)�1 ;fL(�d + U 0) = fR (�d + U 0) = fe�(�d+ U
0
) + 1g�1 supposing the

equilibrium chem icalpotential�L = �R = 0.Theresultsm eettheclassicalBoltzm ann distribution in weak coupling

lim it.Itisobviousthatthe occupation num berofdot1 with certain spin c
y

1�c1� = �11� +
P

�0 �dd��0 hasnothing to

do with them agnetic ux � and thee� ectofdotleveldisparity � isnottaken into account,which isthesam easdot

2,and in the spin sym m etry space�dd�� = �dd���.

Applying externalvoltageon thetwo leads,thewholesystem isdriven outofequilibrium and o� -diagonalelem ents

play a vitalrolein transport,whereupon som enovelfeaturesarise.In the spin sym m etry space�(~�)1(2)�,�(
~�)1(2)�,

�L (R )� areallindependentofspin,so forsim plicity wesubtracttheirspin index �.Afterstraightforward derivation,

thesolutionsfortheseclosed equationsand the� nalform ula ofcurrentin steady statesareobtained in Appendix.In

the following we willsee thatthe occupation num berofthe dot1(2)showsexplicitAB oscillationsoriginating from

the interference oftwo dot states �12� and �21�,which is certi� cated by the existence ofphase related coe� cients

�2�,�2�,~�2�,
~�2� in the closed equationsonly stem m ing from theexistence of�12� and �21�.Furtherm ore,�dd�� is

distinctfrom �dd���.Thisdi� erencecan beunderstood in thisway.Interferencebetween electronsin theleadsand in

thedotssurvivesonly when both dotsareem pty,oronedotisem pty and theotherisoccupied by orobth areoccupied

by thesam espin astheelectron com ing from thelead.So thebias-induced coherenceoftwo dotstates�12� and �21�

are only associated with spin diagonaldouble-occupied state probability �dd�� and not with spin nondiagonalone

�dd���,otherwise the path the incom ing electron travelscan be identi� ed. Thisisdistinctfrom double-dotin series

wherethepath isa de� niteoneincluding both dots26.From theequation of�dd��,wecan seethate� ectof�12� and

�21� isto accelerateitschangewith the tim e.

-2 -1 0 1 2
0.672

0.675

0.678

0.681

0.684

0.687

-2 -1 0 1 2
0.700

0.705

0.710

0.715

0.720

0.725

 

 

n 1(
2)

φ (π)

 ε=0
 ε=0.1
 ε=0.2
 ε=0.3

 

C
ur

re
nt

φ (π)

FIG .2:Left:AB oscillationsofdotpopulation n1(2) with interdotcorrelation U
0
= 0 and energy disparity � = 0 attem perature

kB T = 20 and biasvoltage eV = 50 fordi�erentaverage level�d:� 1(solid),� 1:5(dash),� 2(dot),� 2:5(dash dot).Right:AB

oscillationsofcurrentfordi�erentenergy disparity � with interdotcorrelation U 0 = 20 and averagelevel�d = � 1attem perature
kB T = 20 and biasvoltage eV = 50.e= ~ = � = 1:

Note thatthe tem perature isassum ed higherthan the K ondo tem perature so thatthe K ondo correlation which is

attributed to the strong coupling between leadsand dotscan be negligible. In the sequentialtunneling picture,the

tunneling contribution totransportisup to� rstorderin � in theCoulom b blockaderegim e.W ecan directly calculate

the currentfrom Eq.(21)which isvalid forarbitrary biasvoltageeV ,interdotrepulsion U 0,and dotenergy position

�d in broad ranges and for tiny levelvariation � between two dots. For convenience,the sym m etric bias voltage

�L = � �R = eV=2 isapplied,then allthe resultsare invariantunderthe reversalsofm agnetic  ux ’! � ’ and of

biasvoltageeV ! � eV sim ultaneously.Thisisin accordancewith theO nsagerrelation fortwo-term inalsetups12.In

general,theoccupation num berofdot1(2)and thecurrentthrough thesystem allhaveAB oscillations,com binations

ofcos’ and sin’,with a period of�0,and the am plitudes depend on the resonant energy level�d and �d + U 0

relative to the chem icalpotentials oftwo leads and sm alldisparity am plitude �. It is also supposed that kB T� � ,

j�1j,j�2j,and � � j�j,so the lowest-ordertransportdom inates. In Fig.2 we plotAB oscillationsofthe population in

dotwith di� erent levelpositions and the currentwith di� erentenergy discrepancysrespectively. For two identical
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FIG .3:Currentversusinterdotcorrelation U
0
with varioustem peraturesforaverage dotlevel�d = � 1,energy disparity � = 0,

and biasvoltage eV = 50 at’ = 0 (left)and at’ = �(right).e= ~ = � = 1:

dots� = 0,alloscillationsare sym m etric about’ = 0 including only cos’ with largeram plitudesfordeeperlevels.

The population reachesm axim um at’ = 0 and m inim um at’ = �.Fortwo distinctdots�6=0,the sym m etry about

’ = 0 islost,which getsm ore apparentwith larger� foroscillationsfollowing sin’ take e� ect,and the extrem esat

’ = 0 and ’ = � also disappear.Fig.3 showscurrentversusinterdotcorrelation with varioustem peraturesfor’ = 0

and ’ = �. W e can see that at � nite tem perature and � nite bias the interdot correlation does not alwaysinhibit

transport.O nly when U 0islargeenough,theprohibition e� ectappears,especially at’ = �,and thisism itigated by

raising the tem perature.

In the following two specially sim ple cases with equalenergy levels oftwo dots are under consideration. First

is that doubly occupied states are forbidden by in� nite interdot Coulom b repulsion U0,such that �dd��0 = 0,and

~�1 = 0;~�2 = 0.The steady solutionsare

�11 =
(2� fL � fR )[(1� fL )fR + (1� fR )fL ]

2(fL + fR � 3fLfR + 1)(2� fL � fR )
; (16)

�12 =
fL � fR

2(fL + fR � 3fLfR + 1)
[

fR � fL

2� fL � fR
cos

’

2
+ isin

’

2
];

�00 =
fL fR � fL � fR + 1

fL + fR � 3fLfR + 1
;

and the currentis

I =
2�e�

h

2(fL � fR )(1� fR )(1� fL )

(fL + fR � 3fLfR + 1)(2� fL � fR )
(1+ cos’): (17)

Itisevidentthatin thissituation transportthrough thewholesystem istotally coherent,even though thepopulation

ofdot1(2)showsno AB oscillations.W ith ’ = 0;� 2�;� 4�;:::,thecurrentreachesthem axim um ,and phaselocking

alwayshappensforany voltageand dotlevels.W ith ’ = � �;� 3�;� 5�;:::,the currentvanishesand theinterference

between two dots is com pletely destructive,since the whole system now is equivalent to the sum oftwo separated

subsystem sand no transportwilltake place forany bias,which conform sto Ref.12.Considering only the � rstorder

of� in sequentialtunneling regim e,wegetthe fullcoherence.

Second isthatem pty stateisforbidden in deep levelstatuswith �d farbelow theFerm ileveland �d + U 0justabove

itin equilibrium state,so that�00 = 0,and �1 = 0;�2 = 0.The steady solutionsare

�11 =
(2� ~fL �

~fR )[(1�
~fL)(2

~fR + ~fL �
~fR cos’)+ (1� ~fR )(2

~fL +
~fR � ~fL cos’)]

4(~fL +
~fR )(3� cos’)(2� ~fL �

~fR )+ 2(~fL �
~fR )

2(1� cos’)
; (18)

�12 =
1

4(~fL +
~fR )

[(2� ~fL �
~fR )cos

’

2
+ isin

’

2
(~fL �

~fR )� (4cos
’

2
� 2isin

’

2

~fR � ~fL

2� ~fL �
~fR
)

(2� ~fL �
~fR )[(1�

~fL)(2
~fR + ~fL �

~fR cos’)+ (1� ~fR )(2
~fL +

~fR � ~fL cos’)]

4(~fL + ~fR )(3� cos’)(2� ~fL � ~fR )+ 2(~fL � ~fR )
2(1� cos’)

];
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�dd =
1

2
�
(4� ~fL �

~fR )[(1�
~fL)2

~fR + ~fL �
~fR cos’)+ (1� ~fR )(2

~fL +
~fR � ~fL cos’)]

4(~fL +
~fR )(3� cos’)(2� ~fL �

~fR )+ 2(~fL �
~fR )

2(1� cos’)
;

�d �d =
(~fL +

~fR )[(1�
~fL)(2

~fR + ~fL �
~fR cos’)+ (1� ~fR )(2

~fL +
~fR � ~fL cos’)]

4(~fL +
~fR )(3� cos’)(2� ~fL �

~fR )+ 2(~fL �
~fR )

2(1� cos’)
;

and the currentis

I =
�e�

h

~fL �
~fR

~fL +
~fR
f1+ 2(~fL +

~fR )+ (1� ~fL �
~fR )cos’ � [(4� ~fL �

~fR ) (19)

+ (4� 3~fL � 3~fR )cos’]
(1� ~fL)(2

~fR + ~fL �
~fR cos’)+ (1� ~fR )(2

~fL +
~fR � ~fL cos’)

2(~fL +
~fR )(3� cos’)(2� ~fL �

~fR )+ (~fL �
~fR )

2(1� cos’)
g;

which is partially coherent,and the AB oscillations for the population in dots and the currentallfollow the cos’

form .

IV . SU M M A R Y

To conclude,we have studied the quantum transportthrough a paralleldouble-dotstructure with the Aharonov-

Bohm m agnetic ux in� ltering thetwo path closed region.In� niteintradotand arbitrary interdotCoulom b repulsion

have been considered by em ploying the slave-boson technique introduced by Zou and Anderson. In weak coupling

and sequentialtunneling regim eweusethe"classical"quantum rateequationscom bined with nonequilibrium G reen’s

functionsto determ inethedensity m atrix and to calculatethecurrent owing through thesystem ofstationary state.

Theresultsshow thatexternalbiasvoltageinduced superposition oftwo dotsstatesisthecauseofphasecoherenceof

AB oscillationsofpopulation ofeach dotand the currentasa function ofm agnetic  ux having a period of�0.Two

sim plestcasesare discussed asexam plesfortwo identicaldots.W e � nd thatifthere are no doubly occupied states,

the currentistotally coherent-com pletely destructive interference existswith ’ odd m ultiplesof� and m axim um

alwaysreacheswith ’ even m ultiples of�;ifthere is no em pty state,the population and the currentare partially

coherentand am plitudesdepend on the resonantenergy levelsrelativeto the chem icalpotentialsoftwo reservoirs.

Thiswork wassupported by the NationalScience Foundation ofChina,the SpecialFundsforM ajorState Basic

Research Project,and the ShanghaiM unicipalCom m ission ofScienceand Technology.

V . A P P EN D IX

The solutionsofdensity m atrix elem ents in stationary statesare: �11� = �11�� = �11,�22� = �22�� = �22,�21� =

�21�� = �21,�12� = �12�� = �12,�dd�� = �dd���� = �dd,�dd��� = �dd��� = �d �d,

�00 = (C2A 1 � C1A 2)=(B 1A 2 � B2A 1); (20)

�11 = (C2B 1 � C1B 2)=[2(A 1B 2 � A2B 1)];

�21 = f(2�2 �
~�2)�00 � [~�2 + �2 + (2+ ~�1=

~�1)
~�2](�11 + �22)+

~�2g=[2(�1 + 2~�1 + i�)];

�dd = [1� �00 � (2+ ~�1=
~�1)(�11 + �22)]=2;

�d �d = ~�1(�11 + �22)=(2
~�1);

and �22 = �11,�12 = ��21.Here,

A 1 = 4(�
2
+ �

2
)� � (~fL +

~fR cos’)[1+
~fL � fL + (1� ~fL)]� � (~fR + ~fL cos’)[1+

~fR � fR

+ (1� ~fR )]+ �sin’[(~fR � ~fL)(1+ )+ ~fLfR � ~fR fL];

B 1 = � [2~fL(fL + fR cos’)+ 2~fR (fR + fL cos’)� (1� ~fL )(
~fL +

~fR cos’)� (1� ~fR )(
~fR

+ ~fL cos’)]+ (2� ~fL �
~fR )(�

2
+ �

2
)� �sin’[2(~fR fL �

~fL fR )+
~fL �

~fR ];

C1 = � (2� ~fL �
~fR )(�

2
+ �

2
)+ � [(1� ~fL)(

~fL +
~fR cos’)+ (1� ~fR )(

~fR + ~fL cos’)]

+ �sin’(~fL �
~fR );

A 2 = (2� fL � fR )(�
2
+ �

2
)� � (1� fL)[1+

~fL � fL + cos’(1+ ~fR � fR )+ (1� ~fL + cos’
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� cos’~fR )]� � (1� fR )[1+
~fR � fR + cos’(1+ ~fL � fL)+ (1� ~fR + cos’ � cos’~fL )]

+ �sin’[(1� fR )(
~fL +  � ~fL)� (1� fL)(

~fR +  � ~fR )];

B 2 = � (2fL +
~fL � 1)(1� fL + cos’ � cos’fR )+ � (2fR + ~fR � 1)(1� fR + cos’ � cos’fL )

� 2(fL + fR )(�
2
+ �

2
)� �sin’[(1� fR )(1+

~fL)� (1� fL)(1+
~fR )];

C2 = � [(1� fL)(1�
~fL + cos’ � cos’~fR )+ (1� fR )(1�

~fR + cos’ � cos’~fL)]

� �sin’[(1� fR )(1�
~fL)� (1� fL )(1�

~fR )];

and the currentform ula becom es

I =
2�e�

h
[(fL � fR )(2�00 + �11 + �22)+ cos’=2(fL +

~fL � fR � ~fR )(�12 + �21) (21)

� isin’=2(fL +
~fL + fR + ~fR � 2)(�12 � �21)+ 2(~fL �

~fR )(�11 + �22 + �dd + �d �d)];

where� � 2� fL � fR + 2~fL + 2~fR ; � (4� ~fL �
~fR )=(2�

~fL �
~fR );

and fL (R )� fL (R )(�d)= fe�(�d�� L (R ))+ 1g�1 ; ~fL (R )� fL (R )(�d + U 0)= fe�(�d+ U
0
�� L (R ))+ 1g�1 .
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