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At a Fano resonance in a quantum wire there is strong quantum m echanicalback-scattering.

W hen identicalwave packets are incident along allpossible m odes ofincidence,each wave packet

is strongly scattered. The scattered wave packets com pensate each other in such a way that the

outgoing wave packets are sim ilar to the incom ing wave packets. This is as ifthe wave packets

are not scattered and not dispersed. This typically happens for the kink-antikink solution ofthe

Sine-G ordon m odel. As a result ofsuch non-dispersive behavior,the derivation ofsem i-classical

form ulas like the Friedelsum rule and the W igner delay tim e are exact at Fano resonance. For

a single channelquantum wire this is true for any potentialthat exhibita Fano resonance. For a

m ultichannelquantum wirewegivean easy prescription to check fora given potential,ifthisistrue.

W e also show thatvalidity ofthe Friedelsum rule m ay orm ay not be related to the conservation

ofcharge.Ifthere are evanescentm odesthen even when charge isconserved,Friedelsum rule m ay

break down away from the Fano resonances.

PACS num bers:

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

The Landauer-Buttiker approach to m esoscopic

physicsisrathernovel. O ne ofthe greatsuccessofthis

approach istheLandauer-Buttikerconductanceform ula.

To understand thisapproach furtherand thekey to gen-

eralize this approach is the Friedelsum rule (FSR).It

hasbeen thesubjectofm uch study recently.W hileexact

proofscan be given forbulk sam ples[1,2,3],in low di-

m ensionalsystem ssom eattem ptsto deriveitignorethe

e� ects ofthe leads [4,5]. Buttiker and his co-workers,

em phasize the e� ects ofthe leads and � nd a correction

term to the FSR [6,7].They state thatleadscan result

in non-conservation ofchargein quantum regim esand in

such regim es FSR willbreak down. W hen the system

isin the W K B lim it,then charge isconserved and FSR

works very well. Recent explicit calculations [8]for an

im purity in a quantum wire contradicted this result. A

singleattractiveim purity in aquantum wirecan produce

m any resonantstates that can allbe classi� ed as Fano

resonances[9,10]. Such an im purity in a quantum wire

hasattracted m anytheoreticalinvestigation[11].Ref.[8]

� ndsthattheFriedelsum ruleisexactattheFano reso-

nancewhich isa purequantum interferencephenom enon

(and not a W K B regim e),and very bad in the regim es

away from the Fano resonance (that are in the W K B

regim e).Ref.[12]showsthatothersem i-classicalform u-

lasliketheW ignerdelay tim e(W DT)also becom eexact

atthe Fano resonance. An analysisofcharge conserva-

tion and theorigin ofsem iclassicalbehaviorin aquantum

regim e ism issing in Refs. [8,12]. In thiswork we show

thatthere isno connection between chargeconservation

and validity ofFSR in the sense that FSR can be vio-

lated even when chargeisconserved.W eshallalso show

thatalthough such an im purity in a quantum wire give

strongback scatteringthatisquantum m echanicalin na-

ture,such scattering do notdisperse a wavepacket.W e

shallalso show thatthisexplainswhy sem i-classicalthe-

oriesareexactin a purely quantum m echanicalregim e.

W hen one considers transport in m esoscopic system s

then onetypically considersa system asshown in Fig 1.

Thesystem between thepointsA and B isagrand canon-

icalsystem coupled to reservoirs. The way we study

grand canonicalsystem sin textbooksisthatthe reser-

voirHam iltonian and thesystem Ham iltonian can bede-

coupled.Thisallowsone to constructa grand canonical

partition function.Butm esoscopicsam plesare so sm all

that the actualm odeling ofthe coupling to the reser-

voirs is necessary [13,14,15,16]. The leads (here we

show only two leads but there can be m any) are ideal

wires that connect the system to the reservoirs. They

inject and absorb electrons and also de� ne the correct

boundary conditionsforthesystem .Theregion between

A and B is an elastic scatterer. A particle injected by

reservoir1 willfreely propagatealong lead 1 and willbe

incidenton thescattererbetween A and B.There ected

part willbe absorbed by reservoir 1 and the transm it-

ted partwillbe absorbed by reservoir2. The absorbed

electronsarecom pletely therm alized insidethereservoirs

and theircoherenceisdestroyed.Phaseshiftsarede� ned

with respectto pointsA and B and notwith respectto

� 1 [6].Density ofstates(DO S)isalso thelocaldensity

ofstates (LDO S) integrated between the points A and

B [6].Thescattering problem iscom pletely de� ned with

the points A and B [6]provided the totalcharge in the

region between A and B (orthe integrated LDO S in the

regionbetween A and B)isconserved.Theregionoutside

thatcan beparam etrized with chem icalpotential(�)and

tem perature (T). If� and T are the sam e for the two

reservoirs,then we get an equilibrium situation,and if

they aredi� erentthen wegetnon-equilibrium situation.

Allthiswillbecom eexplicitin ourm odelcalculation.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606412v2
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II. T H E SC A T T ER IN G SO LU T IO N

Asa sim ple realization ofsuch a system (asshown in

Fig.1)in one dim ension (1D)we can considera double

delta function potentialin 1D between x = � land x = l

(see Fig. 2). The free regionsx < � land x > lare the

leads. For a sym m etric scatterer in 1D,the scattering

m atrix is

S =

�
R T

T R

�

(1)

where R is the re ection am plitude and T is the trans-

m ission am plitude ofthe scatterer.

Ifweconsideratwochannelquantum wirewith adelta

function potential.Thescattering m atrix willbe4X4 as

shown below.

S =

2

6
4

R 11 R 12 T11 T12

R 21 R 22 T21 T22
T11 T12 R 11 R 12

T21 T22 R 21 R 22

3

7
5 (2)

W e are using a notation that S11 = R 11 as it is a re-

 ection am plitudeforan electron incidentalong the� rst

transverse m ode from the left lead and scattered back

to the � rst transverse m ode in the left lead. Sim ilarly,

S12 = R 12 asitisa re ection am plitude foran electron

incidentalongthe� rsttransversem odefrom theleftlead

and scattered back to thesecond transversem odein the

leftlead.Sim ilarly,S13 = T11 asitisa transm ission am -

plitudeforan electron incidentalong the� rsttransverse

m odefrom theleftlead and scattered forward to the� rst

transversem odein therightlead.O necan easily under-

stand the rest. O ne can solve the scattering problem to

� nd thatfor� and � taking values1 or2,

R �� = �
i���

2d
p
k�k�

(3)

If� 6= � then

T�� = �
i���

2d
p
k�k�

(4)

If� = � then

T�� = 1+ R �� (5)

Here

��� =
2m 

~
2
Sin[

��

w
(yj + w=2)]Sin[

��

w
(yj + w=2)] (6)

d = 1+ ��

���

2��
+ i��

���

2k�
(7)

��� =
2m 

~
2
Sin[

��

w
(yj + w=2)]Sin[

��

w
(yj + w=2)] (8)

� can take any integer value greater than 2 (i.e.,

�= 3,4,5,...).  is the strength of the delta function

potential situated at x = 0 and y = yj. m is par-

ticle m ass and w is the width of the quantum wire.

k1 =

q
2m

~
2 (E � �2

w 2 )isthe wavevectorforthe 1stprop-

agating channel.k2 =

q
2m

~
2 (E � 4�2

w 2 )isthewavevector

forthe 2nd propagating channel. �� =

q
2m

~
2 (

�2�2

w 2 � E )

isthe wave vectorforthe �th evanescentchannel. E is

the incident energy. The nth quasibound state or the

Fano resonanceoccuratenergiesthatsatisfy thefollow-

ing equation

1+ ��= 1
�= n

���

2��
= 0 (9)

Atsuch an energy,therewillbea largeam ountofcharge

localized around the im purity and decaying away from

the im purity. O ne can de� ne the points A and B as

the cuto� pointsbeyond which the localized chargehas

decayed to negligible values. Also in realsystem s� will

have som e cuto� thatcan have severalphysicalorigins

like decoherence orwork function ofthe quantum wire.

The �th injectivity ata pointq � (x;y;z)isdue to the

incidentelectron ofvelocity v� (or� v�).Itisde� ned as

X

�

���(q)=
1

hjv�j
j 

(�)(q)j2 (10)

where,h is Plank’s constant,v� = ~k�
m
,k� is incident

wave vector,m isparticle m ass,q representscoordinate

and  (�)(q) is quantum m echanicalwave function due

to unit current incident in the �th channel. ���(q) is

known asthepartiallocaldensityofstates(PLDO S).For

di� erentpossible valuesofincident wave vector,we get

di� erentinjectivities.Sum m ingup foralltheinjectivities

we get the localdensity ofstates (LDO S).Integrating

LDO S over entire spatialcoordinates we get DO S.So

DO S willbe

�(E )=

MX

�= 1

Z 1

� 1

1

hjv�j
j 

(�)(q)j2dq (11)

And

�
G C (E )=

MX

�= 1

Z B

A

1

hjv�j
j 

(�)(q)j2dq (12)

Heresu� x G C standsfor\grand canonical".Here M

isthe totalnum berofincidentchannelspossible.

III. FR IED EL SU M R U LE (FSR )

Ifthe charge in the region between A and B is con-

served then thescattering problem iscom pletely de� ned

with respectto the points A and B.FSR suggeststhat
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the DO S in Eq. 12 can be calculated from S m atrix,

withoutany knowledgeofthe (�)(q)astheS m atrix el-

em entscan bedeterm ined experim entally [17,18]aswell

astheoretically [19,20].

The FSR can be stated as[8,21]

d�f

dE
� �[�G C (E )� �

G C
0 (E )] (13)

where

�f =
1

2i
log(D et[S]) (14)

S isthe scattering m atrix ofa system and E isincident

electron energy.�G C (E )isintegrated LDO S ofa system

in presenceofscattererasde� ned in Eq.12 and �G C0 (E )

isintegrated LDO S ofthesam esystem in absenceofscat-

terer,which naturally requires that im purity scattering

conservesthetotalnum berofstatesin thesystem orthe

totalchargein the system (orelse� need notbe related

to �0 at all). In Eq. 13 we have used an approxim ate

equality asthere willbe a correction term which wewill

discusslater.Thebeauty ofEq.13isitsuniversality.At

any resonance(orquasibound state)[�G C (E )� �G C0 (E )]

changebyunityandhence�f willchangeby�.M oreover,
d�f

dE
can be determ ined from asym ptotic wave function

(x ! 1 ) and so one can com pletely avoid integrating

the LDO S to � nd the DO S.

The purpose ofthis section is to explain the discrep-

ancy observed in Ref. [8]about the FSR.Nam ely the

FSR becom esexactin a purely quantum regim elikethe

Fano regim e and bad away from the Fano regim e. Ac-

cording to our previous understanding, it should have

been the opposite. Such an explanation requires a de-

tailed analysis ofcharge conservation and quantum be-

havior as follows. A physicalorigin ofsuch a behavior

willbecom eclearin the nextsection.

To understand where FSR m ay go wrong,we � rstin-

specta derivation ofthe FSR [21].W e presentitfor1D

asthestepscan berepeated forQ 1D.Supposethereisan

extended potentialV (x)(to be dim ensionally correctin

the subsequentanalysis,V (x)� eV (x),where e iselec-

troniccharge).Assum ing thatS�;�(E ;V (x))isanalytic,

wecan m akean expansion as

S�;�(E ;V (x)+ �V (x))= S�;�(E ;V (x))+

Z 1

� 1

dx
0[
@S�;�(E ;V (x

0))

@V (x0)
�V (x0)]+ ::::: (15)

Essentially thism eansbreaking up the increm ent�V (x)

(although an in� nitesim alperturbation,itisan extended

potential) into m any localincrem ents �V (x0) and inte-

grating the e� ectofalltheselocalincrem ents.�V (x0)is

therefore a delta function potentialatx0. Now without

any lossofgenerality,wecan say that�V (x)= V0 forall

x. In other words �V (x) is a constantpotential. Since

�V (x) = V0 for allx,the localperturbation �V (x0) is

also equalto V0,num erically.O nehasto rem em berthat

the two perturbations�V (x)= V0 and �V (x0)= V0 are

actually di� erent. O ne ofthem isa globalperturbation

or an extended perturbation while the latter is a local

perturbation.However,forV0 ! 0,one can neglectthis

di� erencebetween them to write

S�;�(E ;V (x)+ V0)� S�;�(E ;V (x))

V0
�

Z 1

� 1

dx
0[
@S�;�(E ;V (x

0))

@V (x0)
] (16)

Notethatnow wehavean approxim ateequality and this

can be furtherjusti� ed by explicitcalculationsasshown

below.

Now one m ay propose that instead ofincreasing the

potentialeverywhereby an in� nitesim alam ountV0,one

m ay keep thepotentialconstantand instead decreasethe

incidentenergy by � E = V0.Thus

S�;�(E � � E ;V (x))� S�;�(E ;V (x))

� � E
=

S�;�(E ;V (x)+ �V (x))� S�;�(E ;V (x))

V0
�

Z 1

� 1

dx
0[
@S�;�(E ;V (x

0))

@V (x0)
] (17)

O necan provethat[21]

�
1

4�i
(S

y

��

@S��

@V (x0)
� H C )= ���(x) (18)

where ��� is the PLDO S.PDO S is therefore �0
��
(E )=

R1
� 1

���(x)dx. O ne can take any potentialin 1D and

check that this equation is exact as done in Ref. [6].

Therefore,from Eqs.17 and 18,

1

4�i
(S

y

��

dS��

dE
� H C )� �

0
��(E ) (19)

Thison sum m ing over� and � and furthersim pli� cation

gives

1

2i

d

dE
log(D et[S])� �[�(E )� �0(E )] (20)

Thuswehavederived FSR.

Replacing
R
dx0

@S�;�

@V (x0)
by -

@S�;�

@E
isan approxim ation.

Thus,
d�f

dE
is not exactly equalto �[�(E )� �0(E )]and

so naturally one can expectthat
d�f

dE
isalso notexactly

equalto [�G C (E )� �G C0 (E )].In fact[7],

d�f

dE
= �[�G C (E )� �

G C
0 (E )]� Im (R L L + R R R )=4E

(21)
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W e have used su� xes ‘LL’and ‘RR’,instead of� and

�. The reasons are obvious as R L L is for the electrons

incidentfrom theleftand re ected back to theleftlead,

while R R R is for the electrons incident from the right

and re ected back to the rightlead. O ne m ay consider

Eq.21asanew FSR butthecorrection term [Im (R L L +

R R R )=4E ]is not very universal. It can be di� erent for

di� erent kinds ofresonances. Secondly,in quasi1D we

will see that this correction term willalso depend on

internaldetailsofthepotentialand can varyfrom sam ple

to sam ple.

So the correction term is Im (R L L + R R R )=4E . Ref.

[7]and othersassum e thatthisterm isdue to the non-

conservation ofcharge in the system . They assum e (see

Eqs.11 and 12 in Ref[7])thatthisterm can be related

toselfenergy duetotheescapeprobability ofan electron

in to theleads.So according to [7],in quantum regim es,

this term can be large. An essentialcom ponent ofthis

workistoestablish thatthiscorrectionterm isnotdueto

non-conservation ofcharge.Although in 1D,2D and 3D

the correction term islargewhen the escape probability

totheleadsislarge(thatischargeisnotconserved in the

grand canonicalsystem )and vice versa,thisisnottrue

in Q 1D.W eshow below thatthecorrection term can be

largein Q 1D even when chargeisconserved and also the

correction term can be zero in the Fano regim e which is

a quantum regim e.

Itisshown in the appendix that

[(�(E )� �0(E )]� [�G C (E )� �
G C
0 (E )]=

sin[2kl]

k
(R L L + R R R )+

cos[2kl]

k
(iR L L � iR R R ) (22)

Thishastwoim plications.Firstisthatsince�[�G C (E )�

�G C0 (E )]� Im (R L L + R R R )=4E 6= �[(�(E )� �0(E )],it

followsfrom Eq.21 that

d�f

dE
6= �[�(E )� �0(E )] (23)

It can only be an approxim ate equality as shown be-

fore.The second im plication isthatthe correction term

� Im (R L L + R R R )=4E is not due to the lack ofcharge

conservation. This is explained below. W hen we inte-

grate over allenergy then we get that the RHS ofEq.

22 goesas�(k). The globalcharge hasto be conserved,

im plying
R1
� 1

dE [(�(E )� �0(E )]= 0. Hence from Eq.

22,
R1
� 1

dE [(�(G C )(E )� �
(G C )

0
(E )]goes as �(k). Since

only positive energy states are propagating states that

weareinterested in,onecan alwaystaketheintegration

overE in the positiveenergy regim einstead oftaking it

from � 1 to 1 .Ask = 0 isa non-propagating state,in

thepropagatingregim e
R1
�

dE [(�(G C )(E )� �
(G C )

0
(E )]= 0.

So chargeisconserved in thegrand canonicalsystem .So

the correction term in Eq.21 isarising due to the error

involved in the substitution in Eq. 17 and has nothing

to do with chargeconservation.Itisjustan errordueto

an approxim ation in the algebra.

Although in the appendix we have considered a 1D

system ,allthestepscan berepeated fora singlechannel

Q 1D system . O nly the expressions for R L L and R R R

willbedi� erentand k =

q
2m e

~
2 (E � E 1).So fora single

channelquantum wire,

d�f

dE
= �[�G C (E )� �

G C
0 (E )]� Im

R L L + R R R

4(E � E 1)
(24)

Firstofallnotethepresenceofsam plespeci� cparam eter

E 1 in the correction term that was ignored in Ref. [7].

Thisequation isthesam ewhetherevanescentm odesare

present or not present. However,only the expressions

for R L L and R R R changes com pletely in presence and

absenceofevanescentm odes.From Eq.3

� Im [R L L + R R R ]=

�11

k1
(1+

P

n> 1

�� �

2��
)

(1+
P

n> 1

�� �

2��
)2 + (�11

2k1
)2

(25)

Fora delta function potentialin 1D,

� Im [R L L + R R R ]=

�1D

k1

1+ (�1D

2k1
)2

(26)

where �1D =
2m 

~
2 .In com parison with the 1D case,the

only di� erence in quasione dim ension (Q 1D)(com pare

Eqs.25 and 26)isthe term

X

�> 1

���

2��
(27)

Ifwe rem ove this term then the correction term isneg-

ligible for k1 > �11 which is the sem i-classicalregim e.

Com plications in Q 1D arise because ofthe series term
P

n> 1

�� �

2��
. Even for k1 < �11,(1+

P

n> 1

�� �

2��
)can be-

com ezero and then thecorrection term can becom e0 in

a purely quantum regim e.Atthe Fano resonancethisis

exactlywhathappens,i.e.,RHS ofEq.25becom es0pre-

cisely dueto thefactthat(1+
P

n> 1

�� �

2��
)= 0 attheFano

resonance(seeEq.9).Alsonotethatalthough each term

in theseriesdecreaseswith energy,thesum doesnotde-

creaseeasily astheseriesisa divergentseries.Itgoesas

log[N ]whereN isthetotalnum berofterm sin theseries

orthe totalnum ber ofevanescentm odes[11]. O ne can

m ake the transverse width w ! 1 to create an in� nite

num berofevanescentm odesand then one can see from

Eq. 25 that the correction term goes to zero im plying

thatFSR isexactin 2D.In realquantum wires,wehave

totruncatetheseriesatsom evalueN .Forany arbitrary

num berofevanescentm odes,thecorrection term can be

as large as
d�f

dE
or �[�(G C )(E )� �

(G C )

0
(E )],m aking the

two qualitatively and quantitatively di� erent,except in

a narrow energy regim e close to the upper band edge.

At the upper band edge
P

n> 1
�� �

2��
diverge as the � rst

term in it(i.e., �22

2k2
)divergesand hence RHS ofEq. 25

becom es0.
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IV . W IG N ER D ELA Y T IM E (W D T )

The fact that FSR becom es exact at the Fano reso-

nance is very counterintuitive. FSR is sim ilar to W DT

and so itwasalso checked thatW DT atthe Fano reso-

nancebecom esexact[12].The sim ilarity between W DT

and FSR can be seen from Eqs.19 and 20.

X

��

1

4�i
[S

y

��

dS��

dE
� H C ]=

X

��

1

2�
[jS��j

2
d

dE
arg(S��)]=

X

��

Z 1

� 1

���(x)dx (28)

~
d

dE
arg(S�� )istheW DT forparticlestransm itted from

the�th channeltothe�th channeland therearejS ��j
2 of

such particles.O ne can choose ~ = 1. Here arg(S��)=

Arctan[
Im [S�� ]

R e[S��
].W ehavealso seen thatthe LHS in Eq.

28 isthe sem i-classicallim itofthe LHS ofEq. 18 inte-

grated overx0.So in thesem i-classicallim it,W DT tim es

thenum berofparticlesinvolved givesthePDO S.Itwas

shown in Ref.[8],thatin theFano regim ealsotheW DT

( 1

2�
jS��j

2 d

dE
arg(S��)) gives the PDO S (

R1
� 1

���(x)dx)

exactly,in spite the factthatFano resonanceisa quan-

tum phenom enon.Thishappensforsinglechannelquan-

tum wires as wellas for m ultichannelquantum wires.

AnotherwaytoseethattheW DT issem i-classicalisthat

its derivation is based on non-dispersive wave-packets.

Below we show how non-dispersive wave-packetsare re-

alized in the quantum regim e ofFano resonance and as

a result W DT becom es exact (that is W DT gives the

PDO S correctly).

W estartby presenting a derivation oftheW DT based

on non-dispersive wave-packets. Let us consider an in-

cident G aussian wave packet in 1D representing an en-

sem bleofnon-interacting particles.a(k)istheweightof

thekth Fouriercom ponentin theincidentG aussian wave

packet.

 in(x;t)=

Z 1

� 1

a(k)exp[ikx � iwt]dk (29)

After the wave packet traverses a distance L,its form

willbe

 tr(x;t)=

Z 1

� 1

a(k)T(k)exp[ik(x + L)� iw(t+ t0 + � t)]dk

(30)

Here,T(k) is the transm ission am plitude ofthe poten-

tialin the region oflength L. t0 is the tim e that the

wavepacketwould havetaken ifthepotentialwasabsent.

t0 + � tis the tim e that the wave packettakes in pres-

enceofthepotential.Ifwego to the sem i-classicallim it

then weshould getclosetoclassicalbehaviorthatim plies

 tr(x;t) is also a G aussian wave-packet like  in(x;t).

From thisone can derive W DT.Norm ally,T(k)iscom -

plex and energy dependent. This is the essentialcause

ofdispersion. The weight ofthe kth com ponent in the

transm itted wavepacketarea(k)T(k)and hence tr isno

longera G aussian wavepacket.IfT(k)isa realnum ber,

then thedispersion willbelikea freeparticleask and w

in  tr are identicalto thatofa free particle (w = ~k
2

2m
).

O ne sim ple exam ple where thishappensiswhen the in-

cidentenergy ism uch sm allerthan the potentialheight,

wherein one gets T(k) ! 0 and R(k) ! -1. In this case

R(k)isreal.O ne� ndsthe W DT

� t= ~

d

dE
arg(R)=

d

dw
arg(R) (31)

and it correctly gives the PDO S (that is
1

2�
jRj2 d

dE
arg(R)=

R
���(x)dx).

ThisexplainswhyFSR isexactin caseofsinglechannel

Fano resonancewheretheparticleiscom pletely re ected

back dueto an e� ectivepotentialthatisin� nite.Atthe

singlechannelFano resonanceR(k)= � 1and W DT give

the correctPDO S.Thisalso showsthatthe correctness

of W DT and hence FSR at Fano resonance is always

true in single channelquantum wires. It requires the

presence ofa transm ission zero and thatisalwaysthere

for allpotentials that support a Fano resonance. But

the correctnessofFSR orW DT does notonly occurin

caseofsinglechannelquantum wireswhereR(k)= -1asin

sem i-classicallim it,butitalso happensin m ultichannel

quantum wires where jR 11(k)j6= 0 and jT11(k)j6= 0. So

how forsuch a system W DT orFSR rem ain exact?

In orderto show how onecan getnon-dispersivewave

packets in the presence ofquantum scattering,we take

clue from the kink-antikink solution ofthe Sine-G ordon

equation.Suppose we havea delta function potentialin

a 2 channelquantum wire. Let us have four identical

G aussian wave packets incident on it along allpossible

channels.Thatm eanstwo willbe incidentfrom the left

and two willbe incidentfrom the right.Am ong the two

that are incident from the left,one willbe in the � rst

channelorin the fundam entaltransversem ode and one

willbe in the 2nd channelthatisthe� rstexcited trans-

versem ode.Sim ilarly forthe two thatareincidentfrom

the right. Allthese wave packets are scattered at the

sam e tim e and we callthistim e t. Afterscattering,the

resultant wave packet on the right in the fundam ental

m ode (say)and m oving away from the potentialand at

a distanceL from the delta function potentialwillbe

 
Q W

tr =

Z

a1(k1)T11(k1)exp[ik1(x+ L)� iw(t+ t0+ � tT11]dk1

+

Z

a2(k2)T21(k2)exp[ik1(x+ L)� iw(t+ t0 + � tT21]dk2

+

Z

a1(k1)R 11(k1)exp[ik1(x+ L)� iw(t+ t0+ � tR 11
]dk1

+

Z

a2(k2)R 21(k2)exp[ik1(x + L)� iw(t+ t0 + � tR 11
]dk2

(32)
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Heret0 + � tT11 isforexam plethetim etaken by a parti-

clein going from � rstchannelin theleftlead to the� rst

channelon the rightlead,and so on. O ne has to start

with an in� nitesim alpotentialso thatwith a sm allprob-

ability a particlegoesfrom channel2 on leftto channel1

on therightwith an in� nitesim al� tT21.And then by in-

creasing thepotentialto itsactualvalue,onecan getac-

tual� tT21 etc.Itiseasy to show thata1(k1)= a1(� k1)

and a2(k2) = a2(� k2). So FSR as wellas W DT will

be correctif 
Q W

tr isalso a G aussian wave packet. O ne

way to get that is ifT11(k),T21(k),R 21(k) and R 11(k)

are sim ultaneously real. Because then the weightofthe

kth com ponentisa realnum bertim esai(k)and further

thoserealnum bersarecom plim entary to each otherand

also sum m ed.ThatisifT11(k)increasesthen T21(k)de-

creases and the � rst two term s in Eq. 32 com pensate

each otherand so on.O necan also show thatT21 = R 21,

and arg(T21) = arg(R 21) = arg(R 11). In the following

� gure we show thatT11,T21,R 21 and R 11 are sim ulta-

neously realatthe Fano resonance. Since they are real,

their squaresadd up to m ake 1. So they are also com -

plem entary to each otherand com pensateeach other.If

T11 issm allthe R 11 islargeand so on.Actually,allthe

phase shifts vary strongly with energy asisexpected in

a quantum regim e,butthe variationsare around 0 and

becom ing exactly 0 atthe Fano resonance.

O necan check theoutgoing wavepacketsin the other

channelsalso.Theyallshow sim ilarbehaviorattheFano

resonance. Although, the individualwave packets get

strongly scattered,the fourscatteringscom pensateeach

other in such a way that the outgoing waves are sim i-

lar to the incom ing waves. So the derivation ofW DT

holds good and so naturally the W DT also holds good.

And then sum m ingoveralltheparticlesm akingthewave

packet,one naturally gets that FSR holds good. This

providesa physicalpicture that helps us to understand

why sem i-classicalform ulasbased on un-dispersed wave

packetshold good in an extrem equantum regim e.Sem i-

classicalform ulas are always m uch sim pler and easy to

understand asithasclassicalanalogies.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

For larger system s, that is when the sam ple size is

largerthan the inelastic m ean free path,ithasbeen ar-

gued that the scattering m atrix approach do not take

into account the conservation ofcharge [22]. FSR can

break down due to non-conservation ofcharge [23]. In

thisworkweshow thateven form esoscopicsystem s,that

is when sam ple size is sm aller than inelastic m ean free

path,although chargeisconserved,thescatteringm atrix

approach doesnotgive the DO S exactly. In a quantum

wire,thecorrection term dueto theevanescentm odesis

quitecom plicated and itisnotpossibleto m akeany gen-

eralstatem entaboutitlike correction term isnegligible

in sem i-classicalregim e and large in quantum regim es.

Q uite counterintuitively,the correction term in Eq.25,

becom es 0 at the Fano resonance as a result ofwhich

the FSR becom esexact.W e do notknow ofany system

where this correction term can becom e exactly 0. W e

have shown thatin single channelquantum wire,thisis

true for allpotentialthat exhibit a Fano resonance as

itonly requiresthe presence ofa transm ission zero. W e

have also taken a scattererin a m ultichannelquantum

wire that has Fano resonance,wherein allthe S��s are

non zero and also strongly energy dependent. But the

correction term isonce again exactly 0 m aking the FSR

exactatthe Fano resonance.W e provide a physicalun-

derstanding ofthisbased on non-dispersivewavepackets

that are crucialfor the derivation ofsem i-classicalfor-

m ulaslike FSR and W DT.This givesus a generalpre-

scription to check fora given Fano resonancein a m ulti-

channelquantum wire,ifsem i-classicalform ulaswillbe

exact or not. Although,the quantum m echanicalscat-

tering can strongly disperse the di� erent partialwaves,

the resultantofallpossible partialwavesin the Hilbert

spaceand theirscatteringcom pensateeach otherin such

a way thatthe resultantwave-packetisun-dispersed.

TheadvantageofusingFSR toknow theDO S ofasys-

tem hascertain advantages.Itm akesitun-necessary to

� nd the localwave-functionsinside a scattererand also

rem oves the problem of integrating the LDO S to � nd

the DO S.Also FSR is expected to work in presence of

electron-electron interactions [24]. An easy way to see

this is to consider the K ohn-Sham theorem [25],which

essentially m eans that an electron passing through an

interacting system ,actually passes through a one body

e� ectivepotentialthataccountsforexchangeand corre-

lation e� ectsexactly.

V I. A C K N O W LED G M EN T

TheauthorisgratefultoICTP,Italyforsupportwhere

a partofthiswork wasdone.

V II. A P P EN D IX

Letuscalculate the DO S �(E )forthe system in Fig.

2. W e � rst consider the electron incident from the left

(asshown in Fig. 2),with incidentwave vectork. The

PDO S in thiscaseis

�
(1)(E )=

1

hjvj

Z l

� l

jae
ikx + be

� ikx
j
2
dx

+

Z � l

� 1

je
ikx + Re

� ikx
j
2
dx +

Z 1

l

jTe
ikx

j
2
dx (33)

T isthesam ewhetherincidentfrom leftorincidentfrom

right. W e next consider the electron incident from the

right,with incidentwave vector� k. The PDO S in this
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caseis

�
(2)(E )=

1

hjvj

Z l

� l

jae
� ikx + be

ikx
j
2
dx

+

Z 1

l

je
� ikx + Re

ikx
j
2
dx +

Z � l

� 1

jTe
� ikx

j
2
dx (34)

ThereforeDO S isgiven by

�(E )= �
(1)(E )+ �

(2)(E )=
1

hv
[2

Z 1

� 1

dx + 2�0

+ R

Z � l

� 1

cos[2kx]dx + iR

Z � l

� 1

sin[2kx]dx

+ R

Z 1

l

cos[2kx]dx + iR

Z 1

l

sin[2kx]dx

+ R

Z � l

� 1

cos[2kx]dx � iR

Z � l

� 1

sin[2kx]dx

+ R

Z 1

l

cos[2kx]dx � iR

Z 1

l

sin[2kx]dx (35)

where

�
0=

Z l

� l

jae
ikx + be

� ikx
j
2
dx � 2

Z l

� l

dx =
hv

2�
[(�G C (E )� �

G C
0 (E )]

(36)

Theinde� niteintegralson sin[x]and cos[x]can bedone

by breaking them up in exponentialfunctionsto give

�(E )=
1

hv
[2

Z 1

� 1

dx

+ 2�0�
sin[2kl]

k
(R + R)+

cos[2kl]

k
(iR � iR)] (37)

Thuswehaveproved that

�(E )� �0(E )= �
G C (E )� �

G C
0 (E )

�
sin[2kl]

k
(R + R)+

cos[2kl]

k
(iR � iR)] (38)
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1. A grand canonicalsystem ,extending from A to

B,connected to two reservoirs on two sides with ideal

leads.

Fig. 2. A realization ofthe system shown in Fig. 1 in

onedim ensions.

Fig.3.HereG = 1+
P �= 1

�= n

�� �

2k�
,thatistheLHS ofEq.9.

Itisshown by thesolid line.W hen itcrossestheenergy-

axis,then wegeta bound state.arg(T11)(dashed curve)

http://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0508030
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0401174
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and arg(R 11)(dotted curve)becom esim ultaneously 0 at

the bound state oratthe Fano resonance. Thisim plies

T11,R 11,T21 and R 21 aresim ultaneouslyrealattheFano

resonance.
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