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Abstract

W etakea negativedelta function im purity in onearm ofa quasionedim en-

sionalAharonov-Bohm ring and dem onstrate abrupt phase changes across

a quasibound state ofthe negative delta function potential. W e give a new

m echanism forconductanceoscillationswith thestrength ofthenegativedelta

potential. W e also show that coupling to evanescent m odes can result in a

hc=2e ux periodicity atcertain energies.Theseobservationswerem adein a

recentingeniousexperim entby D.M ailly etal[1].
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In arecentexperim ent[1]theconductanceoscillationsofan Ahoronov-Bohm ringwith a

gatevoltagein oneofthearm sisstudied.Them ain resultsoftheexperim entcan bestated

asfollows. Asthe gate voltage isvaried the phase ofAharonov Bohm oscillationsundergo

abrupt phase changes of�. Also at som e gate voltages the Aharonov-Bohm oscillations

show �0=2 periodicity,where �0 = hc=e. The conductance is found to oscillate with the

gate voltage and this is believed to be not due to the fact that the gate voltage changes

the wave vectorunderthe gate. A theoreticalcalculation isalso presented [1]thatshows

such abruptphase changes. A phase di�erence of� between successive channelsadded to

the wavefunction ofelectronsasitpassesthe gate in one ofthe arm sproducessuch phase

changesaswellasthe�0=2periodicity in thetheoreticalcalculation.Such aphasedi�erence

of� isan assum ption. Ifthe phase di�erence ism ade random instead of�,the agreem ent

isnotgood.Butwhatiscom pletely neglected in thetheoreticalcalculationsisthefactthat

thegatevoltagecan lead to m ixing ofthetransverse m odes.

In thiswork weshow thatin absenceofsuch phaserandom ization,m ixing oftransverse

m odes alone can give rise to the results observed in the experim ent. In our calculations,

inorder to dem onstrate this we put a negative delta function potentialin the upper arm

ofthe ring. W e chose the Ferm ienergy such thatonly one m ode is propagating and the

othersare evanescent. W e consideronly one such evanescentm ode butthe e�ectofother

evanescentm odeswillbe included in the end.The negative delta function potentialin 1D

has only one bound state. But in a quasi1D wire with 2 transverse channels,it has 2

bound states,one belonging to each channel. The separation between these bound states

istherefore sam e asthatofthe channelquantization. The bound statesthatlie below the

propagating threshold are true bound states. W hereas ifthe bound state ofthe second

transversechannelisdegeneratewith the�rstsubband scattering channel,then itisaquasi

bound state [2].W hen incidentenergy m atcheswith thisquasibound state we geta Fano

resonance. Such resonances are characterized by a zero pole pair[3]. Across the zeros of

this resonance the phase ofAharonov-Bohm oscillations willchange by �. W e also give

a com pletely new m echanism ofconductance oscillations with the strength ofthe delta
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potential.A delta function potentialcannotm odify thewavevector.Besidesweshow that

coupling to evanescentm odescan resultin �0=2 periodicity ofconductanceoscillations.

A negativegatevoltagein a sm allregion narrowsthethicknessofthechanneloverthis

sm allregion. But due to box quantization quasibound states are form ed in this narrow

region [4].Now such a quasibound statebelonging to onesubband can bedegenaratewith

a scattering stateofanothersubband becausealthough theirenergy isthesam e,theirwave

vectors willdepend on the zero pointenergy ofthe respective subbands,and can be very

di�erent.And then wecan observethesam ephenom enon asthatobserved with ournegative

deltapotential.Asthegatevoltageischanged itchangesthedim ension ofthenarrow region,

thusshifting theresonancesin energy.Ifthelength ofthegateissm allthen theseparation

between theresonancesin thebeginingwillbesam easthatofchannelquantization.Besides

im puritiesunderthegatevoltagecan behaveasanegativedeltafunction potentialofslowly

varying strength.In factany bound statein thesystem dueto som ereason,underthegate

can causethee�ectsreported here.

A schem aticdiagram oftheAharonov Bohm ring with a delta function potentialatsite

X is shown in �g. 1. Various regions and various length param eters are also de�ned in

the �gure. Except forthe delta function potentialthe potentialinside the system is zero

everywhere.Distanceofthedeltapotentialfrom thecentrallinebetween theinnerand outer

radiusofthe ring isyi. Atthe edgesofthe system the potentialisin�nite which enforces

hard wallboundary conditions at the edges ofthe system . The widths ofthe quantum

wiresm aking up thesystem isw.Scattering propertiesand bound statesofadelta function

potentialin a quasi1D wire hasbeen solved by Bagwell[5]. Since along the width ofthe

wires the system has perfect sym m etry,di�erent subbands willnever m ix,except at the

delta function potential.Som eam ountofm ixing can bethereatthejunctionsoftheleads

butthatwillnotcause any additionale�ectbecause thescattering e�ectsofjunctionscan

beincluded in thescatteringe�ectsofthedeltafunction potential(seeeqn 2in Ref.[1]).So

theevanescentm odein thelowerarm ofthering and thosein theleadsdrop outfrom our

calculations. Since only two subbandsofopposite parity are considered here,italso drops
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outin theupperarm ifthedelta function potentialissituated atthecenteralongthewidth

ofthe upper arm ,i.e.,yi = 0. So by shifting the position ofthe delta function potential

in the upper arm we can include orexclude the role ofchannelm ixing. The solutions of

Schrodinger equation,in the absence ofm agnetic �eld,in the various regions are written

down below.The choiceofcoordinatesand origin ofcoordinatesiseasy to understand but

theconventionsarethesam easthatin ref[6]and [7].W ehaveset�h = 2m = 1.

 
p

I(x;y)= �1(y)(e
ikx + Re

�ikx ) (1)

 
p

II(x;y)= �1(y)(Ae
ikx + B e

�ikx ) (2)

 
e
II(x;y)= �2(y)(Ce

�qx + D e
qx) (3)

 
p

III(x;y)= �1(y)(E e
ikx + Fe

�ikx ) (4)

 
e
III(x;y)= �2(y)(Ge

�qx + H e
qx) (5)

 
p

IV (x;y)= �1(y)(Je
ikx + K e

�ikx ) (6)

 
p

V (x;y)= �1(y)Te
ikx (7)

Herethesuperscripts‘p’and ‘e’standsfor‘propagating’and ‘evanescent’m odes,respec-

tively. Also here �n(y)= sin n�

w
(y+ w=2),k =

p
E n � E 1 and q =

p
E 2� E n,where w is

thewidth ofthequantum wires,E n istheincidentenergy,E 1= (�=w)2 isthepropagating

threshold ofthe�rstsubband and E 2= (2�=w)2 isthepropagating threshold ofthesecond

subband.W eusethethreeway splitterofref[8]to m atch boundary conditionsatthejunc-

tionsJ1 and J2,and theform alism ofBagwellto m atch thewavefunctionsacrossthedelta

function potential.M agnetic�eld istreated in theway described in ref[6].Theexpression

fortransm ission coe�cientacrossthewholesystem istoolongtobeproduced here.However
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below we give an analyticalexpression forthe phase � oftransm ission am plitude acrossa

delta function potentialin a quantum wirewith onepropagating m odeand oneevanescent

m odein thewire.

� = Arctan[
�q sin2 �

w
(yi+ w=2)

k(2q+  sin2 2�

w
(yi+ w=2)

] (8)

Here isthestrength ofthedelta function potential.Itm ustbenoted thatthisexpres-

sion isvalid only ifyi6= 0 orelsetheevanescentm odegetsdecoupled from thepropagating

m ode and the problem reduces to that ofa delta potentialin 1D.The condition for the

bound stateofthesecond subband forthedelta function potentialisgiven by

(2q+  sin2
2�

w
(yi+ w=2)= 0 (9)

and when the incidentenergy satisfy thiscondition � abruptly changesby �. Such abrupt

phasechangesm ay havetwo fold consequences.Itcan lead to violation ofLeggett’sconjec-

ture [9]and can also lead to abruptphase changesofconductance oscillations.To check if

itleadsto violation ofLeggett’sconjectureonehasto check ifthereareany discontinuities

in Real[1/T][9].Onecan check thatReal[1/T]=1 forallenergiesand so thereisno discon-

tinuity.Howevertheabovem entioned phase� doescausean abruptchangein thephaseof

conductance oscillations. W e choose w asthe unitoflength and allotherlength unitsare

scaled by this.Allenergiesarealso scaled by 1=w 2.So from now on wewillonly givetheir

num ericalvalueswithoutm entioning theunits.Ifwechoosel1 = l2 = :25,l3 = :5,� = 4=9,

[10]=-13.968446982793 and yi = w=3 then the bound state occuratEn=12 which isin

between E1and E2.In �g.2weshow thatconductanceoscillationswith � = 2��=�0,where

� istheux through thering,atEn=12-.1and En=12+.1areofoppositephases.Thishap-

pensforin�nitesim alyi orin�nitesim alm ixing ofm odes.Theconductance oscillationsare

sosm allin am plitudebecausewearevery closetoazeroin thetransm ission coe�cientofthe

upperarm .ForallE n on thehigher(lower)side ofthisvaluetheconductance oscillations

arein phase.Hence when every subband hasa quasibound state separated by the typical

channelquantization value,oscillatory behaviorin conductancewith  isa straightforward

conclusion.
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W e also �nd anotherstriking feature ofthiscoupling to evanescentm odes. In absence

ofany m odecoupling,i.e.,when thesystem reducesto a 1D system ,theconductanceoscil-

lationshavea �0 periodicity.M ostofthetim ethey exhibitonem axim a(orm inim a)at�=0

and onem inim a (orm axim a)at� = �.Butthen atsom eenergiesadditionalm inim ascan

occurduetotheresonancesofthering[11].Butgenerally theseadditionalm inim asarevery

di�erent in strength (oram plitude) com pared to the others. These diversities are typical

featuresofballistic system sthatareextrem ely sensitive to boundary conditions.Coupling

toevanescentm odessm oothsoutthesediversitiesbyreducingsensitivity toboundarycondi-

tions.W e�nd avery generalfeatureofthecouplingtoevanescentm odesisthatitm akesthe

oscillationsofcom parablestrengths.And thisin turn givestheconductanceuctuationsthe

appearanceof�0=2periodicity.A typicalexam pleofthisisshown in �g3.Thedotted curve

isplotted forl1 = l2 = :25,l3=.5,yi = 0,E n = 26:5, = �13:968446982793 and � = 4=9.

W hereasthe solid curve isplotted forthe sam e param etersexceptthatyi = w=2:5.So for

thedotted curvethereisno coupling to evanescentm odeswhereasforthesolid curvethere

is. The solid curve hasalm ostexact�0=2 periodicity. Ifwe m ove away from thisincident

energy then again the periodicity slowly changes. Given a position ofyi one can play with

theincidentenergy to �nd a valuewhere the sam ehappens.Orelse onecan keep incident

energy �xed and vary  to get it. They are equivalent. Another set ofparam eter values

forwhich thishappensare m entioned below. Ifl1 = l2 = :25,l3=.5,=-13.968446982793,

�=4/9 and yi= w=3:5 then thishappensaround an energy ofE n = 24:5.

The e�ectofotherevanescentm odesin the system willbe to renorm alize the strength

ofcoupling between the two subbands considered here,m aking channelm ixing stronger,

apartfrom giving riseto m orequasiboundstatesthatareseparated by thetypicalchannel

quantization value.Theschem e ofrenorm alization isgiven in ref5.

Hencem ostoftheexperim entalobservationsareobtained in asim plem odelby consider-

ing existenceofquasibound statesand coupling to evanescentm odes.Itisnotnecessary to

assum ea phasedi�erenceof� between successivechannels.Italso showsa new m echanism

foroscillatory behaviourwith gatevoltage.Thestudy also justi�esthatthephasechanges
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in conductanceoscillationsobtained by Yacoby etal[12]aresim ilarand arisedueto elastic

scattering and Fano resonancesassociated with thespecialgeom etry in thatcase[13].
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig.1 A quasionedim ensionalAharonov-Bohm ring with a delta function potentialat

sitem arked X in theupperarm ofthering.A m agneticux penetratesthering.

Fig.2 Plotoftransm ission coe�cientversus� = 2��=� 0 forparam etervaluesdescribed

in thetext,fortwo valuesofincidentenergieson oppositesidesofa quasibound state.

Fig. 3 Plot oftransm ission coe�cient versus � = 2��=� 0 with no channelcoupling

(dashed line)and with channelcoupling (solid line).
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