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C harging e�ects in quantum w ires
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W einvestigatetheroleofcharging e�ectsin avoltage-biased quantum wire.Both the�niterangeoftheCoulom b interaction

and thelong-ranged natureoftheFriedeloscillation im ply a �nitecapacitance,leading to a charging energy.W hile observable

Coulom b blockade e�ectsare absentfora single im purity,they are crucialifislandsare present.Fora double barrier,we give

the resonance condition,fully taking into accountthe charging ofthe island.

PACS num bers:72.10.-d,73.40.G k

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

O ne-dim ensional(1D) quantum wires have attracted

m uch interestlately dueto theoreticaldevelopm entsand

advanced fabrication techniques. By using a special

split-gatetechnology1 orcleaved-edgeovergrowth,2 high-

quality 1D channels in G aAs-AlG aAs heterostructures

have recently been fabricated. The typicalm ean free

path can beoftheorderof10�m ,which bringsoneclose

to the possibility of experim entally probing the trans-

port properties ofquantum wires,with either none or

only very few im purities.Them ostprom inenttransport

quantity,the conductance,has been theoretically stud-

ied in greatdetail,especially fortheclean case3;4 orfora

singleim purity.4{7 However,littlee�orthasbeen under-

taken so farto revealthenatureofcharging e�ects8 in a

quantum wire.In thispaper,wediscusscharging e�ects

forthe sim plestcaseofa spinlesssingle-channelwire.

Theim portanceofcharginge�ectsisestablished bythe

m agnitudeofthechargingenergye2=C .Tocalculatethis

quantity,we utilize standard bosonization m ethods9{11

in conjunction with our recently developed boundary

condition approach.4 Thisform alism allowsfora partic-

ularly sim ple derivation ofthe capacitance C ofa single

im purity in the lim it ofstrong im purity backscattering

strength.Itisintuitively clearthatthe capacitance will

to a large degree depend on the interaction range R of

theCoulom b potentialin thequantum wire.12 Therefore,

to describe charging e�ectsforrealistic experim entalse-

tupscharacterized by a �niteR,wego beyond thestrict

Luttingerliquid picture11 which haszero range,R = 0,

and consideran arbitrary screened Coulom b interaction

potentialU (x � y). Itturnsoutthat(atleastconcern-

ing dcproperties)charging e�ectswillonly be presentif

the quantum wire containsislandsform ed by two im pu-

rities. Including the charging contribution,we provide

theresonancecondition forresonanttunneling through a

double barrierstructure. Due to the �nite charging en-

ergy,we�nd adi�erentresonancecondition than theone

predicted5;13 forresonanttunnelingin aLuttingerliquid.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II,

the boundary condition approach is applied to the case

ofa quantum wire with arbitrary Coulom b interactions

containing a single im purity. This form alism is used in

Sec.IIIto com pute the chargescreening cloud around a

strong im purity,from which one can de�ne the capaci-

tanceC .Theresonancecondition forresonanttunneling

through a double barrier is derived in Sec.IV,and the

additionalcharging contribution is discussed in detail.

Finally,som econclusionsareo�ered in Sec.V.

II.B O U N D A R Y C O N D IT IO N FO R M A LISM

W e em ploy the standard bosonization m ethod,9{11

which holds in the low-energy regim e where only plas-

m onsarewell-de�ned eigenm odes.Theelectron creation

operator can then be written in term s ofplasm on dis-

placem ent�elds�(x)and �(x),

 
y
(x)=

r
!c

2�vF

X

p= �

expfipkF x + i
p
�[p�(x)+ �(x)]g ;

(2.1)

where !c = vF kF isthe bandwidth (we put�h = 1),and

thesum goesoverleft-and right-m oving pieces(p = � ).

These�eldsobey the algebra

[�(x);�(y)]= � (i=2)sgn(x � y);

such that � = @ x� constitutes the canonicalm om en-

tum forthe � �eld.The non-interacting 1D electron gas

isthen described by the bosonized form ofthe m assless

DiracHam iltonian

H 0 =
vF

2

Z

dx
�
�
2
(x)+ (@x�(x))

2
�
: (2.2)

Arbitrary screened Coulom b interactions can be in-

cluded as follows. From Eq.(2.1),the boson represen-

tation ofthe density operatoris

�(x)=
kF

�
+

1
p
�
@x�(x)+

kF

�
cos[2kF x + 2

p
��(x)]:

(2.3)
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The 2kF -oscillatory com ponentcom esfrom interference

ofright-and left-m oversand isresponsible fora Friedel

oscillation14 in asystem with broken translationalinvari-

ance.In thestandard expression fortheelectron-electron

interaction,

H I =
1

2

Z

dxdy�(x)U (x � y)�(y); (2.4)

the interaction am ong the 2kF parts of�(x) and �(y)

givesrisetoelectron-electron backscattering.10 In thefol-

lowing,weassum ethatthe screened interaction

U (x � y)=

Z
dk

2�
Uk exp[ik(x � y)]

issu�cientlylong-rangedsuch thatU 2kF issm all.In that

case,backscattering can be neglected. Thisisofcourse

not an essentialassum ption but sim pli�es notation in

the following. In a hom ogeneous wire,the interaction

between theslow and the2kF partof� averagesoutdue

to a rapidly oscillating phasefactor,i.e.,due to m om en-

tum conservation. W e then take into account only the

forward scattering contribution,

H I =
1

2�

Z

dxdy@x�(x)U (x � y)@y�(y):

This is the interaction between the slow com ponentsin

Eq.(2.3).

Next we discuss how to incorporate coupling of the

quantum wire to externalreservoirs.Incidentally,ithas

becom e quite custom ary to use non-interacting 1D Lut-

tingerliquids described by Eq.(2.2)as a m odelforthe

externalleads.3;15 There isa seriousshortcom ing inher-

ent to such a m odelling. Ifone connects the interact-

ing wire to 1D non-interacting leads,one e�ectively has

an inhom ogeneousinteraction potentialU (x;y).In that

case,the Coulom b interaction between the slow and the

2kF partsof� doesnot necessarily averageto zero since

m om entum isnotconserved anym ore.In fact,ifthe in-

teractionsareswitched o� on a lengthscale1=kF ,weob-

tain from Eq.(2.4) e�ective potentialscatterers at the

boundariesofthe wireoflargebackscattering strength,

Ve� ’

�
1

g2
� 1

�

!c :

Hence,from am icroscopicpointofview,transportwould

practically be suppressed with such leads. This addi-

tionalinteractionterm hasbeen disregardedin Refs.3,15,

butitispresentin a quantum wireconnected to 1D non-

interacting leads.

These di�culties are avoided by the boundary condi-

tion approach ofRef.4. The reservoirs inject currents

atboth endsofthe wire.In the spiritofLandauer’sap-

proachfornon-interactingsystem s,16 theinjection ofcur-

rentscan bedescribed bySom m erfeld-typeradiationcon-

ditions.Coupling to externalreservoirsheld ata chem i-

calpotentialdi�erence�� = eU ex leadsto theboundary

conditions

�

�
@

@x
+

1

vF

@

@t

�

h�(x ! � 1 ;t)i= eUex=2
p
�vF :

(2.5)

Theseconditionshaveto beim posed atboth endsofthe

quantum wire,i.e.,faraway from allim puritiesbutstill

insidethequantum wiresuch thatbosonization ism ean-

ingful,and for alltim es t. In general,the e�ects ofan

applied voltagecannotbecaptured by adding new term s

to the Ham iltonian. The boundary condition approach

holds for arbitrary Coulom b interaction potentials and

allowsforarbitraryarrangem entsofim puritiesinsidethe

quantum wire.Since wearenotdirectly concerned with

conductancecalculationsin thefollowing,weuseforsim -

plicity the T = 0 im aginary-tim e form alism ,where the

equivalentconditions

�

�
@

@x
+

i

vF

@

@�

�

h�(x ! � 1 ;� = 0)i= eUex=2
p
�vF

(2.6)

are im posed. Here we have picked the tim e � = 0 by

convention.

W e �rst discuss the case ofa single im purity located

atx = 0,and considerthe generating functional

Z(x0;s)= hexp[2
p
�is�(x0;� = 0)]i:

O necan form ally solveforZ by using the auxiliary �eld

q(�) = 2
p
��(0;�),where the constraint is enforced by

a Lagrangem ultiplier�eld �(�). The resulting e�ective

action is

Se[�;�;q]=
vF

2

Z

d�dx

�
1

v2
F

(@��)
2
+ (@x�)

2

�

+
1

2�

Z

d�dxdy@x�(x)U (x � y)@y�(y)

+ V

Z

d� cos[q(�)]� 2
p
�is�(x0;0)

+ i

Z

d��(�)[2
p
��(0;�)� q(�)];

where V denotes the im purity backscattering strength.

The action isnow quadratic in the � part,which there-

forecan beintegrated outby solving theclassicalEuler-

Lagrangeequation.Thishastobedoneunderthebound-

ary condition (2.6).

Analogous to the zero-range Luttinger liquid case

treated in Ref.4,this can be achieved by decom posing

�eldsinto hom ogeneousand particularparts,� = �h + �p
and � = � h + �p.Theparticularsolution �p hastoful�ll

Eq.(2.6)and the Euler-Lagrangeequation

1

v2
F

@
2

��p(x;�)+ @
2

x�p(x;�) (2.7)

+

Z

dy
U (x � y)

�vF
@
2

y�p(y;�)= (2
p
�i=vF )�p(�)�(x):
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A solution subjectto Eq.(2.6)requiresa �-independent

�p.W e m akethe ansatz

�p(x;�)= �
e�’

2
p
�vF

jxj� i�
e(Uex � �’)

2
p
�

+ f(x)� f(0);

(2.8)

where @xf(x) ! 0 as jxj ! 1 for the �-independent

function f(x).

Switching to Fourier space,one �nds from Eqs.(2.7)

and (2.8)

�
e�’

p
�vF

(1+ Uk=�vF )� k
2
(1+ Uk=�vF )fk (2.9)

= (2
p
�i=vF )�p :

The k = 0 com ponentofEq.(2.9)determ inesthe quan-

tity �’ in term s of the zero m ode �p of the Lagrange

m ultiplier,

�p =
ie�’

2�g2
:

Here we have introduced the usualdim ensionless Lut-

tinger liquid param eter g as a m easure ofthe forward

scattering interaction strength,5;9{11

1=g
2
= 1+ U0=�vF :

Thenon-interactinglim itisg = 1,and forrepulsiveinter-

actions,onehasg < 1.Naturally,a screened interaction

is characterized by g and the range R (and possibly by

otherparam eters).ForR = 0,the k 6= 0 com ponentsof

Eq.(2.9)vanish identically,and f(x)staysconstant.In

the general�nite-rangecase,wehavefrom Eq.(2.9)the

sim ple result

fk =
e�’(U0 � Uk)

�3=2!2
k

; (2.10)

which apparently vanishesforthe zero-rangecasewhere

Uk = U0 forallk.Here,the plasm on frequency is

!k = vF jkj
p
1+ Uk=�vF : (2.11)

Thehom ogeneoussolution (forUex = 0 boundary con-

dition) is easily expressed in term s ofthe boson propa-

gators

F (x;!)= vF

Z

dk
exp(ikx)

!2 + !2
k

; (2.12)

such that

�h(x;�)= �
i
p
�

Z
d!

2�
e
i!�

[�h(!)F (x;!)� sF (x� x0;!)]:

Inserting �h + �p back into theaction,oneobservesthat

�h appearsonly in quadratic form and can therefore be

integrated outim m ediately. After som e algebra,one �-

nally arrivesat

Z(x;s)= W (x)
s
2

�

e
2
p
�is�p(x;0)exp

�

is

Z
d!

2�
q(!)

F (x;!)

F (0;!)

��

:

(2.13)

Theenvelopefunction W (x)isgiven by

W (x)= exp

�Z
d!

2�

F 2(x;!)� F2(0;!)

F (0;!)

�

; (2.14)

and the average over q(!) = (2�)� 1
R
d! q(�)exp(i!�)

hasto be carried outusing the action

S =

Z
d!

2�

q(!)q(� !)

4F (0;!)
+

e�’

2�g2

Z

d� q(�)

+ V

Z

d� cos[q(�)� ie(Uex � �’)�]:

In principle, �’ is a uctuating quantity: O ne has to

average over it,because it is the zero-m ode ofthe La-

grangem ultiplier�eld.Itsphysicalm eaning isthe four-

term inalvoltage.4 In thecaseofstrongim puritiesconsid-

ered here, �’ is therefore just equalto the two-term inal

voltage Uex. In the following,we restrict ourselves to

thestrong-im puritylim itwherecharginge�ectsarem ost

pronounced,and put �’ = Uex.

III.IM P U R IT Y SC R EEN IN G P R O FILE A N D

C A PA C ITA N C E

Letusnow analyze the expectation value ofthe slow

com ponent of the density, �0(x) = h@x�i=
p
�. It can

be obtained by suitable di�erentiation ofthe generating

functional(2.13),with theresult�0(x)= @x�p(x;0)=
p
�,

since the contributions from the hom ogeneous solution

cancelout.17 Therefore,Eq.(2.8)yields

�0(x)= �
eUex

2�vF
sgn(x)+

1
p
�
@xf(x): (3.1)

TheFouriertransform off(x)isgiven in Eq.(2.10).The

uniform contribution � sgn(x)isdue to charging ofthe

largeshuntcapacitancesbetween the quantum wireand

them etallic(screeningand con�ning)gates,and thecor-

responding charge on the im purity,Q s = Le2Uex=4�vF ,

scaleswith the totallength L ofthe wire. The observa-

tion ofdc charging e�ects for a single im purity is ren-

dered im possible by this m acroscopically large charge.4

Thiscan alsobeshown by com putingthecurrent-voltage

characteristics.18

Therem aining partin Eq.(3.1)can now be em ployed

to provide a m icroscopic de�nition ofthe capacitance C

ofa strong im purity in a quantum wire. Since f(x !

� 1 )= 0,we have with Q = � e
R1
0

dx[�(x)� �(� x)]=2

3



thesim pleresultCfr = Q =Uex = ef(0)=
p
�Uex,orexplic-

itly

Cfr = (e=�)
2

Z
dk

2�

U0 � Uk

!2
k

: (3.2)

Thereisalsoacontribution C2kF duetotheFriedeloscil-

lation,i.e.,the 2kF com ponentof� in Eq.(2.3). W hile

the �nite-range capacitance C fr vanishes for the usual

zero-rangeLuttingerliquid,C2kF is�niteeven forR = 0

unlessone isin the non-interacting lim itg = 1.The re-

sultforC2kF can be found in Ref.4. In total,since the

chargessim ply add up,the capacitance isthen given by

C = Cfr+ C2kF .Forthe ratherlong-ranged interactions

typically presentin quantum wires,kF R � 1,the slow

com ponentwilldom inate,Cfr � C2kF .

To give a concrete exam ple,we consider the partic-

ularly sim ple form of an exponential interaction with

dim ensionless forward scattering strength u = U0=�vF

such thatg = 1=
p
1+ u,

U (x � y)=
�vF u

2R
exp(� jx � yj=R); Uk =

�vF u

1+ (Rk)2
;

(3.3)

which allowsforexplicitanalyticalcalculations.Thefull

density pro�leisfound from Eqs.(2.10)and (3.1),

�0(x)= �
eUex

2�vF
sgn(x)[1+ ue

� jxj=gR
];

such thatthe im purity charge atx = 0 isexponentially

screened on a scale gR. The �nite-range capacitance is

easily found from Eq.(3.2)as

Cfr =
e2uR

2�vF
p
1+ u

: (3.4)

Interestingly,the capacitance is proportionalto the in-

teraction range,Cfr � R. This behavior follows im m e-

diately from sim ple dim ensionalscaling ifthe Coulom b

interaction dependsonly on jx� yj=R.Furtherm ore,Cfr
increasesm onotonously (butnotlinearly)with Coulom b

interaction strength u.

From Eqs.(2.11)and (2.12),onecan also evaluatethe

bosonpropagatorsin closedform fortheinteraction(3.3).

The lengthy result can be sim pli�ed in two im portant

lim its.Forj!j� vF =R,the Luttingerliquid result

F (x;!)=
g�

j!j
exp[� jg!x=vF j] (3.5)

is recovered. O n the other hand,for j!j� vF =R,one

�ndsthenon-interactingresult,i.e.,Eq.(3.5)with g = 1.

Apparently there isa new energy scale vF =R associated

with the interaction range. For frequencies sm allcom -

pared to this scale, the electrons basically see a zero-

range(Luttingerliquid)interaction,whileforfrequencies

largerthan vF =R,thenon-interacting behaviorisfound.

In thatcase the electronsare too fastto see each other

via the �nite-rangeCoulom b interaction.

The Friedel oscillation can be evaluated from

Eq.(2.14),since W (x) directly determ ines the Uex = 0

Friedeloscillation fora strong scatterer,19

h�2kF (x)i= � (kF =�)W (x)sin[2kF x]:

Splitting up the frequency integration in Eq.(2.14)into

j!j< vF =R and j!j> vF =R,and using the respective

boson propagators,one �ndsthatapproxim ately

W (x)’ (1+ 2gx=R)
� g 2kF x

1+ 2x=R
:

For x � R, this reproduces the Luttinger liquid re-

sult, nam ely an algebraic decay of the Friedeloscilla-

tion � x� g. O n the other hand, there is a crossover

to the faster non-interacting law for x � R,where the

Friedeloscillation decays as 1=x. W e note that for a

weak im purity,thesituation ism orecom plex sincethere

isa com peting inuence trying to slow down the Friedel

oscillation closeto the im purity.14

A sim ilarbehaviorcharacterizestheconductance.The

Luttingerliquid powerlaws5{7 are observed only on en-

ergy scales sm allcom pared to vF =R,while one has the

non-interacting behaviorforlargerenergy scales.

Finally,letuscom m enton the case ofan unscreened

interaction ofthe form 20

U (x � y)=
e2

�
p
(x � y)2 + d2

; Uk = �
2e2

�
ln[kd]:

(3.6)

Here,� isthedielectricconstantand d denotesthewidth

of the wire (kd � 1). The capacitance can be ob-

tained from Eq.(3.2).Since the interactionsarestrong,

Eq.(3.2)can be sim pli�ed to

Cfr = �
e2

�2vF

Z 1=d

1=R

dk

k2

�

1+
ln[R=d]

ln[kd]

�

;

wherea �niteinteraction rangeR allowsfora controlled

evaluation ofCfr.The integration yields

Cfr =
e2

�2vF

R

ln[R=d]
+ O (R=ln

2
[R=d]): (3.7)

Therefore Cfr diverges� R=lnR as R ! 1 foran un-

screened Coulom b interaction. This underlines the cru-

cialim portanceofcharginge�ectsin quantum wireswith

a long-ranged 1=jx � yjCoulom b potential.21 Itisnote-

worthy thatdueto theR=lnR dependenceofthecapac-

itance(3.7),the chargeQ s disappearsin the unscreened

case: The interaction range R becom es largerthan the

length ofthequantum wireonly in theabsenceofscreen-

ing gates.
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IV .D O U B LE B A R R IER

ThecapacitanceC and henceCoulom b blockadee�ects

can be experim entally observed once islandsare present

in the quantum wire. The sim plest case is given by a

double barrier.5;13;22 W e considertwo strong im purities

located atx = � d=2,take an in�nitesim altwo-term inal

voltage Uex and com pute the resonance condition as a

function ofthe gate voltage ’G coupling to the island

charge.Naturally,such a set-up m ightbe di�cultto re-

alize experim entally. Nevertheless,the calculations for

thism odelshow how onecan observecharging e�ectsin

principle. The greatm eritofsuch a set-up isthatther-

m odynam iccalculationssu�ceto determ inethelocation

ofthe resonances.23 Since the large barrierscon�ne the

charge on the island to som e integer value n,the reso-

nance condition at T = 0 is sim ply E (n) = E (n � 1),

whereE (n)istheenergy ofthetotalsystem with charge

ne on the island.

W e start from H = H 0 + H I + H S + H G ,where H S

describestheim puritiesand H G thecoupling to thegate

voltage’G ,

H G = e’G [�(d=2)� �(� d=2)]=
p
� :

Sincethegatevoltagecouplestotheisland chargecapac-

itively,thereisno need to resortto aboundary condition

and onecan usethestandard term H G .Furtherm ore,we

assum ethatthe im puritiesarestrong enough to pin the

plasm on displacem ent�eldsto them inim a ofthecosine,

such thatthe �eldsQ (�)and N (�)de�ned by

Q = [�(d=2)+ �(� d=2)]=
p
�

N = [�(d=2)� �(� d=2)]=
p
�

becom e discrete. Neglecting the Friedeloscillation,the

chargeon theisland isn = kF d+ N ,whileQ isassociated

with transportthrough the island.

Enforcingthede�nitionsofQ and N by Lagrangem ul-

tiplier �elds,one can proceed as before. Inserting the

solution ofthe Euler-Lagrange equation into the action

and integrating out the Lagrange m ultipliers yields the

e�ective action13

S =
�2

2

Z
d!

2�

�
N (!)N (� !)

F (0;!)� F (d;!)
+

Q (!)Q (� !)

F (0;!)+ F (d;!)

�

+ e’G

Z

d� N (�):

The m ode N isgapped while Q isungapped and hence

irrelevant with respect to charging e�ects. The low-

frequency sectorcan therefore be described by an e�ec-

tiveenergy

E (N )= N
2
=2A + e’G N ;

where we have introduced the quantity A = [F (0;0)�

F (d;0)]=�2 whoseexplicitform is

A = (vF =�
2
)

Z

dk[1� cos(kd)]=!
2

k (4.1)

=
g2d

�vF
+
g2

�3

Z

dk[U0 � Uk]
1� cos[kd]

!2
k

:

The �rst part is the renorm alized levelspacing derived

in Refs.5,13,whilethesecond partisan additionalcon-

tribution due to the charging energy. The condition

E (N ) = E (N � 1) then directly yields the spacing of

subsequentvaluesof’G whereonehasa resonance,

e�’ G = 1=A : (4.2)

Forinteraction range R � d,the cos[kd]in Eq.(4.1)

doesnotcontribute,and onerecoversthesingle-im purity

capacitanceCfr de�ned in Eq.(3.2).Takinginto account

alsotheFriedeloscillation contribution C2kF ,onehasthe

resonancecondition in a particularly sim ple form ,

eg
2
�’ G =

�
d

�vF
+
2C

e2

�� 1

: (4.3)

Rem arkably, the capacitance willdecrease the spacing

�’ G ,and therefore �’ G is sm aller than predicted for

the zero-range m odel.5;13 At �rst sight,this m ight ap-

pear counter-intuitive because charging e�ects suppos-

edly increase the spacing.23 However,since A is always

dim inuished by repulsive interactions,see Eq.(4.1),in-

teractionsper se willalwaysenhance the spacing �’ G .

Thefactorg2 in Eq.(4.3)tendsto increase�’ G ,whilea

�nitecapacitanceC decreasesthespacingagain.In total,

however,one isstillleftwith an enhanced spacing com -

pared to the resonant-tunneling value e�’ G = �vF =d

of a non-interacting wire. As a sim ple exam ple, we

consider Eq. (4.3) for the exponential interaction po-

tential(3.3) leading to the capacitance (3.4). In that

case,Eq.(4.3) becom es with the dim ensionless interac-

tion strength u = U0=�vF

e�’ G =
�vF (1+ u)

d+ Ru=
p
1+ u

:

For a given interaction range R,increasing the interac-

tion strength u willalwayslead toa largerspacinge�’ G

com pared to thevalue�vF =d arising from the barelevel

spacing ofthe island. O n the other hand,for given u,

increasing R decreases �’ G for the reasons discussed

above.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper,we have em ployed the boundary con-

dition form alism to investigate charging e�ects in one-

dim ensionalquantum wires. Here,charging e�ectshave

two distinctorigins:(i)The �nite range ofthe screened

Coulom b interaction potential,and (ii) the long-ranged

natureoftheFriedeloscillationin aLuttingerliquid.The

5



fulldensity pro�le around an im purity in the presence

ofexternalvoltage sources can be com puted using the

bosonization m ethod underappropiate boundary condi-

tions. Using that result,one can infer the value ofthe

capacitanceofthe im purity.W hile thiscapacitanceand

hencecharging e�ectsdo notseem to haveconsequences

fordc transportpropertiesin the case ofa single im pu-

rity,thecondition forresonanttunneling through a dou-

blebarrierism odi�ed com pared to previousestim atesif

charging isproperly taken into account.
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