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Abstract

By usingbosonization m ethod and unitary transform ation,wegivea gen-

eralrelation between the dim ensionlesstunneling conductance and the frac-

tionalCoulom b blockade conductance peak splitting which is valid both for

weak and strong transm ission between two quantum dots,and show thatthe

tunnelingconductancehasalineartem peraturedependencein thelow energy

and low tem peraturelim it.
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Electron tunneling in a m esoscopicstructurem ay bedrastically in
uenced by thecharg-

ing e�ects. Ifthe charge spreading isim peded by weak links,orby a specialgeom etry of

the structure,the charging suppresses the electron tunneling. Such a suppression ofthe

electron tunneling iscom m only called astheCoulom b blockade[1,2,3].Ithasbecom epos-

sible to observe the Coulom b blockade e�ectin sem iconductorheterostructures where the

geom etry ofthe system can be easily m odi�ed by adjusting the voltages on specialgate

electrodes.Recently,theelectron tunneling through two quantum dotsconnected by single

quantum pointcontactwhich iscontrolled by adjusting voltageon additionalgateelectrode

hasbeen extensively studied,both experim ental[4,5,6,7,8]and theoretical[9,10,11,12,13].

Theelectron tunnelingbetween twoquantum dotsleadstoadecay oftheCoulom b blockade

oftheindividualdot.Fora pairofelectrostatically identicalquantum dots,theprogressof

thisdecay can bedescribed by tracking thesplitting oftheCoulom b blockadeconductance

peaksasthey evolve from doubly degenerate single-dotconductance resonancesto thatof

nondegenerate double-dot peaks with twice the originalperiodicity. The Coulom b block-

adepeak splitting signi�cantly dependsupon thetransm ission coe�cientT ofthequantum

pointcontact,i.e.,thetunneling conductance.ForthecaseofT = 1,theCoulom b blockade

between two quantum dotsdisappears,they becom e a double-quantum -dot. Forthe case

ofT = 0,the Coulom b blockade is m axim um which com pletely suppresses the electron

tunneling between two quantum dots,therefore,they areseparated from each other.

In this paper,by using bosonization m ethod and unitary transform ation developed in

Ref.[14],wecan e�ectively treatthesystem oftwo electrostaticaly identicalquantum dots

connected by one quantum point contact which is controlled by adjusting voltage on ad-

ditionalgate electrode, and give a generalrelation between the dim ensionless tunneling

conductanceg and thefractionalCoulom b blockadepeak splitting f,which isvalid both for

weak (T � 0)and strong (T � 1)transm ission coe�cients.W ealso study thetem perature

dependence ofthetunneling conductancein thelow energy and low tem peraturelim it.

In generally,each individualquantum dotcan bedescribed by two-dim ensionalelectron

gas,and the Coulom b charging energy E c = e2=(2C),where C is the capacitance ofthe
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individualquantum dot,isvery largecom pared tothesingle-particlelevelspacing butsm all

com pared to the tunneling channelband-widths. For the case ofonly a few m odes can

tunnelfrom onequantum dotto anotherone,thequantum pointcontactcan bedescribed

by a quantum wire [15,16]. W e can also use a potentialbarrier to adjust the transm is-

sion coe�cient. Based upon above considerations,we considerthe following Ham iltonians

[15,16,17]

H 0 = �i�hvF
X

�

Z

dx[ +

R �(x)@x R �(x)�  
+

L�(x)@x L�(x)] (1)

H c = E c(̂n �
N

2
)2 (2)

H I = V2kf

X

�

[ +

R �(0) L�(0)+  
+

L�(0) R �(0)] (3)

where R �(x)areright-m ovingelectron operators, L�(x)areleft-m ovingelectron operators;

E c = e2=(2C),eN = Cg(VgR � VgL)isthegatevoltageparam eteroftwo quantum dots,and

Cg isa gate-to-dotcapacitance. ên = (e=2)
P

�

R
1

0
dx[ +

R �(x) R �(x)�  
+

L�(�x) L�(�x)]is

the charge di�erence between two quantum dots;V2kF is a backward scattering potential

which controlsthetransm ission coe�cientT .Thesystem described by theseHam iltonians

(1),(2)and(3)hasbeenextensivelystudiedbydirectlyusingthebosonizationrepresentation

of the electron �elds  R (L)�(x) in the strategy of perturbation m ethods. However, the

backward scattering term isrelevantin the term inology ofthe renorm alization group,the

perturbation m ethod m ay fail. To m ore e�ectively study thisproblem ,we adoptanother

way developed in Ref.[14]where the backward scattering term can be exactly cancelled

by an unitary transform ation,and itse�ectisre
ected on the correlation functionsofthe

electronsand theexpression ofthechargeoperatorên.W ede�nethefollowingnew ferm ion

�elds

 1�(x)=
1
p
2
[ R �(x)+  L�(�x)];  2�(x)=

1
p
2
[ R �(x)�  L�(�x)] (4)

while the bosonic representation ofthese ferm ion �elds can be written in the usualway

[18,19,20]as
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 1(2)�(x)= (
D

2��hvF
)1=2e� i� 1(2)� (x) (5)

whereD istheband width oftheconduction electrons.Theboson �elds� 1(2)�(x)havethe

relation with the density operators@x�1(2)�(x)= 2��1(2)�(x),and satisfy the com m utation

relations[@x�1�(x);�1�
0(y)]= i2����0�(x� y),[@x�2�(x);�2�

0(y)]= i2����0�(x� y),where

the density operators are de�ned as �1(2)�(x) =  
+

1(2)�
(x) 1(2)�(x). The Ham iltonians (1)

and (3)can bewritten in thebosonicrepresentation oftheferm ion �elds 1(2)�(x)as

H 0 =
�hvF

4�

X

�

Z

dx[(@x�1�)
2 + (@x�2�)

2] (6)

H I =
�hvF �

2�

X

�

[@x�1�(x)� @x�2�(x)]jx= 0 (7)

where � = arctan(V2kF =(�hvF ))isphase shiftinduced by the backward scattering potential.

According to Eq.(4),thechargeoperator ên can bewritten as

n̂ =
1

2

X

�

Z
1

0

dx[ +

1�(x) 2�(x)+  
+

2�(x) 1�(x)�  
+

1�(�x) 2�(�x)�  
+

2�(�x) 1�(�x)] (8)

which only includesthecrossterm softheferm ion �elds 1�(x)and  2�(x).

In orderto cancelthe�-term in (7),wede�nethefollowing unitary transform ation

U = expfi
�

2�

X

�

[�1�(0)� �2�(0)]g (9)

Underthisunitary transform ation,wecan obtain thefollowing relations

U
+ (H 0 + H I)U = H 0

�H c = U
+
H cU = E c[U

+
n̂U �

N

2
]2 (10)

It is worth notice that the backward scattering term com pletely disappears,its e�ect is

only re
ected on the charge operator ên forthisproblem . Ithasnotany in
uence on the

correlation functionsoftheferm ion �elds 1(2)�(x)becausewedo notconsidertheelectron-

electron interactions in the quantum wire. The calculation ofU + n̂U is very sim ple. By

using thefollowing form ulae
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[�1�(x);�1�
0(y)]= i����0sgn(x� y); [�2�(x);�2�

0(y)]= i����0sgn(x� y)

U
+ �1�(x)U = �1�(x)+

�

2
sgn(x); U

+ �2�(x)U = �2�(x)�
�

2
sgn(x) (11)

and taking thefollowing gaugetransform ations

 1�(x)= � 1�(x)e
i�1;  2�(x)= � 2�(x)e

i�2; �1 � �2 = � (12)

wecan easily obtain thefollowing expression ofthechargeoperatoreU + n̂U

U
+
n̂U = n̂ +

cos(2�)� 1

2

X

�

Z

dx[� +

1�(x)
� 2�(x)+ � +

2�(x)
� 1�(x)]

� i
sin(2�)

2

X

�

Z

dx[� +

1�(x)
� 2�(x)� � +

2�(x)
� 1�(x)] (13)

Itisnoted thatalthough the backward scattering term iselim inated by the unitary trans-

form ation U (9),thechargeoperatoreU + n̂U becom escom plex.To sim plify it,were-de�ne

theright-and left-m oving electronic�elds

� R �(x)=
1
p
2
[� 1�(x)+ � 2�(x)]; � L�(x)=

1
p
2
[� 1�(�x)� � 2�(�x)] (14)

while their bosonic representations reads � R (L)�(x)= ( D

2��hvF
)1=2expf�i��R (L)�(x)g. These

new right-and left-m oving electronic �eldsare di�erentfrom originalonesdue to we have

taken the unitary and gauge transform ations ofthe ferm ion �elds  1(2)�(x). In term s of

thesenew electronic�elds,thechargeoperatoreU + n̂U can berewritten as

U
+
n̂U = n� +

cos(2�)+ 1

4�

X

�

(��L�(0)� ��R �(0))

� i
sin(2�)

2

X

�

Z
1

0

dx[� +

L�(�x)
� R �(x)� � +

R �(x)
� L�(�x)] (15)

where n� = (1=(4�))
P

�[cos(2�)
��R �(1 )+ ��R �(�1 )� ��L�(1 )� cos(2�)��L�(�1 )]. Ifwe

takethevalueofthephaseshift� as�c = ��=2,wecan obtain thefollowing relation

U
+
n̂Uj�c = n�c =

1

2

X

�

(�N L� � �N R �) (16)

where �N R (L)� =
R
1

� 1
dx� +

R (L)�
(x)� R (L)�(x)aretheright-and left-m oving electron num bers,

respectively. Therefore, the value of the phase shift �c = ��=2 corresponds to strong
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coupling criticalpointofthesystem induced by thebackward scattering potential.Atthis

strong coupling criticalpoint,the transm ission coe�cient T ofthe electronsfrom the left

quantum dottotherightone(orviceversa)iszero,i.e.,theelectronsarecom pletelyre
ected

on the im purity site x = 0. These two quantum dotsare com pletely separated,therefore,

we can observe a seriesofthe double degenerate Coulom b blockade conductance peaksat

thisstrong coupling criticalpoint.

W enow study thelow tem peraturebehaviorofthetunneling conductanceand thefrac-

tionalCoulom b blockadeconductancepeak splitting away from thisstrong coupling critical

point (�c = ��=2). Because the directly hopping ofthe electrons from the right ofthe

im purity to itsleftorviceversa isvery weak,wecan approxim ately replacethequantity

Z
1

0

dx[� +

L�(�x)
� R �(x)� � +

R �(x)
� L�(�x)]

by

a[� +

L�(0)
� R �(0)� � +

R �(0)
� L�(0)]

wherea isa sm allconstant.Forsim plicity,wede�nethefollowing new boson �elds

�� c(x)=
1

2
[��L"(x)+ ��L#(x)� (��R "(x)+ ��R #(x))]

�� s(x)=
1

2
[��L"(x)� ��L#(x)� (��R "(x)� ��R #(x))]

In term softhesenew boson �elds,thechargeoperatoreU + n̂U is

U
+
n̂U = n� +

cos(2�)+ 1

2
�� c(0)+

aD sin(2�)

��hvF
sin(�� c(0))cos(�� s(0)) (17)

and theHam iltonian (6)reads

H 0 =
�hvF

4�

Z

dx[(@x�+ c(x))
2 + (@x�+ s(x))

2 + (@x�� c(x))
2 + (@x�� s(x))

2] (18)

However,dueto thequantity asin(2�)isvery sm all,thelastterm in (17)can beperturba-

tively treated,theelectrostaticHam iltonian (10)can bewritten asby using Eq.(17)
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�H c = E c[
cos(2�)+ 1

2�
�� c(0)� �N ]2 + E c(

aD sin(2�)

��hvF
)2sin2(�� c(0))cos

2(�� s(0)) (19)

where �N = �n � + N =2.Itisworth noting thatforthe case ofweak backward scattering

� � 0,i.e.,the transm ission coe�cientT � 1,the low tem perature behaviorofthesystem

isdi�erentfrom thatforthe strong backward scattering. W e �rstconsiderthe case ofthe

weak backward scattering � � 0.Because the factor(cos(2�)+ 1)=(2�)is�nite,the boson

�eld � � c(0)hasa non-zero expectation value

cos(2�)+ 1

2�
< �� c(0)>= �N (20)

which suppressesitslow energy excitations.Therefore,wecan safely integrateouttheboson

�eld � � c(0)and obtain thefollowing e�ectiveHam iltonian

�H
0

c = E c(
aD sin(2�)

2��hvF
)2[1� (

4�e
 �E c

D
)2cos(2< �� c(0)>)][1+ cos(2�� s(0))] (21)

where �E c = E c(1+cos(2�))
2=(2�)2,and
 ’ 0:577isEulerconstant.However,intheferm ion-

ization representation,cos(2�� s(0)) can be written as: cos(2�� s(0)) �  + (0+ ) + (0� )+

 (0� ) (0+ ),where 0� = ��,� is an in�nitesim alquantity,which produces a gap in the

spectrum offerm ion  (0). Therefore,the cos(2�� s(0))-term in (21) is irrelevant in the

term inology oftherenorm alization group.

Forthecaseofthestrong backward scattering � � ��=2,theelectrostaticenergy signif-

icantly dependsupon the quantity �N . If�N iszero,�N = 0,afterintegrating outthe

boson �eld � � c(0),wecan obtain thefollowing electrostaticHam iltonian

�H
0

c = E c(
aD sin(2�)

2��hvF
)2[1� (

4�e
 �E c

D
)2][1+ cos(2�� s(0))] (22)

Forthe case of�N 6= 0,because ofjM ax(� � c(0))j= �,ifthe phase shift � satis�es the

relation: j�j� �0,where �0 is de�ned as: 1+ cos(2�0) = 2�N ,after integrating out the

boson �eld � � c(0),we can obtain the sam e Ham iltonian asthatin (21).Ifthe phase shift

satis�estherelation:�0 < j�j� �=2,wecan obtain thefollowing e�ectiveHam iltonian

�H
0

c = E c[
cos(2�)+ 1

2�
< �� c(0)> ��N ]2

+ E c(
aD sin(2�)

2��hvF
)2[1� (

4�e
 �E c

D
)2][1+ cos(2�� s(0))] (23)
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where < �� c(0) >= � for �N > 0,and < � � c(0) >= �� for �N < 0. It is worth

noticethatthepresentm ethod used to getthe�nale�ectiveHam iltoniansin (21),(22)and

(23)iscom pletely di�erentfrom thatin Refs.[15]and [21]. Afterperform ing the unitary

transform ation (9),allinform ation ofthe conduction electron scattering on the im purity

is incorporated into the electrostatic Ham iltonian (19) which only contains higher order

term s ofthe boson �elds � � c(s)(0). However,in Refs.[15]and [21],the authors directly

take the approxim ation on the backward scattering potentialwhich leadsto a lowerorder

term softheboson �elds� � c(s)(0).Thisdi�erencem ay m akeusobtain adi�erenttransport

behaviorfrom thatin Ref.[21]in thelow tem peraturelim it.On theotherhands,in term sof

the term inology ofthe renorm alization group,the form eronly givessom e irrelevantterm s,

but the latter gives som e relevant term s. Based upon above discussions,for the case of

0� j�j� �0,wecan obtain thefollowing ground stateenergy ofthesystem

E = E 0 � E c(
2ae
 �E csin(2�)

�hvF
)2cos(2< �� c(0)>) (24)

Forthecaseof�0 < j�j� �=2,theground stateenergy ofthesystem reads

E = E 0 + E c[j�N j�
1

2
(cos(2�)+ 1)]2

� E c(
2ae
 �E csin(2�)

�hvF
)2 (25)

Now we can obtain the fractionalCoulom b blockade conductance peak splitting [13]. For

thecaseof0� j�j� �0,itcan bewritten as

f = [E (�N =
1

2
)� E (�N = 0)]=E (�N =

1

2
;�

c = �
�

2
)

= 4(
2ae
E csin(2�)

�hvF
)2(

1+ cos(2�)

2�
)4(1� cos(

�

1+ cos(2�)
)) (26)

In thecaseof�0 < j�j� �=2,itcan bewritten as

f = 4[
1

2
�
1

2
(1+ cos(2�))]2 (27)

It is noted that the fractionalCoulom b blockade conductance peak splitting signi�cantly

dependsupon the phase shift�,i.e.,the transm ission coe�cientT.However,in the case of
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the weak backward scattering 0 � j�j� �0,it also denpends upon the param eter a,the

Ferm ivelocity vF and the electrostatic Coulom b energy E c = e2=(2C). In the case ofthe

strong backward scattering �0 < j�j� �=2,the fractionalCoulom b blockade conductance

peak splitting f only dependsupon thephaseshift�,therefore,itisuniversal.

W enow study thelow tem peraturebehaviorofthetunneling conductance.To thisend,

wede�nethefollowing currentoperator

I = e@t(U
+
n̂U)= e

1+ cos(2�)

2�
@t�� c(0)

�
aeD sin(2�)

��hvF
[@t�� c(0)cos(�� c(0))cos(�� s(0))� @t�� s(0)sin(�� c(0))sin(�� s(0))] (28)

Using the Kubo form ula ofthe conductance,we can easily obtain the following tunneling

conductancein thelow energy and low tem peraturelim it

G(T)= G 0(�)[1+ AT(
sin(2�)

�
)2cos(2< �� c(0)>)] (29)

whereG 0(�)= e2(1+ cos(2�))2=(4��h),T isthetem perature,and A isaconstant.Itisnoted

that the tunneling conductance has a linear tem perature dependence,and at the strong

coupling criticalpoint �c = ��=2,it is equalto zero. It is necessary to m ention that as

the frequency ! and the tem perature T tend to zero,the system approachesto the strong

coupling criticalpointdeltac = ��=2 becausethebackward scattering term isrelevant,the

renorm alized backward scattering potential �V2kF tends to in�nity in the low energy lim it

[22].

W ede�nethefollowing dim ensionlesstunneling conductance

g =
G(0)

G 0

=
1

2
(1+ cos(2�))2 (30)

where G 0 = e2=(2��h) is a unit quantum conductance ofeach tunneling channel. From

Equs.(26)and (27),wecan obtain thefollowingrelation between thedim ensionlesstunneling

conductanceg and thefractionalCoulom b blockadepeak splitting f

f =

8

>>><

>>>:

8
p
2B g5=2(1�

r
g

2
)(1� cos(

�
p
2g
)); 0� j�j� �0

4(
1

2
�

r
g

2
)2; �0 < j�j� �=2

(31)
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where B = [ae
E c=(�
2�hvF )]

2. It qualitatively agrees with the experim entaldata in Ref.

[4,5]. Because the factor a depends upon the structure ofthe quantum point contact,

and the electrostatic energy E c is determ ined by the structure ofthe quantum dot,the

fractionalCoulom b blockadepeak splitting isnotuniversalin theweak backward scattering

0� j�j� �0.However,in thestrong backward scattering �0 < j�j� �=2,itisuniversal.

In sum m ary,by using thebosonization m ethod and theunitary transform ation,wehave

shown thatthe tunneling conductance between two quantum dotshasthe lineartem pera-

turedependence in thelow energy and low tem perature lim it,and given a generalrelation

between the dim ensionless tunneling conductance g and the fractionalCoulom b blockade

peak splitting f which is valid both for the weak and strong backward scattering ofthe

electrons on the im purity. Our treatm ent ofthis kind ofsystem is sim ple and e�ective,

and can beused to study othersim ilarproblem sbecauseitcan exactly treatthebackward

scatteringpotentialwhich isarelevantterm in thelow energy region,theusualperturbation

expansion m ethodsofthisterm m ay failbecause the high ordersare divergent in the low

energy lim it.

W earevery gratefulto Prof.PeterFuldeforhisencouragem ent.
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