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Larmor clock and the local density of states in a quantum wire
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Buttiker-Thomas-Pretre (BTP) [Z. Phys B 94, 133 (1994)] proposed that the concepts behind
the Larmor clock tell us that it is possible to define exactly the local density of states (LDOS) in
terms of the scattering matrix. However, we take into account evanescent modes and show that for
an impurity in a quantum wire, this is in principle not exactly true. We also prove that the Wigner
delay time gives correct superluminal times at the Fano resonances, in spite of the fact that the

stationary phase approximation is not valid there.

PACS numbers:

Electronic states in a one-dimensional (1D) ring with
an Aharonov-Bohm flux piercing the ring exhibit the par-
ity effect according to which if the magnetization of the
ring with N electrons is diamagnetic (or paramagnetic)
then the magnetization with N + 1 electrons is param-
agnetic (or diamagnetic). Leggett conjectured that this
is true even in presence of interaction between electrons
as well as defects or disorder in the ring ﬂ] Now sup-
pose another quantum system S is coupled to the 1D
ring R such that the states of S can leak into R and
become flux dependent. Ref. [J] shows that the states
of the combined system (S+R) does not always have the
property of reversing the magnetization with the addi-
tion of a single electron. It was found that the electrons
in the ring undergo usual phase changes associated with
their quantum mechanical motion. These phase changes
are 1) Aharonov-Bohm phase, ii) statistical phase, which
means electrons being fermion, acquire a phase change
of m when they cross each other and iii) relative phase
change due to the wave like property of the electrons, that
depend on their wave vector or their kinetic energy. It
was also shown ﬂﬂ] that apart from these phase changes,
there are discontinuous phase changes by 7, at the zeroes
of the Fano resonances (say at energy Ep) that will be
there when the ring (with the system S attached to it)
is severed at a point and two leads are attached to the
two broken ends ﬂa] If Fermi energy of N body state
is below Ey, and that of the IV 4+ 1 body state is above
Ejy, then the magnetization of the N body state and the
N + 1 body state is the same, and otherwise opposite.
Thus Leggett’s arguments can be generalized to systems
that are of the form S + R, with the conclusion that this
new discontinuous phase change is a new phase different
from the ones mentioned in i), i) or iii) [2]. While phase
of scattering matrix elements for Breit-Wigner resonance
is often discussed in text books, that for Fano resonances
was not known until very recently.

In an experiment B], a quantum dot was coupled to
a ring (S+R is now a dot+ring) and the conductance
oscillations of the system with an Aharonov-Bohm flux
was measured. Yeyati and Buttiker M] tries to inter-
pret the conductance oscillations in terms of the flux de-
pendence (or magnetization) of the electronic levels of
the combined system (dot 4 ring) using the Friedel sum

rule (FSR). The phase change at the resonances of the
dot could be roughly understood but the phase change
between the resonances of the dot could not be under-
stood. Other works tried to assign this in between res-
onance phase change to processes like charge decapture
the system throws away unit charge) [5]. Ref. [d] and
iﬂ] predicted that the resonances are actually Fano res-
onances and the phase change between the resonances
can be explained by the new phase at the transmission
zeroes and it will be an abrupt drop. It was confirmed
in a later experiment that this phase drop occur over an
energy scale, that is much smaller than any energy scale
present in the system ﬂa] Finite width of the leads and
evanescent modes has to be considered to explain ﬂ] the
abrupt phase changes occurring between each consecutive
resonances. Ref. ﬂ] considers there is a pole between
the zeroes and that is where a charge is captured and
phase changes smoothly by 7 in agreement with FSR.
But the discontinuous phase drops being a new kind of
phase, does not have anything to do with charge cap-
ture or decapture. Later on this was proved to be true
whenever we have time reversal symmetry E, m] Also
the fact that simple 1D calculations will not explain the
phase drop between each two consecutive resonances was
shown [11].

In fact unitarity is also required to produce such dis-
continuous phase changes [12]. It was subsequently seen
that when an unitary channel continuously evolves into
a non-unitarity channel, then along with it, the trans-
mission zeroes evolve into minima (difference with Breit-
Wigner resonance is that the minima has a complex zero,
that is for a complex value of incident energy, transmis-
sion amplitude is zero), and discontinuous phase drops
evolve into continuous phase drops m] As an exam-
ple, one can consider a two channel quantum wire with
a delta potential (see Fig. 1) at the middle of the quan-
tum wire. Since the two channels of the quantum wire
are opposite parity states like the ground state and the
first excited state of a quantum well, the two channels
are decoupled. If an electron is incident from the left in
the first channel then amplitude of transition to the sec-
ond channel i.e., t15 (state 1 to state 4) or ri2 (state 1
to state 2) is zero, making the first channel preserve uni-
tarity. Whenever |t11]? has a zero, the phase of t1; drops


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0309019v5

(or decreases) discontinuously by w. Now if the delta po-
tential is shifted slightly from the center of the quantum
wire, then parity is no longer a good quantum state and
t12 etc are no longer zero. So by continuously displacing
the delta potential from the center, one can destroy the
individual unitarity of each channel and thus make the
discontinuous phase drops continuously evolve into fast
continuous phase drops. These phase drops can be seen
in Fig. 2 at an energy Fa ~ 85. Even dephasing can re-
sult in the loss of unitarity |[12] and can explain the small
width of the phase drops observed in the experiment. For
the two propagating channel case,
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For the delta potential at the center of the wire, the
discontinuous drops in arg(t11) or arg(taz) occur when
[t11/?=0 and [|t22|>=0 and so there are no drops in 6.
In that case, obviously the drops in arg(ti1) or arg(tzz)
do not have anything to do with 6y and hence charge
decapture. But for the § potential off center, since |t11]?
or |taa|? are not zero when there are drops in their argu-
ments, it is not obvious that these drops do not have to
do anything with charge decapture. However only after
all the simplification, one finds that [13]
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That means 6y only depends on the phase of reflection
amplitudes and hence is completely independent of the
phase drops in the transmission amplitudes. So once
again the phase drops do not imply a drop in 6 or charge
decapture [13].

One also knows from earlier known results that FSR
is valid only in semi-classical regimes. And so Fano reso-
nance being a purely quantum interference phenomenon,
one would expect larger violations of FSR at the Fano
resonances. Instead what Refs. [14] shows is that FSR
is exact at the energy corresponding to the quasi bound
state, but there are large violations away from this en-
ergy. Refs. [14] also explained that the correctness of
FSR at the Fano resonance is due to the fact that there
is a quasi bound state here, and hence the self energy
due to the leads become minimum and hence its energy
derivative becomes 0. This is obviously true for any po-
tential that supports Fano resonances. The exactness of
the FSR at the Fano resonance (Fa ~ 85) and the devi-
ation away from it is also shown in Fig. 2.

Apart from the DOS we know that time scales associ-
ated with a particle crossing a quantum mechanical po-
tential can also be determined from the scattering phase
shifts. For example, in the the stationary phase approx-
imation (i.e., phase shifts do not strongly depend on en-
ergy) %arg(taﬂ) gives the Wigner delay time (WDT)

for the particle to be transmitted from state a to state
B. A negative slope in arg(t,q.), like that in the solid and
dash-dotted curve at Fa ~ 85 in Fig. 2, means super-
luminality, i.e., the particle can travel faster than light
across the potential, according to the WDT. However,
once again, since Fano resonance is a quantum interfer-
ence effect, dispersion will be very strong and stationary
phase approximation will not hold good at the Fano res-
onances, and one cannot be sure if these negative slopes
actually correspond to super-luminality. To be sure of
superluminality, established theories say that one should
see if we get negative delay times from the Buttiker-
Thomas-Pretre (BTP) formalism. They proposed that
the Larmor precession time can be determined exactly
from the scattering matrix and give the correct local de-
lay times in all regimes [15] and delay time can be de-
termined by integrating the local delay times. It gives
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where v(a, E,r,3) is proportional to the time spent by
the particle going from state « to state 3, while encoun-
tering the potential at r. If we sum it up for all o« and 3
then it should give the LDOS at r, exactly [1H,[L6]. Orig-
inally, it was derived by considering the effect of a small
magnetic field on the outgoing spin wave function. But
more generally, for any potential, to obtain the LDOS
at 7, we have to create a § function potential like lo-
cal perturbation at r, and see the change in the scatter-
ing matrix S of the entire system. Also, the scattering
matrix S of an extended system can be written as [[17]
S =51 S2 R S;3, where Sy is the scattering matrix of
an infinitesimal region at r, S and S3 are the scattering
matrices of the regions to the left and right of r, respec-
tively. Hence Sy is the scattering matrix of a § function
potential that we have to further perturb infinitesimally
to see the changes in S;. All the change in S will be
due to this change in S3. Thus complications of the BTP
formula will depend on its complications for a § function
potential.

The derivation of Eq. 3 assumes that a small per-
turbation to the actual system, allows us to expand a
scattering matrix element as

Sas(E, V(i yi) F 6V (i, ) = Sap(E, V(i,y5))

T / Ay [5Sus (B, V(s y)) [V (a2 4OV () + ..
(4)

If we make a substitution of the type
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then we derive FSR. But this substitution being an ap-
proximation, the FSR is also approximate.



In this work, we will show the expansion in 4 is not de-
fined at all energies and thus the concept of Larmor clock
fails. That means LDOS cannot be defined in terms of
S matrix. We shall also show that the expansion in 4
is valid at the Fano resonance and also explicit calcu-
lations of LDOS prove the correctness of BTP formula
only at the Fano resonance. Then we will show that
WDT give the correct delay time at the Fano resonances
in spite of all non-stationary behavior ( a very counter
intuitive result) and in agreement with the delay time cal-
culated from Larmor precession. If it predicts superlumi-
nality then such superluminality can be observed quan-
titatively.

The first result of this work (that BTP formula is cor-
rect only at the Fano resonance), imply the LHS of 5,
operating on S,g, gives the correct delay time at the
Fano resonance. The substitution in 5, is exact at the
Fano resonance follows from earlier results [14] that the
FSR is exact at Fano resonance. So the RHS in 5, operat-
ing on Sop will give the same quantity as the delay time
calculated from BTP formalism, and that means WDT
gives the correct delay time at the Fano resonance (our
second result).

For the system in Fig. 1 [1§],
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where for the transmissions, o # 8 and

taa = Tao + 1 (7)
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For a quantum wire with hard wall confinement, I'y,, =
(2mey/B?)sin?[2X (y; 4+ w/2)], me is electron mass, k, =
V(@2me/R?)(E — E,), kn = /(2m./R?)(E, — E), E,, =
(h%/2m.)(n?*m?/w?), E is incident energy, Y, is sum over
all the evanescent modes.

Ezxplicit calculations of LDOS: We derive LDOS explic-
itly from the internal wavefunctions for unit incident flux
by using [10]
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Ynk(z,y) can be taken from Ref. [18] and can be further

simplified to give
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where v, = hkqo/m. and [14],

p(E,0,y;) yme/2))|2 (10)

_Lae
toe = e (11)
1 + Ze>1 g}ii s Zaa I;Z:L

In Eq. 10, sum over o runs over the propagating modes
only while that for m is for all modes.

LDOS from BTP formula: We consider two propagat-
ing channels to present our results but we have checked
that the results are the same for any number of channels
including just one channel. For this case, Eq. 3 gives

V(E,0,y:) = 2[ry 7 +13799 +4r7 9T o +17 1 811 5ot 5 — HC]
(12)
where primes mean derivatives wrt .

First of all, note that the role of evanescent modes on
the scattering matrix elements only is that it renormal-
izes the strength of the potential i.e., 7 according to the
following relation.

(13)

Note that the sum is not a converging series. It diverges
as log[N] as N — oo [19]. Here N is the total number
of evanescent modes. And so derivative w.r.t v will not
exist for any arbitrary number of modes and the BTP
formula will be undefined. But if we truncate the series
then what happens to the BTP formula? For example
if we truncate the series at the 3rd term, that is we are
considering 2 evanescent modes only then we show in
Fig. 3 that the BTP formula holds good. To calculate
the derivative we have taken dv=0.001. However this
kind of agreement does not occur for example when we
consider 5000 evanescent modes with §v=0.001 (see Fig.
4). This can be cross checked by using Eq. 13. Note
that now although the two curves do not coincide with
each other exactly, they do coincide exactly at the en-
ergy corresponding to the bound state (i.e., where both
curves peak). This is because it can be shown that at the
bound state (1+ ), £==) = 0, irrespective of the number
of evanescent modes. Of course one can take a smaller
value of v and get a better agreement between the two
curves, but then again the same disagreement will be
there if more evanescent modes are considered. Since the

sum is not a converging sum, this will be a never ending
EN EN

story. One can see that =22 = =228 67 do not exist for
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an infinite number of evanescent modes as %’fy diverge as

log[N]. If we want to integrate LDOS over an extended
region then one has to take d function potential like per-
turbations at many many places of the region and sum
the changes they produce on the S matrix. The error will
be cumulative.

However, since the BTP formula is exact at the en-
ergy corresponding to the Fano resonance, the WDT give
the correct superluminal time at the phase drops associ-
ated with the Fano resonance. So far, experiments to ob-
serve superluminality, only considered systems with Breit
Wigner type resonances [2(]. Features of superluminality
in case of these Fano type resonances should be explored
in the future. Some of its features that we have checked
are that to enhance superluminality, we have to tune just
one parameter, that is the coupling between the bound



state and the continuum. Also, this enhancement is not
at the cost of decreasing the transmission probability, as
is the case with Breit-Wigner resonance.

Fano resonance is a purely quantum effect that has no
classical or semi-classical analogue. As can be seen from
Fig. 2, at the energy corresponding to the Fano reso-
nance, the scattering phase shifts are extremely energy
depedent. So are the scattering probabilities. At the
Fano resonance there is no classical path for reflection
but when we solve the Schrodinger equation we find that
reflection dominates. All these make it clear that it is
a purely quantum effect. Yet, we have shown that semi-
classical laws like Friedel sum rule and Wigner delay time
are applicable here exactly. This motivated us to study
how a wave packet is dispersed by typical potentials like
the stub and the delta function potential in a quantum
wire, that supports Fano resonances. We took two wave
packets (Gaussian or square), incident on such a poten-
tial from the two sides, one being left moving and the
other being right moving. Each of them will get strongly
scattered, but after scattering we will get two wave pack-
ets, one of them left moving and the other being right
moving. Exactly at the Fano resonance, these two wave
packets after scattering, are similar to the incident wave
packets. This normally happens in the case of solitonic
solutions of non-linear differential equations. Hence such

behavior for solutions of Schrodinger equation is quite
novel. Away from the Fano resonances, the wave pack-
ets after scattering is different from the incident wave
packets.

The BTP formalism is very crucial to understand
mesoscopic transport beyond the Landauer conductance
formula, that is beyond the linear and DC response. So
far it has been verified for simple 1D systems [16]. We
have shown that BTP formalism is not exact in Quasi-
one-dimension (Q1D) due to the presence of evanescent
modes. These evanescent modes make the scattering ma-
trix singular in nature and the series expansions in Eq.
5. required to show the equality between p and v breaks
down. If there are only a few evanescent modes in the
system, then the formula may be acceptable for practi-
cal purposes. For extended potentials and large number
of evanescent modes, it will not be practical. It defi-
nitely cannot be used as a definition for DOS. DOS has
to be defined in terms of the internal wave function and
Hamiltonian. Scattering matrix will not contain all the
information. We have also proved that in spite of all non-
stationary phase effects, WDT (%arg(t(m)) correctly
give the superluminal times and there is superluminal-
ity at the energy where the phase drops of transmission
amplitudes occur (for example at Fa=85 in Fig. 2) that
can be detected experimentally.
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Figure Captions
Fig. 1. Here we show a quantum wire of width w with a
delta function potential V' (z,y) = v6(x)d(y —y;) situated
at x. We consider scattering effects when the incident
electron is from the left. The sub-bands on the left of
the impurity is denoted as 1 for the first mode and 2 for
the second mode. Similarly the sub-bands on the right
of the impurity is denoted as 3 for the first mode and 4
for the second mode.

Fig. 2. The dotted curve gives G=7 times the change
in DOS due to the defect considered in Fig. 1, in units
of g = (m.w?/h?). The dashed curve gives Q = dfs/dE
in units of ¢ = g. The solid curve gives arg(t11) in ra-
dians, displaced on the y-axis by 0.1. The dash-dotted
curve gives arg(taz) in radians, displaced on the y-axis
by 0.8. We have taken v = —15, y;=0.45 and 2 propa-
gating modes along with 2 evanescent modes. The x-axis

is energy in units of a = w?.

Fig. 3. The system under consideration is shown in
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Fig. 1. with two propagating modes. Solid line gives
H = p(E,0,y;), that LDOS calculated from internal
wavefunction, in units of h = (2mw/h?). Dashed line
gives J = v(E,0,y;), i.e., LDOS calculated using BTP
formula, in units of j = h. All parameters are the same
as that considered in Fig. 2. The x-axis is energy in units

of a = w*.

Fig. 4. Here we consider 5000 evanescent modes and
v = —1.5. Everything else is the same as in Fig. 3.
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