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The dependence of the conductance of a one-dimensional ballistic ring on a potential barrier at
one of the branches of the ring is considered at a nonzero temperature. The case of a

small potential barrier (Aharonov—Bohm electrostatic effect) as well as a tunnel barrier is
considered. The possibility of direct measurement of the electron wave function phase variation
upon tunneling is discussed. © 1997 American Institute of Physics. [S1063-777X(97)01110-9]

INTRODUCTION

The preservation of phase coherence during propagation
of electrons in mesoscopic samples® at low temperatures
makes the transport properties of such objects sensitive to the
phase of the electron wave function. This makes it possible
to observe the Aharonov—Bohm (AB) effect in solids.?®

It was shown earlier*® that the physical properties of
doubly connected systems containing an AB magnetic flux &
are periodic in @ with a period ®,=h/e. Such a periodicity
was indeed observed in Refs. 6—-10 during measurement of
conductance oscillations in isolated conducting rings in a
magnetic field. Calculations of conductance for one-
dimensional**~* as well as multichannel®® rings also show
that the dependence G(®) must have a period &,. How-
ever, experiments on chains formed by many rings'®*’ dis-
play a ®,/2 periodicity which is associated with the en-
semble averaging of macroscopically identical but
microscopically different characteristics of the rings (length,
impurity distribution, etc.).2**518 |t can be stated that the
@ /2 periodicity may be caused by interference of electrons
moving along various trajectories as well as along the same
trajectory but in opposite directions. The contribution of the
latter processes, which was first considered in the weak lo-
calization theory by Al’tshuler, Aronov, and Spivak
(AAS),* is independent of microscopic characteristics of the
sample and is therefore preserved upon averaging. According
to the prevailing concepts, averaging over an ensemble of
rings is equivalent to averaging over electron energy (see
Ref. 1).

In analogy with optical phenomena, attempts were made
to control the interference pattern in an AB magnetic inter-
ferometer (a mesoscopic ring containing the AB magnetic
flux) by changing the electron wave function phase with the
help of a variable potential barrier created on one of the
branches of the ring. Thus, the phase change in Refs. 20 and
21 was caused by the Aharonov—Bohm electrostatic effect.
A potential barrier with resonance levels (quantum dot) was
used in Ref. 22. It was assumed in these works that the
electron wave function phase variation by a quantity 6
caused by a potential barrier with transmission coefficient
t=toexp(if) (where i is the imaginary unit) leads to an iden-
tical phase shift in the dependence G(®). However, no such
phase shift was observed in the dependence G(®). More-
over, the existence of such a phase shift would contradict the
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requirement of parity of the kinetic coefficients of doubly
connected two-terminal mesoscopic samples upon a reversal
of the magnetic field,?® which is confirmed in experiments.?*
Hence Yacoby et al.?® concluded that a two-terminal inter-
ferometer cannot be used in principle for a direct measure-
ment of the phase of the transmission coefficient of an elec-
tron passing through a potential barrier.

The present paper aims at determining the effect of a
potential barrier of height e¢ on the conductance of an in-
terferometer with an AB magnetic flux, and at illustrating the
possibility of using a two-terminal ballistic interferometer to
study the coefficient of transmission of an electron through a
potential barrier. Such a formulation of the problem is justi-
fied by the following arguments. According to Landauer’s
formula,?® the conductance G of a sample with two termi-
nals connected with the banks is proportional to the square of
the amplitude 7 of transmission of a Fermi electron through
the sample:

G=Gy|(kg)|%. (1)

Here, Go=2€%/h. In other words, if the contacts are
mounted directly on the potential barrier, it is not possible to
measure the phase of the transmission coefficient during con-
ductance measurements. The situation becomes quite differ-
ent if we locate the potential barrier at one of the branches of
the ballistic ring. In this case, 7=A g+ A 2r, Where A 1
is the amplitude of transition through the branch containing
the potential barrier, and A, is the amplitude of transition
through the other (ballistic) branch. Writing the dependence
on t explicitly (A 1r=Aq;t), we obtain

G=Gy(|An*t5+|ALsrI*+2 Re(AuASRL)).

The third term in this expression is proportional to the first
power of the coefficient t of electron transmission across the
potential barrier and depends on its phase 6.

We shall consider the case of a small potential barrier
(potential step) ep<<er (Where e¢ is the Fermi energy of
electrons at the banks), as well as a potential barrier of arbi-
trary height (including a tunnel barrier with ep=¢).

In the former case, the Aharonov—Bohm electrostatic ef-
fect is realized. It will be shown below that, in spite of the
additive nature of the contributions from vector and scalar
potentials to the electron wave function phase, the magnetic
and electrostatic AB effects in a one-dimensional ballistic
ring are independent of each other as far as the phase is
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FIG. 1. Model of a one-dimensional ring connected with the banks. The
arrows show the positive direction of the coordinate axes. The numbers
correspond to the branches of the ring. 0,0’ are points of contact with the
banks, L and R are contact points for terminals, & is the magnetic flux, and
Vqq is the potential of the metallic shutter creating a potential step of length
b. The cross shows the impurity position, and a is the impurity coordinate.

concerned. In other words, a change in the phase of the elec-
tron wave function during the passage across a potential bar-
rier does not change continuously the phase of the depen-
dence G(®). This is due to the different ways in which the
vector and scalar potentials affect the spectrum of electron
states in the ring.?” Because of this effect, the interference
phenomena in doubly connected systems differ from analo-
gous effects in ballistic flows of particles?® when the electro-
magnetic potentials affect only the amplitude of electron
transition from the initial to the final point. This is confirmed
by the results obtained in Ref. 29 where a phase variation in
the dependence G(®) was observed under a scalar potential
acting on an electron beam in a two-slit interferometer
formed in a two-dimensional electron gas. Such a phase shift
corresponds to the additive contribution from scalar and vec-
tor potentials to the electron wave function phase. No such
phase shift was observed in Refs. 20 and 21 where measure-
ments were made on conducting rings with two terminals.

1. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM AND BASIC
EQUATIONS

Our aim is to find the conductance G of a one-
dimensional ballistic ring with a potential barrier connected
to macroscopic banks through one-dimensional conductors
(Fig. 1). Following Biittiker et al.,'? we shall solve this prob-
lem by using the transfer matrix technique in the approxima-
tion of the quantum waveguide theory.**

For this purpose, we consider the passage of a plane
wave exp(ikx) through the ring from left to right. According
to formula (1), the square of the transmission amplitude
7(kg) for an electron with Fermi energy defines the conduc-
tance of the system at zero temperature. We single out four
one-dimensional segments OL, L1R, L2R, and RO’. In each
segment, we introduce a coordinate axis with positive direc-
tion as indicated by arrows in Fig. 1. We denote the solution
of the one-dimensional Schrodinger equation for the wave

825 Low Temp. Phys. 23 (10), October 1997

function of noninteracting electrons at each segment by ¥ ,
W¥,, ¥, and ¥ and present it in the form

(P (x)=exp(ikx)+r(k)exp(—ikx),

[}
V(€)= (A exp(iké)+B; exp(—ikg))exp(|27r %)

()
Wy (2)=(A, exp(ikl)+B, exp(—ikg))exp|l —i2m Lg“?)
Pa(x")=7(k)exp(ikx"). 2)

Here k is the electron wave vector, ® the magnetic flux in
the ring, and L the length of the ring. In order to find the six
unknowns r, A;, By, A,, B,, and 7, we use the conditions
of continuity of the wave function at the points of intersec-
tion of one-dimensional conductors L (coordinates x=0,
£=0, {=0) and R (coordinates ¢£€=L/2, {=L/2, x"=0):

W (0)=V,(0)=W,(0), ,
WR(0)=W,(LI2)=W,(L/2), )

as well as the conditions of conservation of current at these
points: 1

d‘I’

av, dv
ax X=0=—47 g S (&= 0)+ (Z 0),

4)

'
e (£=L12).

= 0)= d\If
e (X'=0)= dg S(E=L2) 5

¢

It is convenient to use the matrix approach for solving these
equations. For this purpose, we put the column vector W(x)

in correspondence  with  the  wave  function
W (x)=A exp(ikx)+B exp(—ikx):

- ¥, (x)

\If(x)=(q,*(x)), (5)

where W (x)=A exp(ikx) and ¥ _(x)=B exp(—ikx). In
this case, the wave function W(x) is equal to 1'¥(x), where
I=(1,1) is the unit row vector. The boundary conditions (3)
and (4) can be represented in matrix form as follows:

R 1 .
‘1’2(0)2(_1)+TL‘1’1(0),

. Nt (6)
\Ifz(L/Z):TR‘Pl(L/Z),
where
. (—1 1) . (1 3
=g 1) Trl4 —1)' @
Here
r=—1+17,(0), (8)
r=1Wy(L/2). 9)

Equations (6) must be supplemented by relations connecting
the wave function values W,(0) at the beginning and
W (L/2) at the end of each branch (I=1,2). In each particu-
lar case, we can obtain such a relation with the help of the
transfer matrix.'>3

It is well known'®* that at a temperature T=0, the
value of G depends significantly on the product keL. In or-
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der to study the effect of potential barriers, we also consider
the conductance G+ of the ring at a nonzero temperature:*

G —GJ 92 | (k|Pcosh-?| E=EF 10
=06 ﬁ 7'( )| COos ? ) ( )
where e=(#k)%/(2m).

2. ELECTROSTATIC AHARONOV-BOHM EFFECT IN THE
CONDUCTIVITY OF A ONE-DIMENSIONAL BALLISTIC
RING

Let us place a metallic gate over one of the branches of
the ring (Fig. 1) with a potential V44 which forms a potential
step of length b and height e¢ in the ring. If the condition
lep|<er is satisfied, the coefficient r, of reflection of a
Fermi electron by the step can be put equal to zero. In this
case, the transmission coefficient will be defined as?’

t,=exp[i(dg+keb)], (12)

Se=2molpy; epy=AgL/b. The transfer matrix 'Al'q, for the
potential step can be represented in the following form:
T,=To(:+Kkgb), where the ballistic transfer matrix To(x)
is defined as

B (1—cos A)(1+cos dg)+(cos 6g—cos A)(cos(27md/Dy)—1)

A B exp(ix) 0

To(X)= (12)

0 exp(—ix)/’

In this case, the complete transfer matrices for the corre-
sponding branches of the ring can be represented in the form

:rLlR::ro(kFL/Z); -A|'|_2R=:|'0(5F+ kel /2). (13)

Note that in, view of the diagonality of matrices T, and T,
the matrix T, ,r does not depend on the position of the po-
tential step.

The relations between the values of wave functions re-
quired for solving Egs. (6) have the following form

- - ~ D
\I,]_(L/Z) =TL1R‘I’1(0)eXp( | a a) ,
) o "o (14)

Substituting the solution of Eq. (6) and taking (13) and
(14) into account in (9) and then in (1), we obtain

G=G,

Here A=KkgL+ &g . Similar expressions were obtained ear-
lier for 6g=0 in Refs. 12 and 14.

It follows from formula (15) that G is periodic in ¢ with
a period ¢q. Thus, a long potential barrier of small height
(ep<<eg) has a considerable effect on the conductance of a
ballistic ring.

For T=0, the shape of the curve G(¢) depends on the
product kgL (see Fig. 2), and is not symmetric relative to the
reversal of the sign of the potential step. However, such a
dependence  vanishes for T>Ty=05Ar, where
Ar=2eg\g/L is the separation between the electron energy
levels in the ring near the Fermi energy (Fig. 2, curve 3), and
the curve becomes symmetric:

GT(QD):GT(_ (P) f0r T>T0 (16)

From a formal point of view, the presence of a potential
step is equivalent to the nonsymmetric connection of termi-
nals to the ring considered by Xial* Here,
L+ 8 /kg—L;+L, and Sg—keAL, where AL=L;—L,,
L, and L, being the lengths of the branches constituting the
ring. However, such a correspondence is valid only for T=0.
For a nonzero temperature, the dependence of G on kAL
vanishes for T=AgL/AL, while the dependence on ¢ is pre-
served.

The main conclusion that can be drawn from formula
(15) is that vector and scalar potentials exert different influ-
ence on the conductance of the ring, which is in accord with
the results of measurements,?%?!

Presenting the dependence (15) in the form of a series
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[cos(2m®/Py)—cos A+ (cos 6g—cos A)/4]?+sin® A

(15)

G(d)=>, Cn(cp)cos<27rn %), (17)
n 0

we find that the quantity ¢ affects only the amplitudes of
harmonics of the conductance G(®), and does not affect
their phase. Figure 3 shows the dependence of C; (curve 1)

0.8

G,G,

0,4

H
QO.SO -0,25 0

0,25 0,50

FIG. 2. Dependence of the conductance G of the ring (in units of G,) on the
height ¢ of the potential step for T=0, ®=0 for L/\g=200.2 (curve 1),
200.8 (curve 2), and at T=Ag/2 (curve 3).
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FIG. 3. Dependence of the amplitude of the first (curve 1) and second (curve
2) harmonics G(®) (in units of Gy) on the height ¢ of the potential step for
T=Ag/2.

and C, (curve 2) on ¢/¢y at T=T,. For o= 1= * @/4,
C, becomes equal to zero, while C,(¢;)#0 and the depen-
dence G(P) near ¢= ¢, is periodic in magnetic flux with a
period ® /2. Such a transition was observed experimentally
by Yacoby et al.?® Note that the presence of a ¢-independent
component in the amplitude of the second harmonic C, is
associated with the contribution from the AAS effect.

For T>T,, the value of Gy remains unchanged upon a
sign reversal of ® or ¢.1° Separating the first harmonic, we
can write

P
G1=0.35 cos(Zw—) cos(Zw i)+g(<b,<p). (18)
@, ®o

The second term, which contains higher harmonics, is usu-
ally smaller than the first term except for the values

d=x=Py/4, (19a)
(19b)

near which G+ is periodic in ¢ with a period ¢4/2 (Eq. (19a))
and in ® with a period ®,/2 [Eq. (19b)].

¢=*@ol4,

3. BALLISTIC RING WITH A SINGLE IMPURITY

The effect of a single impurity on the conductance of a
ballistic ring at T=0 was considered earlier in Refs. 12 and
31. We shall consider the case T+0. In addition, we shall
also consider the effect of the tunneling coefficient phase on
the conductance of a ring.

Suppose that an impurity of length d is introduced in one
of the branches of the ring at a distance a from the starting
point. We denote the transmission and reflection coefficients
of a Fermi electron by t;=ty exp(i6) and ri=r, exp(ip). The
other branch of the ring contains a potential step with a trans-
fer matrix T, (see Fig. 1).

Calculations made in a similar manner as above give

G=Gy|2X/(Y+2)|?,
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L
X=r, exp(ip)cos kF<§—d—2a —i exp(ie)[sin 3/
i A/ o @
+tg sin A’ exp| 2mi @)’
. L
Y=r, exp(ip)cos kF(E—d—za [cos A’
+exp(—iA’)]

Z=2exp(—iA)—exp(i 0)[sin 3 sin A’

+2t, cos( 21 %” (20)
Here A=kg(L—d)+ d¢;
—d)+6.

Formula (20) is symmetric relative to the sign reversal of
the magnetic flux: G(®)=G(—®). This can be verified
through appropriate transformations. Also, the above expres-
sion is also symmetric relative to change in the impurity
coordinate a: G(a)=G(L/2—a—d), which indicates that
the magnitude of conductance is independent of the direction
of the measuring current I: G(1)=G(—1).

For numerical computations, we consider a point impu-
rity (d=0) with a potential U:

U(&)=Qh%mS(é—a). (21)

A’:kFL/Z"f‘éF, E,ZKF(L/Z

The presence of an impurity affects the dependence
G(kgL). This is due to the emergence of new channels of
transition from L to R (involving reflection at the barrier) for
ro>0. Among other things, this causes a ‘‘large-scale’’
modulation (with a period larger than 277) of the dependence
G(kgL). The amplitude of such a modulation increases with
ro. As the temperature increases, oscillations associated with
the interference of waves with the shortest path difference
are preserved for the longest period of time. Such oscilla-
tions have a period A(L/\g)=max[L/(2a), L/(L—2a)] and
vanish at T=Ty=TyA(L/\g) (see Fig. 4). The following
circumstance is worth noting. If we consider a ring with an
overlapping branch (t,=0), the separation between electron
energy levels near e in such a ring will be half the value of
Ar for a pure ring. Hence it would be natural to expect that
a decrease in t, causes a decrease in temperature at which
oscillations on the dependence G(kgL) vanish. However,
this is not true. This is due to the fact that the conductivity of
the ring depends not only on the position of the Fermi level
relative to the electron energy levels in the ring, but also on
the amplitude of the electron transition through the ring.

A decrease in the barrier transparency causes a decrease
in the amplitude of oscillations of the dependence G(®).%!
In this case, the amplitude of the second harmonic increases
(Fig. 5) due to an increase in the contribution from the AAS
processes to the field dependence of the conductance.

It follows from formula (20) that the dependence G(¢)
is sensitive to the amplitude and phase of the transmission
coefficient t; . In order to determine the dependence on 6, we
write

M. V. Moskalets 827
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200 204 208 212
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FIG. 4. Dependence of the conductance G of a ring with a single impurity
(in units of G,) on the parameter L/\g for T=Ag/2 (curve 1), 1.5 A (curve
2) and 5 Ag (curve 3). The values of the parameters are ®=0, ¢=0,
QO/kg=1, and 2a/L=0.1.

Gle)=> Dncos(ZWn f—yn), 22)
n 0

where D,, and vy, are the amplitude and phase of the nth
harmonic.

Calculations show that the following relation holds for
T=T,:

Y1=0. (23)

In other words, a change in the phase of the transmission
coefficient causes a corresponding variation in the phase of

0 0.8 16

FIG. 5. Dependence of the amplitude of the first (curve 1) and second (curve
2) harmonics G(®) (in units of Gy) for ¢=0, and amplitude of the first
harmonic for ¢=0.2 (curve 3) on the ratio /kg . The values of the param-
eters are 2a/L=0.5, T=A.
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the first harmonic in the dependence G(¢). Note that the
parity condition (16) was obtained for a symmetric ring (for
¢=0), and is not valid in the present case.

The presence of a magnetic flux ®#0 does not change
the relation (23). The only exception are the values
®=+dy/4 [see Eq. (19a)] near which D, vanishes.

One more circumstance deserves attention. A change in
the barrier transparency may cause a sign reversal for the
first harmonic in the dependence G(®) (Fig. 5, curve 3).
Calculations show that the amplitude of the first harmonic
for T=T, vanishes if the following condition is satisfied:

Se— 0= /2. (24)

Thus, if we keep the amplitude of the first harmonic in
the dependence G(®) equal to zero, the change in the height
of the potential barrier is proportional to the variation in the
phase of the coefficient of transmission of a Fermi electron
through the potential barrier.

Yacoby et al.? found a variation 7 in the phase of the
dependence G(®) in an AB interferometer with a quantum
dot (QD) (a potential barrier with a resonance level) upon
the passage of a QD level E, through a resonance:
eg=En+V,, where V, is the QD potential relative to the
ring. Theoretical studies reveal®®32% that this is due to the
vanishing of the first harmonic amplitude near the resonance.
It is shown in this section that such an effect may also be
observed for a nonresonance potential barrier.

CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the effect of a potential
barrier of arbitrary height on the conductivity of an AB mag-
netic interferometer. Results obtained for nonzero tempera-
tures are presented. In this case, the effect of uncontrollable
geometrical size (parameter keL) is ruled out, but control-
lable parameters like the magnetic flux & and the height e
of the potential barrier continue to exert an influence.

For a small potential step (e¢<<eg), the interference of
electron waves propagating along different branches of the
ring (Aharonov—Bohm electrostatic effect) causes an oscilla-
tory dependence of the conductance G of the ring on ¢. It is
shown that the quantity 8¢ (phase change of the electron
wave function due to the presence of a step) does not affect
the phase of the dependence G(®) in accordance with the
experimental results.?>?! It is also shown that a change in &g
may cause a reversal of the sign of the amplitude of the first
harmonic C; in the dependence G(®). Near the value
C1(6¢)=0, the period of oscillations changes from @, to
®,/2, which was indeed observed by Yacoby et al.?®

The effect of a tunnel barrier on the conductance of the
ring is studied. It is shown that for certain values of param-
eters, the sign of the amplitude of C; may be reversed upon
a change in the value of the tunneling coefficient. This effect
was observed earlier in the case of resonance tunneling.??
However, it is shown in the present work that such an effect
may also occur during ordinary (nonresonance) tunneling.

It is found that an increase in the coefficient of electron
reflection at the potential barrier causes a relative increase in

M. V. Moskalets 828



the amplitude of the second harmonic in the dependence
G(®) (with a period ®,/2) due to an increase in the contri-
bution from the AAS processes.

It is also shown that the use of a ballistic ring with a
small potential barrier (electrostatic AB interferometer) al-
lows us to determine directly the change in the phase of the
electron wave function upon tunneling through the barrier
formed in one of the branches of the ring.

LY. Imry, Physics of Mesoscopic Systems: Directionsin Condensed Matter
Physics [Ed. by G. Grinstein and G. Mazenco], World Scientific, Sin-
gapore (1986)

2. Aharonov and D. Bohm, Phys. Rev. 115, 484 (1959).

3Y. Aharonov and D. Bohm, Phys. Rev. 123, 1511 (1961).

4N. Byers and C. N. Yang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 7, 46 (1961).

5F. Bloch, Phys. Rev. B 2, 109 (1970).

5R. A. Webb, S. Washburn, C. P. Umbach, and R. B. Laibowitz, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 54, 2696 (1985).

"V. Chandrasekhar, M. J. Rooks, S. Wind, and D. E. Prober, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 55, 1610 (1985).

8S. Datta, M. R. Mellock, S. Bandhopadhyay et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 55,
2344 (1985).

9G. Timp, A. M. Chang, J. E. Cunwugham et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 58, 2814
(1987).

¢, J. B. Ford, T. J. Thornton, R. Newbury et al., J. Phys. C 21, L325
(1988).

1y, Gefen, Y. Imry, and M. Ya. Azbel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 52, 129 (1984).

2 M. Biittiker, Y. Imry, and M. Ya. Azbel, Phys. Rev. A 30, 1982 (1984).

M. Murat, Y. Gefen, and Y. Imry, Phys. Rev. B 34, 659 (1986).

14). Xia, Phys. Rev. B 45, 3593 (1992).

A, D. Stone and Y. Imry, Phys. Rev. Lett. 56, 189 (1986).

829 Low Temp. Phys. 23 (10), October 1997

6B, Pannetier, J. Chaussy, R. Rammal, and P. Gandit, Phys. Rev. Lett. 53,
718 (1984).

17D, J. Bishop, J. C. Licini, and G. J. Dolan, Appl. Phys. Lett. 46, 1000
(1985).

8D, A. Browne, J. P. Carini, K. A. Muttalib, and S. R. Nagel, Phys. Rev. B
30, 6798 (1984). i

9B, L. Al'tshuler, A. G. Aronov, and B. Z. Spivak, Pis’'ma Zh. Eksp. Teor.
Fiz. 33, 101 (1981) [ JETP Lett. 33, 94 (1981)]

205, Washburn, H. Schmid, D. Kern, and R. A. Webb, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59,
1791 (1987).

2Lp. G. N. de Verger, G. Timp, P. M. Mankiewich et al., Phys. Rev. B 40,
3491 (1989).

2 A, Yacoby, M. Heiblum, D. Mahalu, and H. Shtrikhman, Phys. Rev. Lett.
74, 4047 (1995).

ZM. Bttiker, IBM J. Res. Dev. 32, 317 (1988).

24C. J. B. Ford, A. B. Fowler, J. M. Hong et al., Surf. Sci. 229, 307 (1990).

B A, Yacoby, R. Schuster, and M. Heiblum, Phys. Rev. B 53, 9583 (1996).

%R, Landauer, IBM J. Res. Dev. 1, 223 (1957).

2TM. V. Moskalets, Fiz. Nizk. Temp. 23, 425 (1997) [ Low Temp. Phys. 23,
312 (1997).

24, Schmid, in Proceedings of the 8th European Congress on Electron
Microscopy, Budapest, Hungary (1984).

A, Yacoby, M. Heiblum, V. Umansky et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 3149
(1994).

%0B. S. Andereck and E. Abrahams, J. Phys. C 13, L383 (1980).

813, M. Mao, Y. Huang, and J. M. Zhou, J. Appl. Phys. 73, 1853 (1993).

32G. Hackenbroich and H. A. Weidenmiiller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 110
(1996).

3G. Hackenbroich and H. A. Weidenmiiller, Phys. Rev. B 53, 16379
(1996).

Translated by R. S. Wadhwa

M. V. Moskalets 829




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /FRA <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for improved printing quality. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308000200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e30593002537052376642306e753b8cea3092670059279650306b4fdd306430533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e30593002>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


