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We analyze conductance of a two-leg ladder connected with fermionic reservoirs, focusing on the
decoherence effect induced by the reservoirs. In the absence of decoherence the system exhibits
both bound states in continuum and Fano resonances. We found that the Fano resonances in
transmittance are robust against decoherence, at the same time decoherence prevents collapse of
resonances induced by bound states in continuum.

1. Resonant transmission is observed in a variety of
physical systems, including solid-state mesoscopic de-
vices. The effect of resonant transmissions for electrons
follows from Landauer’s theory which relates the system
conductance to the transmission probability for the Bloch
wave with a given Fermi quasimomentum[1, 2]. Yet,
in comparison with other systems such as, for example,
photonic crystals [3], resonant transmission in solids has
some peculiarities because there are no incident waves
but rather fermionic reservoirs with differing chemical
potentials that are connected to the device. The crucial
property of any reservoir is its non-unitary relaxation dy-
namics which brings the reservoir to the thermal equilib-
rium. This relaxation dynamics causes partial decoher-
ence of electron transporting states which, in its turn,
modifies the resonant transmission [4]. Until now, the
decoherence effect of reservoirs has been studied only for
systems with ordinary resonant transmission, where all
transmission peaks have a Lorentzian shape. It is the
aim of the present work to extend these studies onto the
extraordinary resonant transmission. In this work, our
model is a two-leg ladder shown in Fig. 1 which, along
with the ordinary resonances, exhibits Fano resonances
(FRs) and bound states in the continuum (BICs).

2. Let us start with the tight-binding Hamiltonian of
the two-leg ladder

Ĥ = −Jx

2

L−1∑
ℓ=1

(
â†

ℓ+1âℓ + b̂†
ℓ+1b̂ℓ

)
−Jy

2

L∑
ℓ=1

â†
ℓ b̂ℓ + h.c. (1)

where â†
ℓ and b̂†

ℓ, âℓ and b̂ℓ being fermionic creation and
annihilation operators at the ℓth site in the 1st and 2nd

FIG. 1. Scattering problem for the two-leg ladder weakly
(ϵ ≪ J) coupled to waveguides. Our control parameters will
be the energy E of the incoming wave and the ratio of the
ladder hopping matrix elements ξ = Jy/Jx.

leg of the ladder, Jx is hopping constant between sites
along the ladder and Jy is the hopping constant between
ladder legs. It is easy to show that the energy spectrum
of the Hamiltonian (1) is given by

En = −Jx cos
(

πn

L + 1

)
∓ Jy

2 . (2)

and wave functions are[
Ψℓ(n)
Ψ̃ℓ(n)

]
= 1√

L + 1
sin

(
πn

L + 1ℓ

) [
1

±1

]
. (3)

Notice that wave functions can be sorted into two groups
according to the symmetry Ψℓ(n) = ±Ψ̃ℓ(L − n + 1).

Next, we discuss the transmission probability for the
setup depicted in Fig. 1. The relative simplicity of the
system Eq. (1) allows us to find the scattering matrix of
the open ladder exactly [5, 6],

Sj,j′(E) = −δj,j′ − iϵ2| sin κ|
J

W †
j

1
Ĥeff − E

Wj′ , (4)

Ĥeff = Ĥ − ϵ2eiκ

2J

∑
j=L,R

WjW †
j . (5)

Here index j takes the values j = L, R, κ is the wave
vector of the incoming plane wave with the energy E =
−J cos κ, ϵ is the coupling constant, Ĥ is the single-
particle version of the Hamiltonian (1), and Wj are the
column vectors with one non-zero element that corre-
sponds to the ladder site connected to the waveguides.
Using Eqs. (4)-(5) we calculate the transmission ampli-
tude t(E) = SL,R(E) and plot the transmission probabil-
ity |t(E)|2 as a function of control parameters in Fig. 2.
Superimposed are the energy levels of the closed ladder
with the black and red colors referring to the even and
odd symmetry of the eigenfunctions. Of particular inter-
est in this figure are points in the vicinity of level cross-
ings (level crossing points) where one observes extraor-
dinary resonant transmission. Outside these regions one
has the ordinary resonant transmission where the trans-
mission probability is given by a sum of Lorentzians,

|t(E)|2 ≈
L∑

n=1

Γ2
n

Γ2
n + (E − En)2 , Γn = ϵ2

J
|Ψ1(n)Ψ̃L(n)| .

(6)
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FIG. 2. Transmission probability for the two-leg ladder as a
color map for ϵ = 0.4. Superimposed are energy levels of the
closed system where the black and red colors refer to odd and
even symmetry of the wave functions.

We stress that Eq. (6) implicitly assumes that the widths
of the neighboring resonances are less than the distance
between them. Clearly, this condition is violated at the
level crossing points which require a separate considera-
tion.

To obtain a solution for the transmission amplitude
in the vicinity of a level crossing point, we transform to
the eigenbasis (3) of the closed ladder and employ the
two-mode approximation. Within this approximation all
matrix elements of the Hamiltonian (5) are set to zero ex-
cept those associated with the two crossing levels. Then
the four relevant matrix elements are

Ĥ
(+)
eff =

[
(Em − eiκΓm) −eiκ

√
ΓnΓm

−eiκ
√

ΓnΓm (En − eiκΓn)

]
, (7)

if the levels belong to the same symmetry (the same
color), and

Ĥ
(±)
eff =

[
(Em − eiκΓm) 0

0 (En − eiκΓn)

]
(8)

in the opposite case. After some algebra, we have

t(+) = −| sin κ|
(

(En − E)Γn + (Em − E)Γm

(Em − E)(En − E) − eiκ(En − E)Γm − eiκ(Em − E)Γn

)
, (9)

and

t(±) = −| sin κ|
(

Γm

Em − E − eiκΓm
− Γn

En − E − eiκΓn

)
, (10)

Eqs. (9)-(10) describe two different scenarios of resonance
merging. In the first case two resonances merge into the
single resonance whose width shrinks to zero when we
approach the level crossing point, see Fig. 3(b). In the
second case, interacting resonances develop an avoided
crossing where the transmission amplitude is strictly zero
at the level crossing point, see Fig. 4(b). Thus, we have
either BIC or FR. We also mention that vanishing trans-
mission does not imply that the system is empty of car-
riers. The origin of zero transmission lies in the specific
current pattern. Namely, on approach the level cross-
ing point the directed flow of probability changes to the
vortex structure with two counter-rotating vortices, see
Fig. 5. This blocks the probability current through the
ladder.

To conclude this section, we remark on the coupling
geometry. Through the paper we consider the diago-
nal coupling, where the waveguides/leads are attached to
the upper-left and lower-right corners of the ladder. Of
course, one can also consider the geometries with waveg-
uides attached either to the upper or to lower leg of the
ladder. In the latter case, the transmission probability
looks similar to that shown in Fig. 2, but the BICs and

the FRs swap their positions. Thus, one can study both
BIC and FR focusing on the single point in the parame-
ter space (for example, E = 0 and ξ = 1) but changing
the geometry of coupling, that might be useful from the
experimental viewpoint.

3. To study the effect of the external, i.e. induced
by reservoirs, decoherence on the BICs and and the FRs
we employ the model introduced in Refs. [7–9]. In what
follows, we use a variant of the model from Refs. [4, 9]
where reservoirs are modeled by tight-binding rings of
the size M ,

Ĥr = −J

M∑
k=1

cos
(

2πk

M

)
b̂†

k b̂k , (11)

and the relaxation dynamics of reservoirs is mimicked by
the Lindblad drain and gain operators,

L̂(d)
j = γ

M∑
k=1

n̄k,j − 1
2

(
b̂†

k b̂kR̂ − 2b̂kR̂b̂†
k + R̂b̂†

k b̂k

)
, (12)

L̂(g)
j = −γ

M∑
k=1

n̄k,j

2

(
b̂k b̂†

kR̂ − 2b̂†
kR̂b̂k + R̂b̂k b̂†

k

)
,
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FIG. 3. Ladder conductance as the function of the control pa-
rameter ξ for ϵ = 0.2 and the Fermi energy corresponding to
BIC at (E, ξ) = (0, 1) (blue line), and Fermi energies detuned
from this level crossing point by ∆E = −0.02 (red line), and
∆E = −0.04 (yellow line). The left and right panels corre-
sponds to γ = 0.02 and γ = 0, respectively.

FIG. 4. The same as in Fig. 3 yet for the Fermi energy corre-
sponding to FR at (E, ξ) = (−0.0816, 0.6736).

FIG. 5. The current pattern for FR depicted by blue line in in
Fig. 4(b) in the vicinity of zero transmission point ξ = 0.673.
Notice that vortices abruptly change their rotation directions
at ξ = 0.673.

In Eqs.(11)-(12) b̂†
k and b̂k are the creation and annihila-

tion operators which create/annihilate a fermion in the
Bloch state with the quasimomentum κ = 2πk/M , R̂ is
the density matrix of the whole system, i.e. the ladder
and the rings, and γ is the relaxation rate to the Fermi-
Dirac distribution,

n̄k,j = 1
e−βj [J cos(2πk/M)+µj ] + 1

, (13)

which is parametrized by the chemical potential µj and
the temperature Tj = 1/βj of the respective reservoir.
For the sake of simplicity, we shall consider zero temper-
ature. Then the chemical potential coincides with the
Fermi energy.

We find the stationary solution of the master equation
for the density matrix R̂,

∂R̂
∂t

= −i[Ĥ, R̂] +
∑

j=L,R

(
L̂(g)

j + L̂(d)
j

)
, (14)

and calculate the current through the ladder depending
on the chemical potential difference ∆µ = µL−µR. Next,
considering the limits M → ∞ and ∆µ → 0 we calcu-
late the conductance σ = σ(E). The results obtained
are depicted in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 where they are com-
pared with the Landauer’s formula σ(E) = G|t(E)|2 with
G = 1/2π being the conductance quantum in the dimen-
sionless units. It is seen that in the case of ordinary
resonant transmission external decoherence broadens the
resonant peaks [4],

σ(E) ≈ 1
2π

L∑
n=1

Γn(Γn + γ/2)
(Γn + γ/2)2 + (E − En)2 . (15)

Equation (15) interpolates between the case γ = 0 where
the system is perfectly conducting at E = En, and the
case of large γ ≫ Γn, where the system conductance at
E = En is inverse proportional to γ.

The effect of external decoherence on extraordinary
resonant transmission is less trivial. In the BIC case, the
crucial observation is that the blue curve is also well ap-
proximated by Eq. (15). Thus, the external decoherence
prevents the collapse of resonances induced by a BIC.
This is not the case with the FR. It is seen Fig. 4(a) that
spectral feature, which leads to the Fano shape of the res-
onant peak a the level crossing point, survives external
decoherence.

4. Since the FRs are found to be resistant to a weak
decoherence it is interesting to consider the limit of strong
decoherence where the reservoir relaxation time τ ∼ 1/γ
is the smallest time scale of the problem. In this case,
the reduced density matrix of the system, R̂s = Trr[R̂],
can be shown to obey the following Markovian master
equation [10]

∂R̂s

∂t
= −i[Ĥs, R̂s] +

∑
ℓ=L,R

(
L̂(g)

ℓ + L̂(d)
ℓ

)
. (16)
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FIG. 6. The ladder conductance calculated on the basis of the
original model for the parameters justifying the Born-Markov
approximation: β = 1, ϵ = 0.2, γ = 10. The values of the
chemical potentials correspond to the mean particle densities
n̄L = 1 and n̄R = 0.5 in the left and right rings, respectively.
The dotted line is the result of Markovian master equation
(16) for γ̃ = ε2/γ = 0.004. The inset shows convergence to
the Markovian case as γ is increased.

In this equation the Lindblad drain and gain operators
have the form

L̂(d)
ℓ = γ̃

n̄ℓ − 1
2

(
ĉ†

ℓ ĉℓR̂s − 2b̂ℓR̂sĉ†
ℓ + R̂sĉ†

ℓ ĉℓ

)
,

L̂(g)
ℓ = −γ̃

n̄ℓ

2

(
ĉℓĉ

†
ℓR̂s − 2ĉ†

ℓR̂sĉℓ + R̂sĉℓĉ
†
ℓ

)
,

(17)

where ĉ†
ℓ and ĉℓ are the creation and annihilation opera-

tors that create/annihilate a fermion in the ladder site ℓ
which is connected to the respective reservoir, γ̃ = ϵ2/γ,
and n̄L and n̄R are particle densities in the left and right
reservoirs. Equation (16) is known in physical literature
as the boundary driven Fermi-Hubbard model and it has

analytical solutions in a number of important cases [11].
In particular, for the simple tight-binding chain the cur-
rent across the chain is given by the following simple
equation,

j̄ ∼ Jxγ̃

J2
x + γ̃2

n̄L − n̄R

2 . (18)

It is seen from the above equation that the current is
a monotonic function of the chain parameters and so is
the chain conductance. Namely, in the high-temperature
limit where the Fermi-Dirac distribution is almost flat we
have

σ = βn̄
Jxγ̃

J2
x + γ̃2 . (19)

We calculated current of the two-leg ladder in the Marko-
vian regime, see Fig. 6. As expected, no resonant peaks
that could be associated with ladder energy levels En are
visible. However, one observes a number of deeps that
are associated with the crossing of energy levels of dif-
ferent symmetry. Clearly, these deeps are remnants of
the FRs which are symmetry protected against external
decoherence.

5. We analyzed quantum transport of Fermi particles
through a finite length two-leg ladder connected to parti-
cles reservoirs with slightly different chemical potentials.
We focused on the extraordinary resonant transmission
effects known in the scattering theory as Fano resonances
and bound states in continuum (BIC). We showed that
the unavoidable decoherence effect induced by the reser-
voirs destroy the signatures of the BICs and transform
this extraordinary resonant transmission with collaps-
ing Fano feature into ordinary one with the Lorentzian
shapes of the resonant peaks. The Fano resonances, how-
ever, were found to be resistant to decoherence induced
by reservoirs. From the viewpoint of practical appli-
cations this means that the ladder conductance can be
changed from the maximally possible value to zero by
small variation of the ladder parameters.
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