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W epresenta re�ned sem iclassicalapproach to theLandauerconductanceand K uboconductivity of

clean chaoticm esoscopicsystem s.W edem onstrateforsystem swith uniform ly hyperbolicdynam ics

thatincludingo�-diagonalcontributionstodoublesum soverclassicalpathsgivesaweak-localization

correction in quantitative agreem ent with results from random m atrix theory. W e further discuss

the m agnetic �eld dependence.Thissem iclassicaltreatm entaccountsforcurrentconservation.
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Am ong the prom inentwave phenom ena which consti-

tute m esoscopic behavior of sm allphase-coherent con-

ductors,weaklocalization(W L)representsonekeym ech-

anism . This quantum e�ect shows up as a decrease in

the average conductivity with respect to the classical

one.W L,originallyobserved forlightand electron waves

in disordered sam ples,hasbeen extensively studied dur-

ing the lastdecade forelectronsin ballistic conductors,

i.e.m esoscopic cavitiesorquantum dotswhere the elas-

tic m ean free path is considerably larger than the sys-

tem size. W L is attributed to constructive interference

ofelectron waves which are either coherently backscat-

tered from im puritiesin disordered system sorm ultiply

re
ected atthe boundariesofballistic devices.

In describing ballistictransportsem iclassicalm ethods

haveattracted m uch interest,sincetheyestablish adirect

link between quantum transportpropertiesand features

ofthe corresponding classicaldynam ics,e.g.chaotic,in-

tegrable, or m ixed behaviour [1,2]. This was dem on-

strated for clean m icrostructures in a sem inalsem iclas-

sicalapproach [3]to the average re
ection in the Lan-

dauerfram ework:the W L peak pro�le (asa function of

a m agnetic�eld)wasshown to beLorentzian forchaotic

system s, probing in an im pressive way the im print of

theclassicaldynam icson a m easured quantum e�ect[4].

However,while the line shape ofthe W L peak agreed

with resultsfrom random m atrix theory (RM T),theap-

proach turned out to be inadequate to give the correct

W L m agnitudeforballisticsystem s,contrarytothedi�u-

sivecase[5].Thislong-lastingproblem to sem iclassically

obtain the correct leading-order quantum correction to

the conductance is related to the so-called diagonalap-

proxim ation used. It is based on the consideration ofa

restricted classofpairsofpathsbuiltfrom each backscat-

tered orbitand itstim e-reversed partner,which m oreover

violates current conservation [6]. Sim ilarly,W L is not

captured in a related sem iclassicalapproach to theK ubo

conductivity ofballisticsystem s[7].

The possible relevance of pairs of non-identical

backscattered paths,di�ering slightly in theirinitialdi-

rections,was �rst pointed out by Argam an [8]. Later,

Aleinerand Larkin[9]approachedtheproblem ofballistic

W L usingboth,perturbation theory and supersym m etri-

calm ethodsto derivea RM T resultfortheconductance.

However,their techniques stillrely on the presence of

quantum scatterers(to regularizetheLiouvilleoperator)

and strictly speaking do not treat the case ofa clean,

disorderfree,system .Theirapproach wassem iclassically

interpreted in Ref.[10]arguing that di�raction-induced

sm allanglescattering isrelevantforballisticW L.

Herewepresentan adequate,current-conservingsem i-

classicaltreatm entofthe problem to quantitatively de-

scribetheaveragequantum conductancein clean chaotic

system s without relying on any di�raction or im purity

scattering e�ects. W e consider the leading-order o�-

diagonalcontribution in a sem iclassicalloop expansion

ofthe Landauerconductance. The relevanto�-diagonal

term s consist ofpairs oforbits which are very close al-

m osteverywhere(in con�guration space),and di�eronly

in whetherthey undergo oravoid a self-intersection with

sm allcrossing angle[11].O urresultsarestrictly derived

forchaoticsystem swith uniform ly hyperbolicdynam ics,

butrelated resultsforballisticcavitiesindicate[14]that

they apply to generalchaoticsystem s.

W e �rstcom pute sem iclassicalconductance contribu-

tionsbeyondthediagonalapproxim ationin theLandauer

fram ework and later return to the corresponding prob-

lem in theK ubo form alism .Considera two-dim ensional,

classically chaotic clean cavity with two leads ofwidth

w(w 0)attached thatsupportN (N 0)open channels.The

Landauerform ula forthe conductanceG then reads[15]

G (E ;B )= 2
e2

h

N
0

X

n= 1

N
X

m = 1

jtnm (E ;B )j
2
: (1)

Here tnm (E ;B ) denotes the transition am plitude be-

tween incom ing and outgoing channels m and n at en-

ergy E in the presence ofa m agnetic �eld B . W e �rst

considerthe case oftim e-reversalsym m etry,B = 0,and

return to the B -dependence ofW L later. W e assum e

that the ergodic tim e is m uch sm aller than the escape

tim e � ofthe cavity and thatcontributionsfrom direct,

lead-connecting processes are negligible. Then the fol-

lowing RM T results for the transm ission and re
ection

am plitudeshold which wegiveforlaterreference[16,17]:
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jtnm j
2 =

1

N + N 0+ 1
=

1

N + N 0

1
X

k= 0

�

� 1

N + N 0

�k

; (2)

jrnm j
2 =

1+ �nm

N + N 0+ 1
=
1+ �nm

N + N 0

1
X

k= 0

�

� 1

N + N 0

�k

: (3)

O urconductancecalculation isbased on the sem iclas-

sicalrepresentation oftransm ission am plitudes[18],

tnm ’ �

r

�~

2ww 0

X


(�n;�m )

�
 exp[(i=~)S
]

jcos�0�n cos��m M



21j
1=2

: (4)

The sum runs over all lead-connecting trajectories 


which enter into the cavity at (x;y) with an angle

sin� �m = �m �=(kw) and exit the cavity at (x0;y0) with

angle sin� �n = �n�=(kw0),where �n = � n,and p = ~k is

the m om entum ,see Fig.1(a).In Eq.(4),S
 isthe clas-

sicalaction,M



21 an elem entofthe stability m atrix,and

�
 = sgn(�n)sgn(�m )exp[i�(�m y=w � �ny0=w 0� �
=2+ 1=4)]

isa phasefactorwhere�
 containstheM orseindex.An

expression correspondingto Eq.(4)holdstrueforrnm in

term sofpathsre
ected back.

TheLandauerEq.(1)containsproductstnm t
�

nm which

sem iclassically am ounts to evaluate double sum s over

an in�nite num ber oftrajectory pairs. In a treatm ent

of the energy-averaged conductance m ost pairs, con-

sisting of orbits with uncorrelated actions, will cancel

each other upon sum m ation. The existing sem iclassi-

cal approach [3] is based on the diagonal approxim a-

tion,whereonly pairsofidenticalorbitsororbitsrelated

to each other by tim e inversion are taken into account.

Then thephasefactorsfrom Eq.(4)cancel,and onehas

jtnm j
2
diag

= �~=(2ww0)
P


(�n;�m )
jcos�0�n cos��m M




21j
� 1.

Firstwe give an alternative furtherevaluation ofthis

expression em ploying the sum rule [19,20]

X


(y0;�0
n
;y;�m )

�(T � T
)

jM



21j
’
cos�0n cos�m

�(E )
dydy0 �(T): (5)

Thesum runsoverallorbitswith periodsT
,which begin

and end in intervalsdy0and dyaround y0and ywith �xed

orientationsoftheinitialand �nalvelocities.�(E )isthe

energysurfacein phasespace;�(E )= 2�m A forbilliards

ofarea A. The factor �(T) � exp(� T=�) (for T ! 1 )

accountsfortheexponentiallossofparticleswith velocity

vwhich escapethrough theopeningscharacterizedbythe

escaperate

1

�
=
v(w + w 0)

A�
=

~

m A
(N + N

0): (6)

Upon applying the sum rule (5)to the diagonalcontri-

bution,integrating overthe lead crosssections,and in-

cluding a factor4 foreach tupel(�n;�m )one �ndsforthe

transm ission coe�cientofan ergodicsystem

jtnm j
2
diag = 4

�~=2

2�m A

Z

dT e
� T =� =

1

N + N 0
: (7)

Correspondingly, the quantum re
ection coe�cient

readsin the diagonalapproxim ation

jrnm j
2
diag =

1

N + N 0
+

�nm

N + N 0
: (8)

The sem iclassicalevaluation atthislevelyieldsthe (k=

0)-term oftheRM T result(2,3).Notethattheuseofthe

sum rule(5)allowsustocom puteindividualtransm ission

and re
ection coe�cients,whileRef.[3]givesresultsonly

forthe entireclassicaltransm ission and re
ection.

Sum m ing the �rst term in Eq.(8) over allchannels

yieldstheclassicalre
ection R = N 2=(N + N 0).These-

cond term in Eq.(8)arisesfrom contributionsto jrnnj
2

from backscattered orbitspaired with theirtim e-reversed

partners (elastic enhancem ent). This gives rise to the

diagonalcontribution to W L,�Rdiag = N =(N + N 0),as

derived in [3].In thelim itN = N 0! 1 onehas�Rdiag =

1=2,deviating from the RM T result�RR M T = 1=4.
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FIG .1. Sketch ofan o�-diagonaltrajectory pairform ed by

a self-intersecting classicalorbit(solid line)with sm allcross-

ing angle " and a neighboring orbit(dashed)di�ering m ainly

in theregion around theself-intersection.Thepathsrepresent

orbitswith m any re
ectionsatthe system boundaries.They

contributetothequantum transm ission (a)and re
ection (b).

In the following we go beyond the diagonalapprox-

im ation and consider pairs of di�erent trajectories as

sketched in Fig.1 in coordinatespace.They consistofa

long,self-intersectingorbit(solid linein Fig.1a),b))with

sm allcrossingangle"form inga closed loop and a second

orbit in its close vicinity (dashed line). The two orbits

follow the two open trajectory segm ents,beginning and

endingat(exponentially)closepointsatthelead m ouths,

in the sam e butthe loop in opposite direction. G iven a

self-intersecting orbit with sm all" we showed that the

neighbouring orbit indeed exists by linearizing the m o-

tionin itsvicinity[19].Theactiondi�erence�S(")ofthe

two orbitsiscom puted by expanding the action around

the self-intersecting orbit up to second order. The re-

sulting form ula for�S,expressed through the elem ents

ofthe stability m atrices for the loop and the two open

segm ents,is ratherinvolved. Hence,we willfocus from

now on onto chaotic system s with uniform ly hyperbolic

dynam ics characterized by a single Lyapunov exponent

� and no conjugatepoints.O ne then �nds[19]

�S(")�
p2"2

2m �
: (9)
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Since a partner orbit is associated with each self-

intersection with sm allcrossing angle,we com pute the

conductance contribution from allsuch orbit pairs by

�rst sum m ing for each orbit 
(�n;�m ) over all " self-

intersections and �nally by integrating over ". Using

Eq. (9) for the action di�erences occuring in tnm t
�

nm

(with tnm from Eq.(4))and the sum rule (5)one �nds

forthis‘loop’contribution

jtnm j
2
loop ’

�~

ww 0

X


(�n;�m )

�(T � T
)

jcos�0�n cos��m M



21j
I(";T)

’
2~

m A

Z

dTe� T =�I(";T) (10)

with

I(";T)= Re

Z �

0

d"P (";T)exp

�

ip2"2

2~m �

�

: (11)

In the sem iclassicallim it(~ ! 0)the contribution from

sm allanglesisdom inant.In Eq.(11),thedensityP (";T)

ofself-crossingswith angle " for a long orbit oftim e T

can beexpressed asan integraloverallloops,associated

with the self-crossings,with tim esTm in(")< t< T:

P (";T)’ 2m v2
Z T

Tm in(")

dt(T � t)sin(")perg ; (12)

where perg = 1=(2�m A) is the ergodic classicalreturn

probability. The lowercuto� accountsforthe factthat,

owing to the exponentialdivergence ofneighboring or-

bitsin a hyperbolic system ,a m inim um tim e Tm in(")is

required toform aclosed loop from twotrajectoriesstart-

ingatthecrossingwith initialangulardi�erence".Hence

Tm in(") can be estim ated from c ’ "exp(�Tm in(")=2)

with coforder�.Detailed num ericaland analyticalstud-

ies[12]have shown thatthisindeed holdstrue and that

the num berofcrossingsforT ! 1 isgiven by

P (";T)d"�
T 2v2

�A

sin"

2

�

1� 2
Tm in(")

T

�

d" (13)

with Tm in(") = � (2=�)log("=c). The integral(11)over

the leading-order T 2 term in Eq.(13) is purely im agi-

nary,and thus its contribution vanishes. However,the

contribution to I(";T) ofthe second,logarithm ic term

in Eq.(13)is�nite and gives� (~=2m A)T,independent

of�.W e then obtain from Eq.(10)

jtnm j
2
loop ’ �

�

~

m A

�2Z

dTTe� T =� =
� 1

(N + N 0)2
: (14)

Hence,thelack ofshortloopswith t< Tm in(")givesrise

to a negativequantum correction to the transm ission.

Correspondingly,we�nd fortheloop correction to the

re
ection coe�cient

jrnm j
2
loop = �

1+ �nm

(N + N 0)2
: (15)

Here,asforthediagonalcontribution (8),backscattering

into the sam echannelistwiceasprobable.

Sum m ing overallinitialand �nalchannelswe obtain

for the leading-order quantum transm ission and re
ec-

tion �Tloop = � N N0=(N + N 0)2 and �Rloop = � N (N +

1)=(N + N 0)2.ForN ;N 0� 1 wehave�Rdiag + �Rloop ’

N N 0=(N + N 0)2 = � �Tloop.Thisim pliesconservation of

the averagecurrentin the sem iclassicallim it.Consider-

ing o�-diagonalterm s allows us to sem iclassically com -

pute W L corrections consistently either in transm ission

or re
ection. They precisely coincide with the RM T re-

sult�TR M T = � 1=4 forN = N0! 1 .Com parison with

the RM T results for �nite N ;N 0 suggests that the kth

orderterm s in Eqs.(2,3)correspond to sem iclassicalk-

loop contributions;the diagonalterm sare considered as

0-loop and the orbitsin Fig.1 as1-loop term s.

Since the closed loops form ed by the o�-diagonalor-

bitpairsare traversed in opposite directions,see Fig.1,

these orbitsacquirean additionalaction orphasedi�er-

ence in the presence ofa weak m agnetic �eld B due to

the 
ux enclosed. Fora uniform perpendicular�eld the

action di�erenceis4�A B =�0,whereA isthearea ofthe

loopsand �0 the
ux quantum .W eassum ethatthedis-

tribution p(t;A )ofenclosed areasfortrajectoriesoftim e

tisG aussian with a system speci�c param eter�,

p(t;A )’
1

p
2�t�

exp

�

�
A 2

2t�

�

: (16)

This is usually wellful�lled for chaotic system s [1{3].

For �nite B -�elds we have to perform an additional

integration of the �eld-induced phase di�erences over

the area distribution:
R
1

� 1
dA p(t;A )cos(4�A B =�0) =

exp(� t=tB ),with the m agnetic tim e tB = (4��B =�0)
� 2:

Up to tim escalesTm in(")a negligible 
ux isenclosed by

loopswith sm allcrossing angles. W e considerthis by a

respectivetim eshiftwhen inserting exp(� t=tB )into the

integral(12)overloop lengths:

PB (";T) (17)

’
v2

�A
sin"

Z T

Tm in(")

dt(T � t)e� [t� Tm in(")]=tB

�
v2t2

B

�A
sin"

�

T

tB
� 1+

Tm in(")

tB
(e� T =tB � 1)+ :::

�

:

In Eq.(17)we used Tm in(")� tB . Thiscorrespondsto

the originalassum ption,Tm in(") � �,in the range of

interest,� � tB . O nly the term linear in Tm in(") con-

tributes to the integral(11),and we eventually obtain,

aftercom putingtheT-integral(10),aLorentzian�eld de-

pendence ofthe transm ission coe�cient:jtnm (B )j
2
loop

’

jtnm (0)j
2
loop=(1 + �=tB ),A corresponding result applies

to jrnm (B )j
2
loop.Thiscoincideswith the Lorentzian W L

lineshape obtained in the diagonal approxim ation [3],

m aking clear why the diagonalterm s already qualita-

tively accountfor the W L peak pro�le. The entire W L

3



correction from the diagonal and o�diagonal (1-loop)

contribution then reads,in term s ofthe classicalre
ec-

tion and transm ission coe�cientsr cl and tcl,

�R(B )’
tclrcl

1+ �=tB
: (18)

O urre�ned sem iclassicalapproach to theLandauercon-

ductanceyieldsthecorrectW L m agnitudeandlineshape.

The Kubo conductivity reads, in term s of advanced

(retarded) G reen functions G � (r;r0;E ) (for a system

of area A), � = � [e2~=(4�A)]Trfv̂x�G v̂ x�G g; with

�G = G + � G� .Thetraceissem iclassicallyevaluated in

position representation by approxim atingtheproductsof

G reen functionsinvolved through doublesum soverclas-

sicalphase-carryingpaths.Pairingidenticalorbitsin the

diagonalapproxim ation leadsto the classicalK ubo con-

ductivity [2,7,8]; o�-diagonalterm s are again required

to com pute W L for chaotic system s. As a prototype of

an extended clean chaotic system consider,e.g.,a two-

dim ensionalLorentz gas. This hasbeen experim entally

realized byregulararraysordisorderedensem blesofanti-

dotsin two-dim ensionalsem iconductorheterostructures

[21].Theantidotsactasclassicalscatterersgivingriseto

di�usivem otion on long tim e scales,whilethe dynam ics

forinterm ediatetim esisgoverned by chaoticscattering.

O ur sem iclassicaltreatm ent of W L is based on o�-

diagonalpairsofpathswhich havem uch in com m on with

theorbitsdiscussed above(Fig.1(b)):they consistofone

longself-intersectingtrajectorybeingbackscattered after

m ultiplebounceswith antidotswith nearly oppositem o-

m entum and a neighboring orbitwhich followsthe loop

form ed by the�rstin oppositedirection.A carefultreat-

m entofthe conductivity trace integralforsuch pairsof

backscattered paths (involving again cuto� tim es loga-

rithm icin thecrossingangle)givesrisetoanon-vanishing

negativequantum contribution �� atB = 0 [19].

ThisW L correction forchaotic system swith classical

scatterersturnsouttocoincidewith thatfrom disordered

system swith quantum im purity scattering.W e �nd

�� ’ � (e2=�h)ln(t�=tel); (19)

where t� is the phase-coherence tim e and tel the elastic

scattering tim e due to re
ectionsatthe antidots.Di�u-

sive m otion on long tim e scales,accounted forin a sum

rule sim ilar to Eq.(5),is re
ected in the ln. Eq.(19)

coincides with the result ofRef.[9]for antidot system s

when t� islargecom pared to the Ehrenfesttim e.

Theapproach abovecan begeneralized to treatlinear-

responsefunctionsofotherobservables[19].

To conclude,a sem iclassicaltreatm entbeyond the di-

agonalapproxim ation is appropriate to com pute quan-

tum corrections to the average conductance in clean

chaotic conductors, both in the Landauer and K ubo

fram ework. Chaotic classical dynam ics is responsible

fora logarithm ic angulardependence ofthe classicalre-

turn probability,respectively the loops involved,which

turnsoutto be crucialforcom puting weak localization.

Num ericalresults for billiards [14]show that this log"-

dependence holdstrue also fornonuniform ly hyperbolic

system sindicating thatthem echanism presented hereis

rathergeneral.A sem iclassicalevaluation ofhigher-order

loop correctionsisyettobeperform ed.W hilesuch term s

are not negligible for the spectralform factor,the one-

loop correctionsconsidered here play the dom inant r̂ole

forquantum transportin the m esoscopicregim e.
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