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Conductance uctuations and weak localization in chaotic quantum dots
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W e study the conductance statistical features of ballistic electrons ow ing through a chaotic
quantum dot. W e show how the tem perature a ects the universal conductance uctuations by
analyzing the n uence of dephasing and them al sm earing. This leads us to two m ain ndings.
First, we show that the energy correlations in the tranam ission, which were overlooked so far, are
In portant for calculating the variance and higher m om ents of the conductance. Second, we show
that there is an am biguity in the m ethod of detem ination of the dephasing rate from the size of
the of the weak localization. W e nd that the dephasing tin es obtained at low tem peratures from

quantum dots are underestin ated.

A very striking experim entalevidence of universal sta—
tisticalbehavior due to quantum coherence and com plex—
iy in electronic ballistic transport was recently reported
by Huibers and collaborators 'E:]. They m easured the
conductance G through a chaotic quantum dot at am all
bias and low tem peratures as a function of an applied
m agnetic eld and the quantum dot shape. For such de—
vices, where the quantum coherence length ‘' and the
system size L are such that L, the conductance
is expected to param etrically display m esoscopic uctu-
ations. E_Z] To characterize the latter, due to the system
com plexiy, a detailed m icroscopic theory is neither fea—
sible nor practical. Hence, the indicated theoretical ap—
proach should be statistical and tailorm ade to give the
experin ental accessible statistical m easures such as the
conductance distrbution P (G ), conductance autocorre—
lation functions, etc.. For ballistic chaotic quantum dots
such approach is provided by the random m atrix theory
RM T).Indeed, the agreem ent betw een the conductance
distrbutions P (G) obtained in Ref. {i] and the corre-
soonding stochastic theory, tumed this experim ent into
a paradigm of the statistical approach. i_ﬂ,:ff]

E arly experin ents E&',’é] revealed an unexpected aspect
to that system s, nam ely that even at low tem peratures
the conductance uctuations signi cantly deviate from
the predictions of the sin plest random m atrix m odels
ij,é]. M ore speci cally, we are referring to the suppres—
sion of the weak localization peak, which represents the

rst quantum correction to the classical picture, and to
the conductance variance var(G ). T he early works were
In proved and converged to the understanding that even
a small Joss in quantum coherence E_Si] a ects dram ati-
cally the statistical ocbservables 'gl]. At the quantitative
Jevel, som e features of the experin entaldata still rem ain
unexplained.

Themain ndingspresented in this letter are two-fold.
F irst, using an altemative statisticalapproach we explain
the discrepancy between theory and experin ent iIn Ref.

E}] for var(G ). This result has in portant consequences
for recent predictions of var(G ) in sin ilar system s. [_1-9']
Second, we show that there is an ambiguiy in the way
the dephasing rates are extracted from the weak local-
ization experin entaldata in open chaotic quantum dots
so far. i_l-}'{:_l-S] W ihin our statistical m odel we propose
a di erent m ethod, which indicates that the dephasing
rates quoted in the literature {_1-2_5] are overestin ated.

The conductance G = (e?=h)g through a two-Jead
quantum dot is related to the tranam ission, and hence
to the S m atrix, by the Landauer form ula

L1 E;X)= Pra E ;X )F: 1)
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b2 2
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Here g is the din ensionless conductance, T,; isthe trans—
m ission of an electron scattered from the incom ing lead
1 to the outgoing lad 2, and the labels of the corre-
soonding scattering m atrix S indicate the open channels
located at each lad. X is a generic param eter such as
a gate volage, which shapes the dot, or an extemal ap—
plied m agnetic eld B . T he applicability ofthe Landauer
form ula assum es full quantum coherent transport.
Them ale ectsm odify Eq. (:14') In di erentways. F irst,
and m ost interesting, by increasing the tem perature the
dynam ics in the dot changes, m aking the coherent single—
particle description of the process less realistic. T he rich
physics Involved attracted a lot of attention and a lively
debate lately [_iﬁi,:_iﬁ] O ne way to inclide such dephasing
processes in the theory is provided by the Buttikker phe-
nom enological m odel i_Q]. This approach is rem arkably
successful and its use becam e custom ary in the treat-
m ent of conductance uctuation in chaotic dots. {_l-§ {:_L-E_i']
Tt Introduces a cticious voltage probe lead , through
which there is no net current ow, but allow s for elec—

trons to random ize their phases at the reservoir .Asa
result the dim ensionless conductance reads
T, T ;
g Ei;X)=Tunt+t ———; @)

T, + T,
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where the argumentsE and X are mplictto T .

Tem perature also a ects the conductance in another
(rather trivial) m anner: the electrons ow ing through a
quantum dot are them ally distributed, yielding

Z
Gix)=S @wgex) O @)
14 h g 14 @E 14
where £ fl+ exp[E )=T lg! is the Ferm idistri

bution finction and  is the chem ical potential of the
dot. It should be em phasized that In ournotation g ac-
counts sokly for dephasing, while G is a ected both by
dephasing and the an earing of the Fem i surface.

Let us consider the sin plest statistical m easures of
P (G), namely the m ean conductance s i and is vari-
ance var(G ). In experin ents I i is obtained by varying

and/or X , whereas in theory one takes a suitable en—
sam ble averaging over g . Actually, from Eg. 6) it is
evident that G i = (e2=h)hg i. The inspection of the
conductance autocorrelation fiinction

C®=1(;Xx")G6(;x )i I (;x)f )
whereX = X x=2, reveals that the relation between

var(G)E C (0)] and var(g ) is obtained from f_l@l]

et 21 al ro 1o
C = — d!c (! ;x)— 2T shh —
&) h 1 ( )dT 2T
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wherec (! ;x) isthe dim ensionless conductance autocor-

relation fiinction de ned by

c(;x)= g E";XT)g € ;X ) i (©

withE =E 1=2.

So far all theoretical studies [1i8,16{18] ain ing to de-
scribe P (G ) used the inform ation theoretical approach.
M ore speci cally, one nds the ensemble of S m atrices
that m axin izes the inform ation entropy and ful 1ls the
sym m etries and other constraints of the physical system
under consideration. This procedure is very am enable
for the analytical calculation of P (g ) (@t xed E and
X ) but has the lm itation of lacking param etric corre—
lations (either for E nor for X ) between m em bers of
the ensemble. This ingredient is of central im portance
In obtaining the variance and higher m om ents of G as
Indicated by Eq. ("§) . To circum vent this problem Ref.
'E}] Introduced an heuristic procedure of sm earing P G ),
which underestin atesvar(G) -,=varG) -1.

W e use the Ham iltonian approach to the statistical S —
m atrix Instead E(_]'] Both fram ew orks are equivalent for
the calculation of var(g ) [_21;], but not orvarG). The
resonant S-m atrix is given by

1
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where H is taken as a member of the Gaussian or-
thogonal (uniary) ensemble for system s where time—
reversal symm etry is m anifest (absent). For sin plic—
ity we take the case of N open channels at each lead.
Since the H m atrix, of dim ension M , is statistically in—
variant under orthogonal ( = 1) or unitary ( = 2)
transform ations, the statistical properties of S depend
only on the m ean resonance spacing determ ined by H

and on W , the coupling m atrix elem ents between res-
onances and channels. Those enter the theory through
Ve= 2@ YW )oc=M ) contained in the so called stick-
ing coe cientsP .= 4y.=(+ y.)?. T he Jater quantify the
tranan ission through a given channels ¢, being m axim al
for P = 1. By assum ing the channels to be equivalent
we can drop the index c. For open quantum dots the
tranam ission is large and consequently it is assum ed that
P 1. In addition, we consider N open channels at the
volage probe lad, each of them wih a sticking coe —
cient p. The loss of phase coherence is m odeled by the
sihgle param eterP = pN ,wih N 1 [_1§'].The]ater
can be converted in a dephasing w idth = P =2,
from which the dephasingtine = h=  isextracted.

In this approach the param etric correlations are auto—
m atically taken into acoount, but due to technicalreasons
it is very di cul to proceed analytically, unless N 1
and = 2 [I9]. O n theotherhand, num ericalsin ulations
can be in plem ented straightforw ardly. For each realiza-
tion of H we invert the propagator and com pute S for
values close to the center of the band, E = 0, where the

is approxin ately constant. The dim ension of H was

xed to be M = 200, taken as a com prom ise between
having a reasonable wide energy window to work with
and not slow ing too much the com putation. For each
case under consideration we obtained good statistics for
P (g )andc (!;x)wih 10* realizations.

W e nd that for the case of experin ental interest,
N = 1and P & 0, the num erically com puted din en—
sionless autocorrelation function ¢ (! ;x) is quite sim ilar
to the one ob_tajpeq in the sam iclassicalregine N 1)
andP = 0 [192423], nam ely

var(@ )
' : 8
¢ U T o Fr 0= )7 ©
Our results, shown forthe = lcaseinFig.d ( = 2

gives essentially the sam e agreem ent), scale according to

P
= 0+—=2— 2NP+— (9)

and X . = 2NP + P ,where issystem spoeci cand
depends on the kind of param etric variation. It is worth
m entioning that ©rP = 0 there is additionalwork 4]
show ing that Eqg. zg) is a good approxin ation forany N .
For sin plicity we take P = 1 for them om ent.



1 1 1
>
(@)
N
o]
=
=)
x
VS-
(@]
1
>
o (b) +
) B
=
51 L
S
> L
o .
4 O X N L
00 — T T " T " T T 1 — +
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25 3.0
w/l
FIG.1l. Ratio between the din ensionless conductance au-
tocorrelation function ¢ (x;!) and its variance ¢ (0;0) as a
function of @) x=X.wih ! = Oand ) != wihx= 0. The

solid line stands for the result ofEq. (}_;),where as the num er-
ical sinulations forP = 1:0;2:0;3:0; and 4.0 are represented
by the symbols ;2; ;and 4 respectively.

T he approxin ation forc (! ;x) given by Eg. ('g_) allow s
for an analytical evaluation of C (x) in Eq. @) [19]

C &) = eT z 2var(g )Xl n . 10)
h B2+ 1 37
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FIG.2. Ratio between var(G) and var(g ) (n unis of
e4=h2) as a function of T= . The sum in Eqg. (:_L-Q:) is of slow
m onotonic convergence. The thick solid line gives the con-—
verged result, while the two thin ones stand for evaliation of
the rsttwoand vetem softhe sum . The dotted line is the
approxin ation given by Eq. Qi:) .

where g = x=X .. ForC (0) = var(G ), the above expres—-
sion is nicely approxim ated W ithin 15% ) by

&2 var (g )

C)= — - = 11
varG) h 1+ 2T= a1

as shown In Fig. :g In Eq. {_1-1:) the dependence of
var(G ) on is In plicit in both var( ) and . Figure
:_3 show s that these considerations reconcile the theory
w ith the experin entaldata. T he inform ation theoretical
approach underestin ates the ratiovarG ) -,/varG) -1
because i lacks the tem perature correction given by
1+ 2T= _,)=(1+ 2T= _1). Notice that we do not
Introduce any addiional tting param eter in our theory.
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FIG.3. Ratlo var(G) -,/var(G) -1 as a function of P
The dashed lne stands for the Infomm ation theoretical ap-
proach Interpolation form ula, while the circles ( ) are the ex—
perin ental data, and the solid line is our resul.

W e now sw itch our attention to the question ofhow to
determm ine the dephasing rate In open chaotic quantum
dots. There are three m ain proposed strategies f_Z-g;,:_l-]_:]
Let us start addressing the one based on the weak lo—
calization peak. As shown G i= (?=h)hy i, allow s one
to read the average dim ensionless conductance directly
from the em piricaldata. In tum, provided that the leads
are ideal P = 1), the weak localization peak, de ned as

g=hgi-;

is in direct relation to . [L4] The problem isthat in ac-
tualexpermentsP < 1. Thus, g isa function not only
of butofP aswell. An inspection ofF ig. 4, obtained
from our sinulations orN = 1, showsthatby xing g
(as obtained from the experim ent) and decreasing P by
a an all factor always increases P . The e ect becom es
an all for P 1, but is rather large for P 1. In this
situation, reducing P by 5% decreases P by as much
as 100% . The dephasing tin e Increases accordingly.

hgi-; 1z)



Hence, gdoesnotuniquely xesP . Thisambiguity can
by elin inated by using the experimentalhg i for =1
and 2 to x both coe cientsP and P . The data from
Ref. 'E_J'] indicate that the correction to P is signi cant.
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FIG .4. Contour plot of the weak localization peak g asa
function ofthe coe cientsP and P forN = 1.

There are two other m ethods to extract from ex—
perin ents dealing w ith chaotic quantum dots. Both are
related and rely on the study of the param etric depen-
dence of the conductance. Based on a sam iclassicalargu—
ment f_2-§'], it was proposed that the study ofthe conduc—
tance autocorrelation as a function of an extemalm ag—
netic ed, C & = B=B.), has a sin ple dependence on

,namely B.= o0)> = @NP + P ). (©ur numeri
cal results support this relation, as depicted in Fig. -r_]:.)
By measuring B (T ) one can thus obtaln (). The
problem here is that C (®) changes its functional depen—
dence when going from the T to the T Iim it
fld], which can ‘opardize the detem ination of B, for
T . A tematively, the width of the Lorentzian dip
of the average conductance around B = 0, can also be
ussdhg B)i=hy i ., g=[+ ®B=R.)?]:Both meth—
ods were recently shown to give consistent results w ith
the weak localization one, at least for T (1. This
is In apparent contradiction with our clain that there
is an ambiguiy in the weak localization peak m ethod.
However, di erences are only expected for am all values
ofP , where the param etricm ethods w ere not em ployed.
M oreover, snce N = 1 and P lgveB./ 2+P,
the latter becom e evidently inaccurate for P 1.

In conclusion, we presented a detailed statistical study
ofconductance uctuations in chaotic quantum dots. W e
solved the only serious discrepancy between theory and
experin ent, giving a stronger support to the statisti-
cal approach Incorporating dephasing. In addition, we
pointed out som e problem s in the quantitative assertion

of from the data, and propose an altemative solution.
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