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M agneto conductance oscillations periodic in  ux w ith periodicity

o and (=2 are seen In asym —

m etric A haronov-Bohm rings as a function of density of electrons or Fermm iw ave vector. D ephasing
of these oscillations is Incorporated using a sim ple approach of wave attenuation. In this work we

study how the excitation of the
fected by dephasing. O urresuls show that the

0=2 oscillations and the accom panying phase change of
0=2 oscillations survive incoherence, ie., dephasing,

are af-

albeit w ith reduced visbility while incoherence is also unable to obliterate the phase change of
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The (=2 periodicity was a puzzl In m esoscopig
physics in its early days. Am ong the rst experin ent&
which were purported to measure the m agneto resis-
tance oscillations In nom alm etal cylinders, cbserved, g

0=2 periodicity. However, theoretical calculationge#
on strictly one-dim ensional nom alm etal ballistic rings
argued that only ( periodicity should be observed. T he
experim ent which observed these (=2 oscillations were
backed by theoreticalw ork which predicted these based
on weak localization®® . I the recent works of P edersen,
etalp and Hansen, etal®, theAB e ect ;n a onedin en—
sionalG aA s=G ag.7A I 3A s ring at low m agnetic eldshas
been Investigated. In their work they observe the fiin—
dam ental ( periodicity in the m agneto-conductance as
expected. M oreover, as the density (In e ect the Fem i
energy) is varied they observe phase shifts of in the
m agneto conductance oscillations and (=2 periodicity
at particularvaliesofthe Fem ienergy. T hey have found
good agreem ent oftheir resultsw ith the com pletely phase
coherent transport theoryg of electrons In an asymm et—
ric Aharonov-Bohm ring in the sihgle channel regim e.
A symm etry ofthe AB ring was crucial in understanding
these observations. Sudh behaviorhas also been observed
In an earlier experim ent‘Eq, and has generated a lot of in—
terest in relation to the problem of phase m easurem ent.

T he endeavor of this work is not on the origin of the

0=2 periodicity but on the e ect of inelastic or phase
breaking scattering on these. O ur results indicate that
the phase shift of in AB oscillations and halving of
the findam ental h=e periodicity survives in-spie of de—
phasing abeit w ith reduced visbility n AB oscillations.
There are m any ways to phenom enologically m odel in—
elastic scattering in m esoscopic devices. Am ong the rst
was by Buttketiwho considered an electron reservoir
coupled by a lead to a mesoscopic system as a phase
breaker or inelastic scatterer (voltage probe). This ap—
proach has been widely used to Investigate the e ect of
dephasing on the conductance. Thism ethod which uses
voltage probes as dephaser’s is Interesting because of i's
conogptual clarity and it's close relation to experin ents.

Tt provides a usefil trick to simulate lack of fi1ll coher—
ence In transport properties. T hism ethod of addressing
the problem of dephasing has the advantage that inelas—
tic phase random izing processes can be incorporated by
solring an elastic tin e iIndependent scattgring problem .
B eyond Buttiker’sm odel, opticalpotentialt3fi and wave
attenuation (stochastic absorption) m odeld42d have also
been used to sin ulate dephasing. However in the,afore-
said m odels energy relaxation and them ale ectd are
ignored. Them al e ects can be incorporated by tak-
Ing Into account them aldistrdbution Fem D irac func—
tion) of electrons. In m esoscopic system s, transm ission
functions are m ore often than not constant over the en—
ergy range wherein transport occurs (at low tem pera—
tures) -and one can ignore energy relaxation or \vertical

ow "L of electron carrier’s in these system s. Brouwer
and Beenakker have corrected som e of the problem s as—
sociated w ith voltage probe and opticalpotentialm odels,
(see Reﬁ.[_lé_;,:_uj'] for details), and given a general om al-
isn for calculating the conductance (G ) in the presence
of Inelastic scattering. Furthem ore, m ethods based on
optical potentials and wave attenuation can m ake use of
this above form alisn . In this work we use the m ethod of
wave attenuation.

T his m ethod of wave attenuation has,lbeen used ear—
lier to study dephasing ofAB oscillationd4.and calculat—
ng sojpum tines in quantum mechanicdd. The wave
attenuation m odel has been shown to be better than
the optical potentialm odel (which has in built spurious
scatter:ing)y:. W e use the well known S-M atrix m ethod
to calculate the conductance and therein we see the (=2
periodicity as also the phase change of across such an
excitation of the h=2e oscillations. T he system we con—
sider, is shown In FIG . 1, is an asymm etric A haronov—
Bohm loop wih upper and lower am Ilngths } and L
and circum ference L = L+ L, coupled to two leadswhich
In tum are connected to tw o reservoirsat chem icalpoten—
tials 1 and ;. Inelastic scattering is assum ed to be ab—
sent in the lradswhile it is present in the reservoirs, and
In the loop we introduce incoherence via wave attenua-—
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FIG .1l: Aharonov —Bohm ring geom etry.

tion to sin ulate nelastic scattering. The S m atrix forthe
left coupler yields the amplitudes 01 = ( 9; 9; 9) em -
anating from the coupler n tem s of the incident waves

I = (15 15 1), and forthe right coupler yields the am —
plitudes O, = (9; 9; J) emanating from the coupler
in tem s of the Incident waves Ip = (2; 2; 2). The S—
m atrix or either of the couplers is given by—
0 1
G+ D P- P-
s=0a b a bA
B b a

: 1 P 1 P

witha=3( @ 2) 1l)andb=3( 0 2 )+ 1).
Herein, plays the rok of a coupling param eter. The
maxinum coupling between reservoir and loop is = %,
and for = 0, the couplercom pletely disconnectsthe loop
from the reservoir. Inelastic scattering in the amm s ofthe
AB interferom eter is taken into account by introducing
an attenuation constant per uni length in the two am s
of the ring, ie., the factorse ' (ore '2) i the free
propagator am plitudes, every tin e the electront4t’ tra—
verses the upper (or lower) am s ofthe loop (seeFig.1).

T he waves Incident Intp-the branches of the loop are

related by the S M atricedfr upper branch by—
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These S matrices of oourse are not unitary
S()S()Y & 1 but they obey the duality relation

S()S( )Y = 1. Here k] and kL are the phase in-
3

crem ents of the wave function in absence of ux. +—

and le are the phase shifts due to ux in the upper and

lower branches. C learly, T]l + Tb = 2—0, where is

the ux piercing the loop and ¢ isthe ux quantum h;c .
The transm ission anc% re ection coe cients are gjyoen
as ©llows- Ty = J—Zlfr Ry = ﬁf! Ry = ]—zf,
Ty, = j—ff wherein wave amplindes 3; »; 9; 1 are
asdepicted N FIG . 1.

T he tranam ission coe cient T ,; from reservoir 1 to 2
is not symm etric under ux reversalwhich is in contra—
diction w ih O nsager’s sym m etry condition, and is due
to the fact that current conservation as also uniarity
have been violated (due to wave attenuation). A s, iswell
known there can be real absorption of photonsbut there
cannot be any real absorption of electrons. T he absorp-
tion is interpreted as electron scattering into di erent en—
ergy channels and the way these electrong.are re—in cted
back into the system becom es in portant?i?3. Follow ing
the earlier treatm ents (see the details in Refs. [_l-é_l,:_l-gl]),
the conductance In din ensionless form after proper re—
Inection of carriers is given by —

T R
1 Rnx

T21) @ Raz To1)
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G =Ty + @)

The rsttem in Eqg.l, ie. T,; represents the phase
ocoherent contribution, w hile the second term accounts for
electrons that are re-infcted affer inelastic scattering.
T his represents the phase inocoherent contribution to the
conductance. G respects Onsager’s symmetry G () =
G ( ),and thus the phase of AB oscillations can only
dlange?q by

A spreviously m entioned our Interest in thiswork isto
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FIG .2: Conductance (G ) for lengths 1 =L = 0425, L=L = 0:575 and coupling param eter
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FIG . 3: Ham onics for lengths 1 =L = 0425, L=L = 0:575 and coupling param eter = 035 (strong coupling) as a function of
the din ensionless Ferm iwavevector ks L . The legend in FIG . 3 (@) rem ains sam e for 3 () and 3(c).

observe the e ect of ncoherence on the (=2 oscillations
In sihgle channelballistic rings. W e choose an asym m et—
ric AB ring wih degree of asymm etry denoted by the
dierence n am lngths = 1; L = 045, and cir-
cum ference L = 1:0 in accordance w ith the experin ental
realization as n Ref. ﬂ]. The change in Fem i energy
of incted electrons in plies varying the density of elec—
trons in the system . So, when we scan the whole range
of the dim ensionless wave vector kL, from 0:0 to 200:0
we oom e across =2 periodicities at particular values of
the Fem i wave vector ks¢L, notably at 10:83;114:8302
and 136:5. W e now restrict ourselves to the particular
range Fem i energy) and param eters (length’s and cou—
pling) corresponding to the experim ental situation stud-
ied earlier as In Refs. ij,:_ﬁ] In our treatment repre-
sents the Inooherence param eter (degree of dephasing).
T he plot of the din ensionless conductance G as a func-
tion of ux in the range 1040 kel 1240, w ith de—

gree of nooherence = 0 isshown m FIG.2@). Sin—
ilarly in FIG .2 (k) and 2(c) weplot G for = 03 and

= 05;, for the sam e system param eters and range of
keiL . The plots or ke > 1040 are each shifted by a
factor of 1 for clarity. The (=2 periodicities are clearly
marked at ke L = 1148302, and also across this range of
ks L and excitation of the h=2e hamm onic, phase changes
by . Thus phase shift of along wih halving of the
fundam ental h=e period is clearly seen as a function of
Fem iwavevector (density) consistent with the experi-
m ental observations. In portantly, this observed behav-
jor survives dephasing w ith reduced visbiliy, therefore
the observed resuls need not be attributed to com plete
phase coherence In the system . O ne conclusion w hich can
be drawn from the afore drawn gures is that incoher-
ence reduces the visbility of AB oscillations as expected.
H ow ever, this dephasing is unable to shift the position of
the (=2 oscillations noticeably, for the chosen coupling



param eter.

The reason why we ocbserve (=2 periodic oscillations
atthese particularvaluesofks L isbecause at these values
both h=e as well as h=3e ham onics are extrem ely weak
asalso the higherham onics and therefore exclusive (=2
oscillations are seen. The k¢l values wherein exclisive

0=2 oscillations are seen areat k¢L = 10:8335;114:8302
and 1365, n the range 0:0 < kL < 2000 for the sam e
physical param eters. In FIG 3@),b) and (), we plt
the ham onics as a function of the din ensionless Fem i
wavevectorksL for = 0:0;0:3 and 0:55. The ham onics
are calculated as ollow s—

Z
192

an = Goosn )d )

0

At the kL’ value, wherein (=2 oscillations dom i~
nate, the st and third ham onic’s do not contribute at
allto the conductance ascan be seen from theFIG 's3 (@)-
(). W e observe that Increasing dephasing ( ) does not
noticeably shift the ’k¢L’ value, wherein (=2 oscilla—
tions dom inate. W e also see that the higher ham onic
as = h=3e goes faster to zero and therefore these contri-
butions are washed out and (=2 oscillations survive de—
phasing albeit w ith reduced strengths. T he fact that the
Fermm iwavevectorksL (@twhich (=2 oscillations occur)
does not noticeably shift is peculiar to the coupling pa—
ram eter chosen, which forthe above casesis 05 m axin al
coupling). However, for som e other physical param e~

ters therem ay be a am all shift in Fem iwavevector ke L
w ith increasing incoherence. For exam ple, for the case

= 044 waveguide coupling) the (=2 oscillations are
observed at k¢ L = 520 at = 0:0, for the sam e length
param eters as n FIG . 2, but when this Incoherence pa—
ram eter is increased we see these oscillations are shifted
to di erent valuesofk:L,eg. for = 0:5 these are seen
at keL = 51:95. For this coupling too we indeed observe
phase change of in AB oscillations along w ith period
halring, consistent w ith ourprevious ocbservations. Shifts
In Ferm iwavevector are an all orm axim al coupling but
w hen coupling strength is decreased these shifts becom e
m ore noticeable.

In conclusion, we have cbserved (=2 oscillationsaswe
vary the density of electrons which is sim ilar to varying
the Ferm iwave vector consistent w ith experin ental ob—
servations. The (=2 oscillations are shifted by dephas-
ng (noticeably am all for m axin al coupling), apart from
the reduction of their strengths. The phase change of

which occurs across the excitation of h=2e oscillations
is seen to be independent of dephasing. Thus com plete
phase coherence of electron over the entire sam ple isnot
necessary to observe these e ects.
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