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M agneto conductanceoscillationsperiodicin 
ux with periodicity � 0 and � 0=2 areseen in asym -

m etric Aharonov-Bohm ringsasa function ofdensity ofelectronsorFerm iwave vector.D ephasing

ofthese oscillations isincorporated using a sim ple approach ofwave attenuation. In this work we

study how the excitation ofthe � 0=2 oscillations and the accom panying phase change of� are af-

fected by dephasing.O urresultsshow thatthe� 0=2oscillationssurviveincoherence,i.e.,dephasing,

albeitwith reduced visibility while incoherence isalso unable to obliterate the phase change of�.
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The �0=2 periodicity was a puzzle in m esoscopic

physicsin itsearly days. Am ong the �rstexperim ents1

which were purported to m easure the m agneto resis-

tance oscillationsin norm alm etalcylinders,observed a

�0=2 periodicity. However,theoreticalcalculations2,3,4

on strictly one-dim ensionalnorm alm etalballistic rings

argued thatonly �0 periodicity should beobserved.The

experim entwhich observed these �0=2 oscillationswere

backed by theoreticalwork which predicted these based

on weak localization5,6.In therecentworksofPedersen,

et.al.,7 and Hansen,et.al.,8,theAB e�ectin aonedim en-

sionalG aAs=G a0:7Al0:3Asringatlow m agnetic�eldshas

been investigated. In their work they observe the fun-

dam ental�0 periodicity in the m agneto-conductance as

expected. M oreover,asthe density (in e�ectthe Ferm i

energy) is varied they observe phase shifts of� in the

m agneto conductance oscillations and �0=2 periodicity

atparticularvaluesoftheFerm ienergy.Theyhavefound

goodagreem entoftheirresultswith thecom pletelyphase

coherenttransporttheory9 ofelectrons in an asym m et-

ric Aharonov-Bohm ring in the single channelregim e.

Asym m etry oftheAB ring wascrucialin understanding

theseobservations.Such behaviorhasalsobeen observed

in an earlierexperim ent10,and hasgenerated a lotofin-

terestin relation to the problem ofphasem easurem ent.

The endeavorofthis work isnoton the origin ofthe

�0=2 periodicity but on the e�ect ofinelastic or phase

breaking scattering on these. O ur results indicate that

the phase shift of� in AB oscillations and halving of

the fundam entalh=e periodicity survivesin-spite ofde-

phasing albeitwith reduced visibility in AB oscillations.

There are m any ways to phenom enologically m odelin-

elasticscattering in m esoscopicdevices.Am ong the�rst

was by B�uttiker11who considered an electron reservoir

coupled by a lead to a m esoscopic system as a phase

breaker or inelastic scatterer (voltage probe). This ap-

proach hasbeen widely used to investigate the e�ectof

dephasing on the conductance.Thism ethod which uses

voltageprobesasdephaser’sisinteresting becauseofit’s

conceptualclarity and it’scloserelation to experim ents.

It provides a usefultrick to sim ulate lack offullcoher-

ence in transportproperties.Thism ethod ofaddressing

the problem ofdephasing hasthe advantagethatinelas-

tic phase random izing processescan be incorporated by

solving an elastic tim e independent scattering problem .

BeyondB�uttiker’sm odel,opticalpotential,12,13 and wave

attenuation (stochasticabsorption)m odels14,15 havealso

been used to sim ulate dephasing. Howeverin the afore-

said m odels energy relaxation and therm ale�ects16 are

ignored. Therm ale�ects can be incorporated by tak-

ing into accounttherm aldistribution (Ferm i-Diracfunc-

tion) ofelectrons. In m esoscopic system s,transm ission

functionsare m ore often than notconstantoverthe en-

ergy range wherein transport occurs (at low tem pera-

tures)and one can ignore energy relaxation or\vertical


ow"17 ofelectron carrier’s in these system s. Brouwer

and Beenakkerhave corrected som e ofthe problem sas-

sociated with voltageprobeand opticalpotentialm odels,

(seeRefs.[14,18]fordetails),and given a generalform al-

ism for calculating the conductance(G ) in the presence

ofinelastic scattering. Furtherm ore,m ethods based on

opticalpotentialsand waveattenuation can m akeuseof

thisaboveform alism .In thiswork weusethem ethod of

waveattenuation.

This m ethod ofwave attenuation has been used ear-

lierto study dephasing ofAB oscillations14 and calculat-

ing sojourn tim es in quantum m echanics19. The wave

attenuation m odel has been shown to be better than

the opticalpotentialm odel(which hasin builtspurious

scattering)14. W e use the wellknown S-M atrix m ethod

tocalculatetheconductanceand therein weseethe�0=2

periodicity asalso the phase change of� acrosssuch an

excitation ofthe h=2e oscillations. The system we con-

sider,is shown in FIG .1,is an asym m etric Aharonov-

Bohm loop with upper and lowerarm lengths l1 and l2

and circum ferenceL = l1+ l2,coupled totwoleadswhich

in turn areconnected totworeservoirsatchem icalpoten-

tials�1 and �2.Inelasticscattering isassum ed to beab-

sentin theleadswhileitispresentin thereservoirs,and

in the loop we introduce incoherence via wave attenua-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0205662v2
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FIG .1:Aharonov -Bohm ring geom etry.

tion tosim ulateinelasticscattering.TheS m atrix forthe

leftcoupler yieldsthe am plitudes O 1 = (�01;�
0
1;


0
1) em -

anating from the couplerin term softhe incidentwaves

I1 = (�1;�1;
1),and fortherightcoupleryieldstheam -

plitudes O 2 = (�02;�
0
2;


0
2) em anating from the coupler

in term s ofthe incident wavesI2 = (�2;�2;
2). The S-

m atrix foreitherofthe couplers3 isgiven by-

S =

0

@
� (a+ b)

p
�
p
�

p
� a b

p
� b a

1

A

with a = 1

2
(
p
(1� 2�)� 1)and b= 1

2
(
p
(1� 2�)+ 1).

Herein,� plays the role ofa coupling param eter. The

m axim um coupling between reservoirand loop is� = 1

2
,

andfor� = 0,thecouplercom pletelydisconnectstheloop

from thereservoir.Inelasticscatteringin thearm softhe

AB interferom eter is taken into accountby introducing

an attenuation constantperunitlength in the two arm s

ofthe ring,i.e.,the factors e��l 1 (or e��l 2) in the free

propagatoram plitudes,every tim e the electron14,17 tra-

versestheupper(orlower)arm softheloop (seeFig.1).

The waves incident into the branches ofthe loop are

related by the S M atrices20forupperbranch by-

�
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�2

�

=
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These S m atrices of course are not unitary

S(�)S(�)y 6= 1 but they obey the duality relation

S(�)S(� �)y = 1. Here kl1 and kl2 are the phase in-

crem ents of the wave function in absence of
ux. �l1

L

and �l2

L
arethephaseshiftsdueto 
ux in theupperand

lower branches. Clearly, �l1

L
+ �l2

L
= 2��

� 0

,where � is

the
ux piercing theloop and � 0 isthe
ux quantum
hc

e
.

The transm ission and re
ection coe�cients are given

as follows- T21 = j
�
0

2

� 1

j2, R 11 = j
�
0

1

� 1

j2, R 22 = j
�
0

2

�2
j2,

T12 = j
�
0

1

�2
j2 wherein wave am plitudes �02;�2;�

0
1;�1 are

asdepicted in FIG .1.

The transm ission coe�cientT 21 from reservoir1 to 2

isnotsym m etric under
ux reversalwhich isin contra-

diction with O nsager’s sym m etry condition,and is due

to the fact that current conservation as also unitarity

havebeen violated (dueto waveattenuation).As,iswell

known therecan berealabsorption ofphotonsbutthere

cannotbe any realabsorption ofelectrons.The absorp-

tion isinterpreted aselectron scatteringintodi�erenten-

ergy channelsand theway theseelectronsarere-injected

back into the system becom esim portant21,22.Following

the earliertreatm ents (see the details in Refs. [14,18]),

the conductance in dim ensionless form after proper re-

injection ofcarriersisgiven by -

G = T21 +
(1� R 11 � T21)(1� R 22 � T21)

1� R 11 � T21 + 1� R 22 � T12
: (1)

The �rstterm in Eq.1,i.e.,T21 representsthe phase

coherentcontribution,whilethesecond term accountsfor

electrons that are re-injected after inelastic scattering.

Thisrepresentsthephaseincoherentcontribution to the

conductance. G respects O nsager’s sym m etry G (�) =

G (� �),and thus the phase ofAB oscillationscan only

change10 by � �.

Aspreviously m entioned ourinterestin thiswork isto
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FIG .2:Conductance(G )forlengthsl1=L = 0:425,l2=L = 0:575 and coupling param eter� = 0:5 (strong coupling)fordi�erent

valuesofthe Ferm iwave-vectorkfL.The legend in FIG .2(a)rem ainssam e for2(b)and 2(c).
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FIG .3: Harm onics forlengths l1=L = 0:425,l2=L = 0:575 and coupling param eter� = 0:5 (strong coupling)as a function of

the dim ensionlessFerm iwave-vectorkfL.The legend in FIG .3(a)rem ainssam e for3(b)and 3(c).

observethee�ectofincoherenceon the� 0=2 oscillations

in singlechannelballisticrings.W echoosean asym m et-

ric AB ring with degree ofasym m etry denoted by the

di�erence in arm lengths � = l1 � l2 = 0:15,and cir-

cum ferenceL = 1:0 in accordancewith theexperim ental

realization as in Ref. [7]. The change in Ferm ienergy

ofinjected electronsim pliesvarying the density ofelec-

tronsin the system . So,when we scan the whole range

ofthe dim ensionless wave vectorkfL from 0:0 to 200:0

wecom eacross�0=2 periodicitiesatparticularvaluesof

the Ferm iwave vector kfL,notably at 10:83;114:8302

and 136:5. W e now restrict ourselves to the particular

range(Ferm ienergy)and param eters(length’s and cou-

pling)corresponding to the experim entalsituation stud-

ied earlier as in Refs. [7,8]. In our treatm ent � repre-

sents the incoherence param eter (degree ofdephasing).

The plotofthe dim ensionlessconductance G asa func-

tion of
ux in the range 104:0 � kfL � 124:0,with de-

gree ofincoherence � = 0 is shown in FIG .2(a). Sim -

ilarly in FIG .2(b) and 2(c)we plot G for � = 0:3 and

� = 0:5:,for the sam e system param etersand range of

kfL. The plots for kfL > 104:0 are each shifted by a

factorof1 forclarity.The �0=2 periodicitiesareclearly

m arked atkfL = 114:8302,and also acrossthisrangeof

kfL and excitation oftheh=2e harm onic,phasechanges

by �. Thus phase shift of� along with halving ofthe

fundam entalh=e period is clearly seen as a function of

Ferm i-wavevector (density) consistent with the experi-

m entalobservations. Im portantly,this observed behav-

ior survives dephasing with reduced visibility,therefore

the observed resultsneed notbe attributed to com plete

phasecoherencein thesystem .O neconclusion which can

be drawn from the afore drawn �gures is that incoher-

encereducesthevisibility ofAB oscillationsasexpected.

However,thisdephasing isunableto shifttheposition of

the �0=2 oscillationsnoticeably,forthe chosen coupling
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param eter.

The reason why we observe �0=2 periodic oscillations

attheseparticularvaluesofkfL isbecauseatthesevalues

both h=e aswellash=3e harm onicsare extrem ely weak

asalsothehigherharm onicsand thereforeexclusive�0=2

oscillations are seen. The kfL values wherein exclusive

�0=2 oscillationsareseen areatkfL = 10:8335;114:8302

and 136:5,in the range 0:0 < kfL < 200:0 forthe sam e

physicalparam eters. In FIG .3(a),(b) and (c), we plot

the harm onics as a function ofthe dim ensionless Ferm i

wave-vectorkfL for� = 0:0;0:3 and 0:5.Theharm onics

arecalculated asfollows-

an =
1

�

Z 2�

0

G cos(n�)d� (2)

At the ’kfL’value, wherein �0=2 oscillations dom i-

nate,the�rstand third harm onic’sdo notcontributeat

alltotheconductanceascan beseen from theFIG ’s.3(a)-

(c). W e observe thatincreasing dephasing (�)doesnot

noticeably shift the ’kfL’value, wherein �0=2 oscilla-

tions dom inate. W e also see that the higher harm onic

a3 = h=3e goesfasterto zero and thereforethese contri-

butionsarewashed outand �0=2 oscillationssurvivede-

phasing albeitwith reduced strengths.Thefactthatthe

Ferm i-wavevectorkfL (atwhich �0=2 oscillationsoccur)

doesnotnoticeably shiftispeculiarto the coupling pa-

ram eterchosen,which fortheabovecasesis0:5(m axim al

coupling). However, for som e other physical param e-

terstherem ay be a sm allshiftin Ferm i-wavevectorkfL

with increasing incoherence. For exam ple,for the case

� = 0:44 (waveguide coupling)the �0=2 oscillationsare

observed atkfL = 52:0 at� = 0:0,forthe sam e length

param etersasin FIG .2,butwhen thisincoherence pa-

ram eterisincreased we see these oscillationsare shifted

to di�erentvaluesofkfL,e.g.,for� = 0:5 theseareseen

atkfL = 51:95.Forthiscoupling too weindeed observe

phase change of� in AB oscillations along with period

halving,consistentwith ourpreviousobservations.Shifts

in Ferm i-wavevectorare sm allform axim alcoupling but

when coupling strength isdecreased these shiftsbecom e

m orenoticeable.

In conclusion,wehaveobserved �0=2oscillationsaswe

vary the density ofelectronswhich issim ilarto varying

the Ferm iwave vectorconsistentwith experim entalob-

servations. The �0=2 oscillationsare shifted by dephas-

ing (noticeably sm allform axim alcoupling),apartfrom

the reduction oftheir strengths. The phase change of

� which occursacrossthe excitation ofh=2e oscillations

is seen to be independent ofdephasing. Thus com plete

phasecoherenceofelectron overtheentiresam pleisnot

necessary to observethese e�ects.
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