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In thispaperwepointoutthatin addition to thedensity ofstatese�ectproposed in Ref.[3,4]one

should considerthee�ectofconstructiveinterferencebetween them ulti-M M -wave-photon processes

shown in Fig.2.Thisprocessenhancesthedark valueoftheconductivity.W hen thesam ple isvery

pure,i.e.,when thetransportlife tim eisvery long,thisinterferencee�ectquickly dim inishesasthe

M M -wave frequency deviatesfrom thecyclotron frequency.In thispaperwe also presentthe linear

response theory in the presence ofstrong harm onic tim e-dependentperturbation.

PACS num bers:

The recent observation of strong suppression of the

longitudinalresistivity ofa two-dim ensionalelectron gas

(2DEG )by a m illim eter(M M )radiation source[1,2]has

stim ulated considerable interestsin the condensed m at-

tercom m unity [3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12].In Ref.[3]

and Ref.[4]itispointed outthatthe com bined e�ectof

photo-excitation by theM M wavephoton and scattering

by im puritiescan lead to a sinusoidalm odulation ofthe

conductivity asa function of!0=!c (the M M wavepho-

ton frequency overthe cyclotron frequency). W hen the

am plitude ofthis m odulation becom es big,the conduc-

tivity becom esnegativeand thesystem becom eunstable.

In Ref.[4]and Ref.[5]itispostulated thatthisleadsthe

system to self-organizeinto a state with zero conductiv-

ity.

In thiswork weproposeanotherm echanism thatm ay

also be ofim portance forthe observed phenom enon. In

essence our m echanism associate the above experim en-

talresults with a phenom enon called \electrom agneti-

cally induced transparency" [13]. Thisphenom enon oc-

curs when an opticaltransition can take place through

m any alternative processes. W hen these processes de-

structively interfere with one another, the net optical

transition am plitude vanishes. This has been observed

when two ofthe levels ofa three-levelsystem is reso-

nantly coupled together by a strong coupling laser. As

a consequence,the resonantpeak due to the absorption

from thethird levelto oneofthesestrongly m ixed states

issuppressed to zero.

In the present case we assum e that the M M wave is

su�ciently strong to couple m any electronic states to-

gether.W hen an additionallow frequencyprobingsource

is turned on, the transition that involves the absorp-

tion/em ission ofa single probing photon can occur via

m any virtualprocesseswith varyingnum berofM M wave

photons absorbed and subsequently em itted. The in-

terference between these processes can lead to electro-

m agnetically induced transparency. The e�ect is illus-

trated in Fig.1 where the verticalarrows indicate the

em ission/absorption ofthe M M wave photons,and the

slanted horizontalarrowsindicate the absorption ofthe

probing photons.Ifthe m atrix elem entsassociated with

the slanted horizontalarrowsat di�erent verticallevels

+ + +   .....

FIG .1: The processes in this �gure and their particle-hole

inversion analog causesinterferencediscussed in thetext.The

verticallinesrepresentabsorption orem ission ofthecoupling

�eld photons. The slanted horizontalarrows correspond to

the absorption ofthe probing �eld photon.

arein phase,thisleadsto constructiveinterference.O th-

erwisedestructiveinterferencewillberesulted.In theDC

lim it (vanishing probing photon frequency) destructive

interference im plies a strong suppression ofthe longitu-

dinalconductivity. This is equivalent to a suppression

ofthe longitudinalresistivity when �xy > > �xx. In the

following we shallarguethatthe ratio between the M M

wave frequency and the cyclotron frequency determ ines

whetherthe interferenceisconstructiveordestructive.

O urpictureofthis!0=!c dependenceisthefollowing.

W hen !0 is an integralm ultiple of !c, the M M wave

couplestogetherstates thathave (essentially)the sam e

guiding center orbit but di�erent Landau levelindices.

Due to energy conservation we argue that the absorp-

tion/em ission ofa (low frequency) probing photon can

only change the guiding center orbits not the Landau

levelindex. M ore explicitly we assum e that,with the

initialand �nalguiding centerorbitsoftheprocessesde-

picted in Fig.1 being allthe sam e,the m atrix elem ents

corresponding to the slanted horizontalarrows are ap-

proxim ately equal. The processes shown in Fig.1 tend

therefore to interfere constructively. However,when !0

is notclose to an integerm ultiple of!c,the initialand

�nalguiding center orbits ofthe di�erent slanted hori-

zontalarrowsare di�erent. Thiswillgenerally give rise

to m atrix elem entswith di�erentphasesand lead to de-

structiveinterference.
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The m echanism discussed here (like in [3, 4]) the

electron-electron interaction doesnotplay a centralrole.

However it is im portant to keep in m ind that electron-

electron interaction a�ects the self-consistent potential

each electron sees hence a�ect the eigenstates ji > in

Eq. (1). In particular in the m echanism proposed in

Ref.[5]wheresigni�cantredistribution ofchargescan be

resulted by the action ofthe M M wave radiation,the

steady-state self-consistent potential can di�er signi�-

cantlyfrom thatin theabsenceofM M waveradiation.In

therestofthepaperweshallignoretheelectron-electron

interaction with theunderstandingthatthepotentialthe

electronsseeisthe steady-stateself-consistentone.

In the following we�rstdevelop the form alism forde-

scribing this problem . W e obtain a K ubo-like form ula

(Eq.(29))thatallowsone to com pute the AC/DC con-

ductivity in the presence of a strong harm onic tim e-

dependent driving �eld. W e would like to stress that

m ethod developed here is not restricted to the speci�c

problem considered. Rather it is a general form ula-

tion oflinearresponse in the presence ofa strong tim e-

dependentperturbation,and in thisrespectitisastep in

thedirection ofm akingasystem aticapproach todescrib-

ing thebehaviorofa m any-particlesystem in a presence

ofa strong oscillating �eld.

W eem phasizethatthem echanism described hereisre-

quirestheassum ption thatM M wave�eld actscoherently

on the system . Itisofinterestto look forexperim ental

tests ofthe im portance ofcoherence. W e suggest that

application oftwo radiation sourcesto the sam e sam ple

(see the concluding paragraph)is a good way to deter-

m ine how im portantthe interferencee�ectsare.

In therestofthepaperweshallusetheterm coupling

�eld to denote the M M radiation �eld,and probing �eld

to denote the low frequency �eld associated the linear

responsem easurem ent.

I. T H E G EN ER A L FO R M A LISM

A . T he Floquet eigenvalue problem

Letusassum efji> garetheexactsingleparticleeigen-

states(in the presenceofdisorder)in the absenceofthe

coupling �eld

H 0ji> = �iji> : (1)

W ith the coupling �eld turned on,the Ham iltonian be-

com es

H (t) = H 0 + gc

h

e
�i! 0t

X

ij

Pijji> < jj

+ ei!0t
X

ij

P
�

jiji> < jj

i

: (2)

In theabove!0 isthefrequency ofthecoupling�eld,and

Pij isthe m atrix elem entofthe currentoperator.

Thesolution ofthetim e-dependentSchr�odingerequa-

tion

i@tj (t)> = H (t)j (t)> (3)

can be written as

j (t)> =
X

i

�i(t)ji> ; (4)

where�i(t)satis�es

i@t�i(t) = �i�i(t)+ gce
�i! 0t

X

j

Pij�j(t)

+ gce
i!0t

X

j

P
�

ji�j(t): (5)

Due to the sym m etry ofEq.(5)upon tim e translation

t! t+ n
2�

!0
; (6)

the solutions ofofEq.(5) ��i(t) can be written in the

form

�
�
i(t)= e

�iE � t
X

n

�
�
nie

�in! 0t: (7)

where the index � labels the di�erent solutions. In the

above

�
!0

2
� E � <

!0

2
(8)

isthe\Brillouin zone" in frequency.Thistim eversion of

theBloch theorem iscalled theFloquettheorem .[14].By

substituting Eq.(7)into Eq.(5)and equate coe�cients

ofe�i(E � + n!0)t weobtain thetim eindependentequation

E ��
�
ni = (�i� n!0)�

�
ni+ gc

X

j

h

Pij�
�
n�1j + P

�

ji�
�
n+ 1j

i

:(9)

Eq.(9)isan algebraiceigenvalue problem which can be

solved to obtain eigenvalueE � and corresponding eigen-

vector��ni.Since�
�
ni and �

�

ni areeigenvectorsofEq.(9),

they satisfy (when properly norm alized)the orthogonal-

ity relation

X

n;i

(�
�

ni)
�
�
�
ni = ���: (10)

It is straightforward to prove the following fact con-

cerning thesolutionsofEq.(9).If��ni istheeigenvector

ofEq.(9)with eigenvalueE �,then

�
�
0

ni � �
�
n+ 1i (11)

isalso an eigenvectorofEq.(9). The eigenvalue associ-

ated with the latteris

E � 0 = E � + !0: (12)
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By repeated application ofEq.(11)we can generated a

fam ily ofsolutions��ni;�
�
0

ni;�
�
00

ni:::ofEq.(9).Itissim ple

to show that allthese solutions lead to the sam e tim e-

dependentsolution

j��(t)> = e
�iE � t

X

in

�
�
nie

�in! 0tji> : (13)

In theabove �� denotesthe entireclassofFloqueteigen-

vectorsrelated by Eq.(11)and Eq.(12).

Itissim ple to provethat

< ��(0)j��(0)> = ��� ��: (14)

Thus

j�� > � j��(0)> =
X

ni

�
�
niji> (15)

can be used as an orthonorm al basis just as fji > g.

W e also note thatbecausethe tim e evolution isunitary,

Eq.(14)ensuresthat

< ��(t)j��(t)> = ��� �� (16)

forany t> 0.

Now wehaveobtained thean orthonorm alsetofsolu-

tion ofthe tim e-dependentSchr�odingerequation

fj��(t)> g: (17)

O fcourse,any linearcom bination ofthese solutions

X

��

A ��j��(t)> (18)

isitselfa solution oftheSchr�odingerequation.Thecoef-

�cientA �� in Eq.(18)are determ ined by the initialcon-

dition. For exam ple by properly choosing A �� we can

constructa orthonorm alsetofsolutionsfji(t)> g satis-

fying the Schr�odingerequation and the initialcondition

that

ji(0)> = ji> : (19)

Using Eq.(14)and Eq.(15)itissim ple to show that

ji(t)> =
X

��

< ��ji> j��(t)> : (20)

To gain som e intuitive feeling for what Eq.(9) rep-

resents we consider the following m odel. For each n in

Eq.(9) we de�ne a replica ofthe physicalsystem with

eigenspectrum given by Eq.(1).These replicasare cou-

pled togetherby Pij in the following Ham iltonian

H r =
X

n

X

i

(�i� n!0)c
+

nicni+ gc

X

n

X

ij

[Pijc
+

nicn�1j

+ h:c:]: (21)

In theabovec
+

ni createan electron in theith statesofthe

nth replica.Thephysicalinterpretation ofthen variable

is the photon num ber ofthe coupling �eld. The single

particle statesin the nth layerare fjn;i> g,and the as-

sociated eigen energiesare �i. The replicasare coupled

togetherby hopping (the term sproportionalto gc),and

an \electric �eld" isturned on so thatthe potentialen-

ergy ofthe nth replica is � n!0. The replica m odelis

constructed so thatEq.(9)isitstim e-independenteigen

equation. Each solution ��ni ofEq.(9)uniquely de�nes

an eigen state
X

n;i

�
�
n;ijn;i> (22)

ofthe replica m odel.Eq.(11)and Eq.(12)link a whole

fam ily ofreplica statestogether.

B . T he linear response theory

In thissection we derive the form ula forthe AC con-

ductivity in the presence ofthe coupling �eld. The for-

m alism developed in this section is rathergeneral. The

only restriction is that the electron-electron interaction

isneglected.

The AC conductivity isthe response ofthe system to

a tim e-dependentprobing �eld.The Ham iltonian in the

presenceofsuch probing �eld isgiven by

H
0(t)= H (t)+ H p(t)

H p(t)= gpe
�i! pt

X

ij

D ijji> < jj+ h:c:; (23)

where D ij isthe currentm atrix elem entcoupling to the

probing �eld.Unlikethecoupling �eld,theprobing �eld

isvery weak.Thereforewe willtreatitse�ectperturba-

tively to the lowerorderin gp.

Ifwe use ji(t) > as basis,the probability am plitude

thatthe probing �eld willinduce a transition from ji>

attim e zero to jj(t)> attim e tisgiven by

A ji = �ji� i

Z t

0

d� < j(�)jHp(�)ji(�)> + ::: (24)

Ifthewem odelthedecoherenceby a singledecoherence

tim e � = 1=� the the averaged transition rate between

i6= j isgiven by

W ji = 2�

�
�
�

Z
1

0

dte
��t

< j(t)jH p(t)ji(t)>

�
�
�

2

: (25)

Straightforward calculation showsthat

W ji = W
a
ji+ W

e
ji (26)

(\a" standsforabsorption and \e" standsforem ission),

where

W
a
ji = 2�

�
�
�

X

l

X

��

< jj�� > D l
�� < ��ji>

E � � E � � !p + l!0 + i�

�
�
�

2

W
e
ji = 2�

�
�
�

X

l

X

��

< jj�� >

�

D l
��

��

< �ji>

E � � E � + !p + l!0 + i�

�
�
�

2

:(27)



4

In Eq.(27)

D
l
�� �

X

n

X

ij

(��n+ li)
�
D ij�

�

nj: (28)

Forthe � and � in the sum m ation we chooseone � and

one� foreach fam ily ofsolutions �� and ��.W enotethat

ifthesearechosen so thatE � � E � issm allcom pared to

!0 (weshallassum ethischoicein therestofthepaper),

them ain contribution in thesum overlcom esfrom l= 0,

since!p issm all.

The totalabsorption and em ission rates and the AC

conductivity aregiven by

A =
X

ij

fi(1� fj)W
a
ji

E =
X

ij

fi(1� fj)W
e
ji

�xx(!p)�
1



lim
!p! 0

1

!p
(A � E); (29)

where fi = f(�i)isthe Ferm ifunction and 
 isthe vol-

um e (orarea for2D)ofthe sam ple.

In the lim it of� ! 0 only the diagonalterm s in the

expansion ofj:::j2 in Eq.(27)survive.In thatcaseE � �

E � � !p isconstrained to zero.For�nite � on theother

hand E � � E � isnotstrictly�xed by energyconservation,

butcan takevaluewithin a range� around � ! p.In this

case A and E do not only get contributions from the

diagonalterm s in the expansion of(27) but also from

crossingterm s.W hen thephasecoherencelength ism uch

sm aller than the sam ple dim ension,the above form ula

should also be averaged over the con�gurations ofthe

random potential.

Eq.(27),Eq.(28)and Eq.(29),which expressthelin-

ear response coe�cients ofa strongly driven system in

term softhe eigenenergiesand eigenfunctionsofa tim e-

independentHam iltonian (H r in Eq.(21)),isa m ain re-

sultofthispaper.

C . A sim ple m odel

In orderto illustrate the application ofthe abovefor-

m alism wenow considerasim plem odelwherethe\dark"

energy levels are labeled by two param eters,i= (�;a),

and the energiesaregiven by

��a = �!0 + Va (30)

where � !0=2 � Va < !0=2:In the following we shall

refer to � as the \vertical" and a as the \horizontal"

indices.W e shallassum e resonantcoupling,i.e.,the ab-

sorption/em ission ofa coupling photon results in verti-

caltransition j�;a > ! j� � 1;a > ,and the the absorp-

tion/em ission ofa probing photon results in horizontal

transition j�;a > ! j�;b> .M orespeci�cally weconsider

the following Ham iltonian

H (t) = H 0 + H c(t)+ H p(t)

H c(t) = gc

h

e
�i! 0t

X

�a

P
�
a j� + 1;a > < �;aj+ h:c:

i

H p(t) = gp

h

e
�i! pt

X

�ab

D
�
abj�;a > < �;bj+ h:c:

i

:(31)

Tosim plify theFloqueteigen equation wefurtherassum e

P
�
a = P: (32)

G iven Eq.(31)and Eq.(32)theFloqueteigenvectorsare

given by

�
�
ni = �

�
n��;�� + n�a;a� (33)

where �� and a� are param eters that characterize the

Floqueteigenstate�,and ��n satis�es

E ��
�
n = (Va� + ��!0)�

�
n + gc(P �

�
n�1 + P

�
�
�
n+ 1) (34)

Thisequation isinvariantundertranslationsn ! n + 1

and has,according to Bloch’stheorem ,solutionsofthe

form

�
�
n =

1
p
N
e
in�� (35)

Forsim plicity we assum e the variable n to take a �nite

num berofvaluesN ,with ��n asaperiodicfunction.This

im plies

�� =
2�

N
n�; n� = 0;1;:::;N � 1: (36)

with n� as a new discrete param eterthat characterizes

the state �. The energy ofthe Floquet state � now is

given by

E � = ��!0 + � cos(2�
n�

N
+ �) (37)

with the param eters� and � de�ned by

�e
�i� = gcP: (38)

W ith the expressions for ��ni and E � inserted in

Eq.(27),the absorption/em ission rategetsthe form

W
a=e

ji = 2�
1

N 2
�

�
�
�

X

pq

1

N

P

n
e2�i

p

N
nD

�+ n

ab

Vab + 2� sin(2�
p

N
)sin(2�

q

N
+ 2�)� !p + i�

�
�
�

2

:

(39)

with Vab = Va � Vb.Thisexpression isillustrated by the

diagram ofFig.1,referred to in the introduction. W ith-

out the coupling �eld turned on the transition induced

by the probing �eld is restricted to one value of� for

each pair(a;b).However,with thecoupling �eld on,the
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contributionsfrom higherlevels� + n areintroduced,as

illustrated by the verticalarrowsin the diagram and by

the sum overn in the form ula.

The variationsofD �+ n

ab
with n m ay giverise to term s

in Eq.(39)thataddsconstructively ordestructively. If

we assum e no dependence on n,D �+ n

ab
= D ab,the sum

overn can be explicitly done giving rise to N �p,hence

p only getscontribution from p = 0 and the expression

reduces to its "dark value",i.e. its value without the

coupling �eld

W
a=e

ji = 2�

�
�
�

D ab

Vab � !p + i�

�
�
�

2

: (40)

However,ifthe phaseofD
�+ n

ab
variesrandom ly with n

�
�
�
1

N

X

n

e
2�i

p

N
n
D

�+ n

ab

�
�
��

1
p
N

(41)

and thephasegenerically variesrandom ly with p.In the

lim it� ! 0 only the diagonalterm sin the expansion of

j:::jin Eq.(39)contributeand,owingtoEq.(41),W
a=e

ji �

N 2=N 3 = 1=N . Hence we have destructive interference.

W hen � 6= 0 butm uch sm allercom pared to �,the non-

diagonalterm s becom e im portant. In that case sim ple

estim ate leadsto

W
a=e

ji �
K

�

h
c1

N
+

c2
p
N

�

�
+ c3

�
�

�

�2i

; (42)

where K ;c1;c2;c3 are n-independent constants. From

Eq. (42) we see that the suppression by large N de-

pends on � < < �. It is im portant to note that in

the sim ple m odelconsidered here the suppression ofthe

DC/AC conductivity iscom pleteonly when N ! 1 and

�=� ! 0.

In the m odelwe have introduced severalsim pli�ca-

tions, in particular only including resonant couplings.

However, we believe this m odelconvey the essence of

ouridea.W enotehowever,thatwith thesim pli�cations

introduced wedo notseeenhancem entoftheam plitudes

forconstructive interference,butrathera return to the

dark value.

II. A P P LIC A T IO N T O T H E 2-D IM EN SIO N A L

ELEC T R O N G A S.

W hen discussing theapplication ofthegeneralform al-

ism to the 2DEG ,there are two regim es ofinterest to

discuss separately. The �rst one is the weak coupling

lim it,where the Floquet state is welllocalized with re-

spect to layer index n and where the coupling �eld as

well,asthe probing �eld,can be treated perturbatively.

The othercase isthe strong coupling regim e,where the

state is extended through m any n’s. W e �rst treat the

weak couplingcaseand discussthisin ageneralway with

focusespecially on thee�ectofthedensity ofstates.The

strong coupling case we discussm ore qualitatively,with

speci�c reference to the sim ple m odeldiscussed in the

previoussection.

A . W eak coupling. T he density ofstates e�ect.

In thislim ittheeigenstatesofH r arequalitativelysim -

ilarto those in the absence ofthe hopping between the

replica’s.In thislim ittheourcalculation producesresult

sim ilarthatobtained in Ref.[3]and Ref.[5]. Fora com -

parison with these references we restrict ourselfto the

caseoftotalcoherence,i.e.� ! 0.

Assum ing ��ni leaks weakly to the adjacent layers we

obtain (upon using Eq.(15))

j�� > � jj> +
X

j0

�jj0jj
0
> +

X

j00

�jj00jj
00
>

j�� > � ji> +
X

i0

�ii0ji
0
> +

X

i00

�ii00ji
00
> : (43)

In the aboveji0> ;jj0> arestateswith energy !0 above

those of of ji > ;jj > and ji00 > ;jj00 > has energy !0
below those ofji> ;jj > . In the restofthis section we

shalltreat� and � as�rstorderin thecoupling constant

gc and obtain A and E to O (g2c)by substituting Eq.(43)

into Eq.(29)and takethe� ! 0 lim it.TheresultforA

is

A = 2�g2p

n X

ij

�(Eji� !p)fi(1� fj)jD ji+ �Djij
2

+
X

ij

�(Eji� !0 � !p)fi(1� fj)j�D
0

jij
2

+
X

ij

�(Eji� !p)fi

hX

j0

(1� fj0)j�jj0j
2

i

jD jij
2

+
X

ij

�(Eji� !p)

hX

i00

j�ii00j
2
fi00

i

(1� fj)jD jij
2

o

:

(44)

In the above

E ji � E j � E i; (45)

and �Dji,�D
0

ji areoforderO (�)respectively.

The�rstterm ofEq.(44)isthevaluein theabsenceof

coupling�eld(them atrix elem entsareslighted m odi�ed).

distribution function due to the coupling laser. If we

assum ethatthem atrix elem entsin Eq.(44)aresm ooth

function ofenergy wecan replacethisequation by

A = 2�g2p

hZ

dE f(E )(1� f(E + !p))N (E )

� N (E + !p)jM 1j
2 +

Z

dE N (E )N (E + !0 + !p)

� f(E )(1� f(E + !0 + !p))jM 2j
2

i

; (46)

where M 1 and M 2 are E -dependent functions that we

do notwriteoutexplicitely.Thecorresponding em ission
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term isgiven by

E = 2�g2p

hZ

dE f(E )(1� f(E � !p))N (E )

� N (E � !p)jM 1j
2 +

Z

dE N (E )N (E + !0 � !p)

� f(E )(1� f(E + !0 � !p))jM 2j
2

i

(47)

From Eq.(46) and Eq.(47) we can com pute the DC

conductivity via

�xx � lim
!p! 0

A � E

!p
: (48)

Ifwetakea sim ple form

N (E )= N 0 + N 1 cos

�2�E

!c

�

; (49)

assuggested atthe beginning ofRef.[3],and assum eM 1

and M 2 to be functionschanging slowly with E ,we ob-

tain from Eq.(48),Eq.(46)and Eq.(47)the result

�xx = �
0

xx � �
1

xx sin

�
2�!0

!c
+ �

�

; (50)

where � = tan�1 (k!c=�!0)and k = 1+ 2N 0=N 1 . This

resultis in qualitative agreem entwith that obtained in

Ref.[3,4].

B . Strong coupling. C onstructive and destructive

interference.

W hen the coupling constantgc in Eq.(2)islarge,the

eigenstates ofEq.(21) becom e extended am ong m any

replicas,i.e. ��ni isnon-zero fora very wide range ofn.

For the electrons in the m agnetic �eld this m eans that

theM M �eld couplestogetherm any states,generally lo-

cated atdi�erentguiding centerorbits. The statescou-

pled togetherwillbe selected by the condition ofhaving

theenergy di�erencein resonance(orcloseto resonance)

with the oscillating �eld.

The dipole m atrix elem ent ofthe coupling laser pri-

m arily couples states at neighboring Landau levels and

thesam eguiding centerorbit,orcloseby guiding center

orbitsin the sam e Landau level. However,the observed

e�ect,with strong variations in the conductivity when

the frequency ofthe coupling �eld m atchesintegerm ul-

tiplesofthecyclotronfrequency,indicatesaratherstrong

coupling also between non-adjacentLandau levels.Such

coupling clearly requiresLandau levelm ixing.Thism ix-

ing m ay bedueto thepresenceofa diluteconcentration

ofstrongand localizedscatterersand/orhigh gradientsin

thepotentialatthesam pleedge.In thispicturetheelec-

tronsm ainly driftadiabatically in a sm ooth background

potential,butoccasionally encounterregionsofhigh po-

tentialgradientswhere the Landau levelsism ixed.Due

to the dilute concentration ofsuch regions,the e�ecton

e.g.the density ofstate can be very sm all. Howeverfor

a strong coupling �eld this is enough to generate su�-

cient coupling to distant Landau levels/distant guiding

center orbits that is required to delocalize the Floquet

eigenstatesam ong m any replicas.Forthethetransitions

induced by the probing �eld this m ixing is less im por-

tant,since the low frequency transitions are lim ited to

closeby orbitsin the sam eLandau level.

Letus�rstconsiderthecasewherethecouplingsource

istuned to one ofthe frequenciesm !c,with integerm .

Them atrix elem entsD ij ofthe probing �eld in the sum

ofEq.(28) now are de�ned between the sam e pair of

guiding centerorbitselevated to higherLandau levelsby

the coupling �eld. The m odelofthe previous section

can be viewed as giving a sim pli�ed description ofthis

situation,with the "vertical" index � identi�ed with the

Landau levelindex and the"horizontal"index a labelling

the guiding centerorbit.

Them atrix elem entsD �
ab now describetransitionsbe-

tween thesam etwoguidingcenterorbitsaand batdi�er-

entLandau levels�.Thesem atrix elem entsarestrongly

correlated and we havechecked thatin an adiabatic ap-

proach they are only slowly dependent on the Landau

levelindex �.

As previously discussed,with D �
ab

independent of�,

the sum over n in Eq.(39) willinclude term s that in-

terfere constructively.Although one should note thatin

the expression found there wasno enhancem entrelative

tothedarkvalue.Such an enhancem entisclearlypresent

in the observed e�ect. W e believe such an enhancem ent

is due to an increase in the m agnitude of D �
ab

with �

and/ortothee�ectofincludingnon-resonantterm sboth

ofwhich areignored in oursim plem odel.

Let us next turn to the case where the coupling fre-

quency isnotclose to n!c. In thiscase di�erentj�;a >

and j� + 1;a > labeltwo distant guiding center orbits

with the potentialenergy ofthe second orbit!0 higher

than thatofthe �rst.

Sincethem atrix elem entD �
ab
,fordi�erent�,refersto

transitionsbetween distantpairsofguidingcenterorbits,

they are no longer strongly correlated and m ay change

substantially from onevalueof� to thenext.In an adia-

baticapproxim ationthem atrixelem entcan berelated to

variations in the drift velocity along the guiding center

orbit,and in a random ly varying background potential

wethereforeexpecta corresponding random variation in

the m atrix elem ent. In this case the n sum in Eq.(39)

add destructively.

To recap,the di�erence between the case !0 = m !c
and !0 6= m !c liesin the factthatforthe form erthe n

sum in the absorption/em ission am plitude tend to add

non-destructively,whereasforthelatterthesum tend to

add destructively. Thus,we propose thatin addition to

the density ofstate m echanism discussed in Ref.[3,4],

and seen in our discussion ofthe weak coupling lim it,

theaboveinterferencem echanism willcontribute,for!0
between integerm ultiples of!c,to suppressthe m agni-

tude ofthe longitudinalresistivity. Thiscan reduce the
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resistivity oreven suppressitto zero when the e�ect is

very strong. However,since ourdiscussion atthispoint

isqualitative,wecannotestim atetherealstrength ofthe

e�ect.

III. SU M M A R Y

In this paper we present a generalform alism for de-

scribing the DC/AC transportin the presence ofan os-

cillating coupling �eld. The oscillating �eld couples to-

getherstatesin the form ofa Floquetstate,and by use

ofthe expression forthisstate we derive a generalform

fortheabsorption and em ission probabilitiesofan addi-

tionallow frequency probing �eld. Thisgivesa general-

ized K ubo form ula for the conductivity in the presence

ofan oscillating �eld.

W e further discuss in a generalway the application

ofthis to the 2D electron gas in a m agnetic �eld radi-

ated by a M M wave.Fora weak coupling �eld we show

the presence ofoscillationsdue to variationsin the den-

sity ofstates. Forstrong coupling we discussin a qual-

itative way the di�erence between constructive interfer-

ence when the frequency m atches the energy di�erence

between two Landau levels and destructive interference

forinterm ediate valuesofthe frequency. The discussion

ofthe interference e�ects is illustrated by a sim pli�ed

m odel.

Q uantum interference between di�erent virtual pro-

cesses described in this paper should in generalexist.

However, com plete destructive interference requires a

large num ber of interfering processes and sm all deco-

herence. W e are currently uncertain about the values

ofthese param eters for the experim entalsystem . The

m echanism presented hereraisesthequestion ofwhether

an independentstudy ofthestrength ofcoherencee�ects

can be perform ed.Clearly,ifthe coherentM M sourceis

replaced by an incoherentsource atthe sam e frequency

the coherencee�ectswillbe destroyed.Asa sim plerex-

perim entwesuggestthattheim portanceofcoherencefor

theobserved e�ectcan bestudied by useoftwo indepen-

dentcoupling �elds.Ifoneoftheseistuned to oneofthe

peak values(say 2!c)and theothertoasuppressed value

(say,around 1

2
!c),we predictthatthe e�ectofthe sec-

ond sourcewillbetosuppressthepeakofthe�rstsource,

even to destroy thepeak com pletely ifthecoherente�ect

issu�ciently strong.
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