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In thispaperwe point out that in addition to the density of statese ect proposed in Ref.t_;, 'f_ll] one
should consider the e ect of constructive interference between them ultiM M -w ave-photon processes
shown in Fig2. T his process enhances the dark value of the conductivity. W hen the sam pl is very
pure, ie., when the transport life tin e is very long, this Interference e ect quickly din inishes as the
M M -wave frequency deviates from the cyclotron frequency. In this paper we also present the linear
response theory in the presence of strong ham onic tim e-dependent perturbation.

PACS num bers:

The recent observation of strong suppression of the
Iongiudinal resistivity of a tw o-din ensionalelectron gas
(2DEG) by am illin eter M M ) radiation source @,:_Z]has
stin ulated considerable interests in the condensed m at—
ter comm unity 4,4, 4,4, 7%, 8,4, 10, 15, 13). ] Ret.
and Ref.iff] it is pointed out that the combined e ect of
photo-excitation by the M M w ave photon and scattering
by iIn purities can lad to a sinusoidalm odulation of the
conductivity as a function of ! g=!. (the MM wave pho-
ton frequency over the cyclotron frequency). W hen the
am plitude of this m odulation becom es big, the conduc—
tivity becom es negative and the system becom e unstable.
Th Ref.4] and Ref.] it is postulated that this Jeads the
system to selforganize into a state w ith zero conductiv—
iy.

In this work we propose anotherm echanisn thatm ay
also be of In portance for the observed phenom enon. In
essence our m echanisn associate the above experin en—
tal results with a phenom enon called \electrom agneti-
cally induced transparency” [_l§'] T his phenom enon oc—
curs when an optical transition can take place through
m any altemative processes. W hen these processes de-
structively interfere w ith one another, the net optical
transition am plitude vanishes. This has been observed
when two of the levels of a threelevel system is reso—
nantly coupled together by a strong coupling laser. A s
a consequence, the resonant peak due to the absorption
from the third levelto one of these strongly m ixed states
is suppressed to zero.

In the present case we assum e that the MM wave is
su ciently strong to couple m any electronic states to—
gether. W hen an additionallow frequency probing source
is tumed on, the transition that involves the absorp-
tion/em ission of a single probing photon can occur via
m any virtualprocessesw ith varying numberofM M wave
photons absorbed and subsequently em itted. The in—
terference between these processes can lad to electro—
m agnetically induced transparency. The e ect is illus—
trated In Fig.l where the vertical arrow s indicate the
am ission/absorption of the MM wave photons, and the
slanted horizontal arrow s indicate the absorption of the
probing photons. If the m atrix elem ents associated w ith
the slanted horizontal arrow s at di erent vertical levels

ol

FIG.1l: The processes In this gure and their particle-hole
inversion analog causes interference discussed in the text. The
vertical lines represent absorption or em ission of the coupling

eld photons. The slanted horizontal arrow s correspond to
the absorption of the probing eld photon.

are in phase, this leads to constructive interference. O th—
erw ise destructive Interference w illbe resulted. In theD C
Iim £ (vanishing probing photon frequency) destructive
Interference In plies a strong suppression of the longiu-—
dinal conductiviy. This is equivalent to a suppression
of the longitudinal resistivity when ., >> 4. In the
follow ing we shall argue that the ratio between the M M
wave frequency and the cyclotron frequency determ ines
w hether the Interference is constructive or destructive.
Ourpicture ofthis ! o=! . dependence is the follow ing.

W hen ! is an Integralmultiple of !, the MM wave
couples together states that have (essentially) the sam e
guiding center orbit but di erent Landau level indices.
Due to energy conservation we argue that the absorp—
tion/em ission of a (low frequency) probing photon can
only change the guiding center orbits not the Landau
level index. M ore explicitly we assum e that, with the
niialand nalguiding center orbits of the processes de-
picted In Figl being all the sam g, the m atrix elem ents
corresponding to the slanted horizontal arrow s are ap—
proxim ately equal. The processes shown in Fig.l tend
therefore to interfere constructively. However, when !
is not close to an integer m ultiple of !, the initial and

nal guiding center orbits of the di erent slanted hori-
zontal arrow s are di erent. This w ill generally give rise
to m atrix elem ents w ith di erent phases and lead to de—
structive Interference.
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The mechanisn discussed here (ke in {, 4)) the
electron-electron Interaction does not play a centralrole.
However it is in portant to keep In m ind that electron—
electron interaction a ects the selfconsistent potential
each e]ect:con sees hence a ect the eigenstates 1 > in
Eqg. (ﬂ:) In particular in the m echanisn proposed in
Ref. _[ES ] where signi cant redistribution of charges can be
resulted by the action of the MM wave radiation, the
steady-state selfconsistent potential can di er signi —
cantly from that in the absence ofM M wave radiation. In
the rest ofthe paperw e shall ignore the electron-electron
Interaction w ith the understanding that the potentialthe
electrons see is the steady-state selfconsistent one.

In the follow ing we rst develop the form alism for de—
scribing this problkm . W e obtain a Kubo-lke formula
E€q. £9)) that allow s one to com pute the AC /DC con-—
ductivity in the presence of a strong ham onic tine-
dependent driving eld. W e would lke to stress that
m ethod developed here is not restricted to the speci c
problem oonsidered. Rather it is a general formula-
tion of linear response In the presence of a strong tin e-
dependent perturbation, and in this respect it isa step in
the direction ofm aking a system atic approach to describ—
Ing the behavior ofa m any-particle system in a presence
of a strong oscillating eld.

W e an phasize that them echanisn described here is re—
quires the assum ption thatM M wave eld acts acoherently
on the system . It is of interest to look for experim ental
tests of the im portance of coherence. W e suggest that
application of two radiation sources to the sam e sam plke
(see the concluding paragraph) is a good way to deter-
m ine how iIn portant the interference e ects are.

In the rest of the paper we shalluse the term coupling

eld to denote the M M radiation eld, and probing eld
to denote the low frequency eld associated the linear
response m easuram ent.

I. THE GENERAL FORM A LISM
A . The Floquet eigenvalue problem

Letusassum e £ 1> g are the exact singk partick eigen—
states (in the presence of disorder) in the absence of the
coupling eld

Hoj>= i3> : 9
W ih the coupling eld tumed on, the Ham iltonian be-
com es

h X
H@ =Ho+g e Pyi><ij
i,
1
+etot P> < gy @)

ij

In the above ! ¢ isthe frequency ofthe coupling eld, and
P is the m atrix elem ent of the current operator.

T he solution of the tin edependent Schrodinger equa—
tion

@j ©®>=H 7 ©> 3)

can be w ritten as
X

j©®>= i®3i>; @)

where ;(t) satis es
L, X
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D ue to the symm etry ofEq. 6'_5) upon tin e translation
2
£l t+n—; (6)
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the solutions of of Eq. ('_5) (t) can be wrtten in the

form

W=e™ e It ot )

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

! !
-0 -0
— EkE <
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isthe \B rillouin zone" in frequency. T his tin e version of
the B Ioch theorem is called the F loquet theorem [14] By
subst:mtjng Eqg. d) into Eq. (5) and equate coe cients
ofe 1€ 110t e obtain the tin e independent equation
X h i
nlo) it 9 Pij n 15 T Pyi ne1q 309)
J

E ;= (1
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Eqg. ('_Si) is an algebraic eigenvalue problem which can be
solved to obtain eigenvalie E  and corresponding eigen—
vector _;.Sihce ;and _; areeigenvectorsofEq. (_9),

they satisfy when properly nom alized) the orthogonal-
iy relation

(ni) ni= : (10)
Tt is straightforward to prove the follow ing fact con—

ceming the solutions ofEq. (9) If is the eigenvector
ofEq. (9) w ith eigenvaluie E , then

ni

0

11)

ni n+ 1i

is also an eigenvector ofEq. @'_Si) . The elgenvalue associ-
ated w ith the latter is

Eo=E + lg: 12)



By repeated application ofEg. C_l-li) we can generated a
fam ily of solutions ;; ni; nzo ::ofEqg. ‘_Si) Ik issinplk
to show that all these solutions lead to the sam e tim e~
dependent solution

J > >=ef ¢t e oty 13)

In the above denotes t_h‘e entire c]as_slof F loquet eigen—
vectors related by Eq. {L1) and Eq. {12).
Tt is sin ple to prove that

< O3 0>= : 14)

T hus
X
j> 3 0)>= aid> (15)

ni

can be used as an orthonom al basis just as £f3 >g.
We a]_s? note that because the tim e evolution is unitary,
Eq. {L4) ensures that

< 3 O>= 16)

forany t> 0.
Now we have obtained the an orthonom alset of solu—
tion of the tin e-dependent Schrodinger equation

£ © >g: a7

O foourse, any linear com bination of these solutions

X
A5 @> (18)

is itselfa solution ofthe Schrodinger equation. T he coef-

cient A  in Eq. {18) are detem ined by the initial con—
dition. For exam pl by properly choosing A we can
construct a orthonom al set of solutions £ii(t) > g satis—
fying the Schrodinger equation and the initial condition
that

HO)>= Hi> : 19)

Using Eq. {14) and Eq. {L9) i is sin pke to show that
X

Ik >= < qi> g > (20)

To gain som e ntuitive feeling for what Eq. ('_é) rep—
resents we consider the ollow ing m odel. For each n In
Eqg. (:Q) we de ne a replica of the physical system w ih
eigenspectrum given by Eq. (:I:) . These replicas are cou—
pled together by P;; in the follow ing H am iltonian

X X . X X .
Hy = (1 nlo)g Gt o PijG ;G 15
n i n ij
+hxc:]: (21)

In the above c;i create an electron in the ith statesofthe
nth replica. T he physical interpretation ofthe n variable

is the photon num ber of the coupling eld. The single
particle states in the nth layer are £h;i> g, and the as—
sociated eigen energies are ;. The replicas are coupled
together by hopping (the tem s proportionalto g.), and
an \electric eld" is tumed on so that the potential en—
ergy of the nth replica is n!(y. The replica m odel is
constructed so that Eq. @) is its tin e-independent eigen
equation. Each solution |, ofEq. @r_fj) uniguely de nes
an eigen state

X

ndii> 22)

n;i
of the replica m odel. Eq. {_i]_:) and Eq. C_l-Z_i) Iink a whole
fam ily of replica states together.

B . The linear response theory

In this section we derive the form ula for the AC con—
ductivity in the presence of the coupling eld. The for-
m alism developed in this section is rather general. The
only restriction is that the electron-electron interaction
is neglected.

The AC conductivity is the response of the system to
a tin edependent probing eld. The Ham ittonian In the
presence of such probing eld is given by

t
)I(o()
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where D 5 is the current m atrix elem ent coupling to the
probing eld. Unlke the coupling eld, the probing eld
is very weak. T herefore we w ill treat its e ect perturba-
tively to the lower order in g .

Ifwe use Jif) > as basis, the probability am plitude
that the probing eld will induce a transition from >
at tin e zero to Jj(t) > at tin e t is given by

Z t
Aji= 3i i d < j( ):Hp( )j]_( ) > + 24)
0

If the we m odel the decoherence by a single decoherence

tine = 1= the the averaged transition rate between
i6 jisgiven by
z )
Wy =2 dte © < JOH,OIO > : @5

0
Straightforw ard calculation show s that

Wy=WSSH+ WS (26)

(\a" stands for absorption and \e" stands for em ission),
where

W X X <33 >Dt < g> 2
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™ Eq. @7
N X X
D (n+u) D nj* @8)
n ij
Forthe and i the summ ation we choose one and

one freach fam ily of solitions and . W enote that
ifthese are chosen so that E E isanallcom pared to
!y We shallassum e this choice in the rest of the paper),
them ain contribution in the sum overlcom esfrom 1= O,
since !, is amall

T he total absorption and em ission rates and the AC
conductivity are given by

X
A = fl(l fj)Wj‘-ai
ij
X
E = fl(l fj)Wjei
ij
1
xx (Ip)  — — @A E); @9)

0ty
where f; = £ () is the Fem i function and is the vol-
um e (or area for 2D ) ofthe sample.

In the Imi of ! 0 only the diagonaltem s in the
expansion of j::f in Eq. {21) survive. In that case E
E !p is constrained to zero. For nite on the other
hand E E isnotstrictly xed by energy conservation,
but can take value w ithin a range around ! . In this
case A and E do not only get contrbutions from the
diagonal tem s In the expansion of C_Zz:) but also from
crossing term s. W hen the phase coherence length ism uch
an aller than the sam ple din ension, the above form ula
should also be averaged over the con gurations of the
random potential.

Eqg. @-]‘), Eqg. ééj) and Eq. {_ﬁ?‘),whjch express the lin—
ear resoonse coe cients of a strongly driven system in
term s of the eigenenergies and eigenfunctions of a tim e~
Independent Ham itonian H, in Eq. ¢_2:|_.:)), isamain re-
sul of this paper.

C. A simplem odel

In order to illustrate the application of the above for-
m alisn wenow considera sin plem odelw here the \dark"
energy levels are labeled by two param eters, 1= ( ;a),
and the energies are given by

a~™ o+ Vy (30)

where =2 Vi < 1p=2: In the following we shall
refer to  as the \vertical" and a as the \horizontal"
Indices. W e shall assum e resonant coupling, ie., the ab—
sorption/em ission of a coupling photon results in verti-
caltransition j ;a >! jJ 1;a >, and the the absorp—
tion/em ission of a probing photon resuls in horizontal
transition j ;a>! 7j ;b> .M ore speci cally we consider

the follow ng H am iltonian

H@{ =He+H.@©+H,® ,
prHG i
Hef) = go etot P,j + l;a>< jaj+ hx:
h % i
Ho) =g, e™*" D, jja>< ;bj+ hx:: (31)

ab
T o sin plify the F loquet eigen equation we fiirtherassum e
P, =P: 32)

G wven Eq. @-]_;) and Eqg. d_3-_‘) the F loquet eigenvectors are
given by

ni- n ; +n aja (33)

w here and a are param eters that characterize the

Floquet eigenstate ,and , satis es
E n = (Va + !o)n+gcCE’ n1+P n+1) (34)
T his equation is nvariant under translationsn ! n+ 1

and has, according to B loch’s theorem , solutions of the
form

1 .
L= p=e" (35)
N
For sin plicity we assum e the variable n to take a nite
num ber ofvaluesN , w ith asa periodic function. T his
In plies

n

(36)

wih n as a new discrete param eter that characterizes

the state . The energy of the Floquet state now is
given by
n
E = g+ cos@ N—+ ) (37)
w ith the param eters and de ned by
el = gpP: (38)
W ith the expressions for |, and E inserted In

Eqg. C_Z-]I), the absorption/em ission rate gets the form

W= 2 N—lz
X NiPnez iNinDagn 5
Vapt 2 sh@ Z)sin@ &£+2 ) L+ i
39)
wih Vo, = V,  Vp. This expression is ilustrated by the

diagram ofF ig.l, referred to in the Introduction. W ih-—
out the coupling eld tumed on the transition induced
by the probing eld is restricted to one valie of for
each pair (@;b). However, w ith the coupling eld on, the



contrbutions from higher levels + n are ntroduced, as
illustrated by the vertical arrow s in the diagram and by
the sum overn in the formula.

T he variations of D, * w ith n m ay give rise to tem s
in Eq. 39) that adds constructively or destructively. If
we assum e no dependence on n, D agn = D sp, the sum
over n can be explicitly done giving rise to N , hence
p only gets contribution from p = 0 and the expression
reduces to its "dark value", ie. its value without the
coupling eld

2
wit-2 — D 7 (@0)
Vab !p + 1

n

H owever, if the phase ofD ag varies random Iy with n

1 X 2 iZn +n 1
— e” v 'D f— 41
- o . @1)

n

and the phase generically varies random Iy w ith p. In the
Iimi ! 0 only the diagonaltermm s In the expansion of
F:jin Eq. 39) contrbuteand, ow ing to Eq. (A1), W ;.L:e
N 2=N 3 = 1=N . Hence we have destructive interference.
W hen % 0butmuch analler com pared to , the non-
diagonal termm s becom e in portant. In that case sinple
estin ate leads to .

a=e K hcl S 2t

Wji —N—+p?—+c3— ; 42)

where K ;¢ ;0 ;0 are n—-independent constants. From

Eqg. Cfl-Z_i) we see that the suppression by large N de-

pends on << Tt is inportant to note that in

the sim ple m odel considered here the suppression of the

DC/AC conductivity iscompleteonly whenN ! 1 and
= ! 0.

In the model we have Introduced several sin pli ca-—
tions, In particular only including resonant couplings.
However, we believe this m odel convey the essence of
our dea. W e note how ever, that w ith the sin pli cations
Introduced we do not see enhancem ent of the am plitudes
for constructive nterference, but rather a retum to the
dark value.

II. APPLICATION TO THE 2D IM ENSIONAL
ELECTRON GAS.

W hen discussing the application ofthe general form al-
ism to the 2DEG, there are two regin es of interest to
discuss separately. The st one is the weak coupling
lim i, where the F loquet state is well localized w ith re—
spect to layer ndex n and where the coupling eld as
well, as the probing eld, can be treated perturbatively.
T he other case is the strong coupling regim €, w here the
state is extended through many n’s. W e rst treat the
weak coupling case and discuss this in a generalway w ith
focus especially on the e ect ofthe density of states. T he
strong coupling case we discuss m ore qualitatively, w ith
speci ¢ reference to the sinple m odel discussed in the
previous section.

A . W eak coupling. The density of states e ect.

In this 1im it the eigenstatesofH , are qualitatively sin —
ilar to those in the absence of the hopping between the
replica’s. In this lim it the our calculation produces result
sin flar that obtained in Ref.fl] and Ref.[i]. For a com -
parison w ih these references we restrict ourself to the
case of total coherence, ie. ! O.

Assum ing ,; leaks weakly to the adjpcent layers we
obtaln (upon using Eq. {_1-5))

X X
3> T> + s 10> + j30 T° >
jO jOO
X X
jo> qi> 4+ Wi > + o> 1 @3)
10 400

In the above Ji°> ;)°> are states w ith energy ! above
those of of 4 > ;7 > and Fi® >;7® > has energy !,
below those of 1> ;7] > . In the rest of this section we
shalltreat and as rstorder in the coupling constant
g and obtain A and E to O (g?) by substituting Eq. {43)
into Eq. £9) and takethe ! 0 lin it. The result orA
is

nx
A =2¢ €5 !pfi@ £)P i+ DyF
ij
X 0
+ Ess lo p)E@Q £5)] Djij2
le hx i
+ €5 p)fs @ £0)3590F P uf
i1 50
% hy ° i o
+ €5 !p) Juoffe @ £)P 5 F
ij 100
44)
In the above
Esyi Ey5 Eij 45)

and D, Dgi are of order O ( ) respectively.

The rsttem ofEq. (44) isthe valie in the absence of
coupling eld (them atrix elem ents are slighted m odi ed).
distrdbution function due to the coupling laser. If we
assum e that them atrix elem ents In Eq. dfl-l_l:) are an ooth
function of energy we can replace this equation by

hZ
A=2¢ dEfE)Q
z
NE+ ! )M F+ ENENE-+ o+ ')

tE + !N E)

1
FE)L £fE+ Lo+ ' M F 46)

where M ; and M ; are E dependent functions that we
do not w rite out explicitely. T he corresponding em ission



term is given by

hZ
E=2¢ dEfE)L fE N E€)
Z
N E M 1F+ ENENE+ !y )
i
fFE)L £E + 1o NM T @7

From Eqg. M@l) and Eq. Gfl-z:) we can compute the DC

conductiviy via
. A E
xx Lin (48)
tpt o g
Ifwe take a sin ple form
N (E)= Ngy+ Nqcos ; 49)

|

-c

as suggested at the beginning ofR ef.t;%], and assum e M 1
and M , to be ﬁ:mctjons cpangjng sJowly wih E , we cb—
tain from Eq. {48),Eq. (46) and Eq. {47) the resuk

XX = xx XX sin | — + ; (50)

where =tan® (k!.= !o) andk= 1+ 2Ny=N; . This
result is in qualitative agreem ent w ith that obtained In
Ref.f§, 41.

B . Strong coupling. C onstructive and destructive
interference.

W hen the coupling constant g. in Eq. (2 is large, the
elgenstates of Eq. €2]:) becom e extended am ong m any
replicas, ie. ,; isnon-zero for a very wide range ofn.
For the electrons in the m agnetic eld this m eans that
theM M eld couples togetherm any states, generally lo—
cated at di erent guiding center orbits. T he states cou—
pled together w ill be selected by the condition ofhaving
the energy di erence in resonance (or close to resonance)
w ith the oscilating eld.

The dipole m atrix elem ent of the coupling laser pri-
m arily couples states at neighboring Landau levels and
the sam e guiding center orbit, or close by guiding center
orbis In the sam e Landau lvel. H ow ever, the ocbserved
e ect, wih strong variations in the conductivity when
the frequency of the coupling eld m atches integer m ul-
tiples ofthe cyclotron frequency, indicates a rather strong
coupling also between non-ad-pcent Landau levels. Such
coupling clearly requires Landau levelm ixing. Thism ix—
Ing m ay be due to the presence of a dilute concentration
of strong and localized scatterersand/orhigh gradients in
the potentialat the sam ple edge. In this picture the elec—
tronsm ainly drift adiabatically In a sm ooth background
potential, but occasionally encounter regions of high po—
tential gradients w here the Landau levels ism ixed. D ue
to the dilute concentration of such regions, the e ect on

eg. the density of state can be very am all. However for
a strong coupling eld this is enough to generate su —
clent coupling to distant Landau levels/distant guiding
center orbits that is required to delocalize the F loquet
elgenstates am ong m any replicas. For the the transitions
Induced by the probing eld this m ixing is less in por-
tant, since the low frequency transitions are lin ied to
close by orbis in the sam e Landau level.

Letus rst considerthe case w here the coupling source
is tuned to one of the frequenciesm !, wih integerm .
Them atrix elem ents D ;5 of the probing eld in the sum
of Eq. (28 now are de ned between the sam e pair of
guiding center orbits elevated to higher Landau levels by
the coupling eld. The m odel of the previous section
can be viewed as giving a sim pli ed description of this
situation, w ith the "vertical” index identi ed w ith the
Landau kevel index and the "horizontal" index a labelling
the guiding center orbit.

Them atrix elem ents D _,, now describe transitions be-
tw een the sam e tw o guiding centerorbitsa andbatdi er—
ent Landau levels . Thesem atrix elem ents are strongly
correlated and we have checked that in an adiabatic ap—
proach they are only slow ly dependent on the Landau
Jevel Index

A s previously discussed, with D, independent of ,
the sum overn in Eq. (:39) w i1l include temm s that in-—
terfere constructively. A though one should note that in
the expression found there was no enhancem ent relative
to the dark value. Such an enhancem ent is clearly present
In the observed e ect. W e believe such an enhancem ent
is due to an increase In the magnitude of D, with
and/orto the e ect of ncluding non—resonant term sboth
ofwhich are ignored in our sin ple m odel

Let us next tum to the case where the coupling fre—
quency isnot close ton!.. In this case di erent j ;a >
and j + 1l;a > lbel two distant guiding center orbits
w ith the potential energy of the second orbit ! higher
than that ofthe =st.

Since them atrix element D _, , ordi erent , refersto
transitionsbetw een distant pairs of quiding center orbits,
they are no longer strongly correlated and m ay change
substantially from one value of to the next. In an adia—
batic approxin ation them atrix elem ent can be related to
variations in the drift velocity along the guiding center
orbi, and in a random ly varying background potential
w e therefore expect a corresponding random variation in
the m atrix elem ent. In this case then sum in Eq. {39)
add destructively.

To recap, the di erence between the case ' = m !¢
and !g & m !, lies n the fact that for the fom er the n
sum in the absorption/em ission am plitude tend to add
non-destructively, whereas for the latter the sum tend to
add destructively. T hus, we propose that in addition to
the density of state m echanisn discussed in Ref.fi, 4],
and seen in our discussion of the weak coupling lim i,
the above interference m echanisn w ill contribute, for ! o
between Integermultiples of ! ., to suppress the m agni-
tude of the longiudinal resistivity. This can reduce the



resistivity or even suppress it to zero when the e ect is
very strong. However, since our discussion at this point
is qualitative, w e cannot estin ate the realstrength ofthe
e ect.

ITII. SUM M ARY

In this paper we present a general form alisn for de—
scribing the D C /AC transport in the presence of an os-
cillating coupling eld. The oscillating eld couples to-
gether states in the form ofa F loquet state, and by use
of the expression for this state we derive a general form
for the absorption and em ission probabilities of an addi-
tional low frequency probing eld. This gives a general-
ized Kubo formula for the conductivity in the presence
of an oscillating eld.

W e further discuss In a general way the application
of this to the 2D electron gas in a m agnetic eld radi-
ated by aMM wave. For a weak coupling eld we show
the presence of oscillations due to variations in the den—
sity of states. For strong coupling we discuss In a qual
Tative way the di erence between constructive interfer-
ence when the frequency m atches the energy di erence
between two Landau levels and destructive interference
for interm ediate values of the frequency. T he discussion
of the interference e ects is illustrated by a sinpli ed
m odel.

Quantum interference between di erent virtual pro—

cesses described in this paper should In general exist.
However, com plkte destructive Interference requires a
large num ber of interfering processes and sm all deco—
herence. W e are currently uncertain about the values
of these param eters for the experin ental system . The
m echanism presented here raises the question ofwhether
an Independent study ofthe strength of coherence e ects
can be perform ed. C karly, if the coherent M M source is
replaced by an incoherent source at the sam e frequency
the ooherence e ects w illbe destroyed. A s a sin pler ex—
perin ent w e suggest that the in portance of coherence for
the observed e ect can be studied by use oftw o Indepen—
dent coupling elds. Ifone ofthese is tuned to one ofthe
peak values (say 2! .) and the otherto a suppressed valuie
(say, around % !.), we predict that the e ect of the sec—
ond source w illbe to suppress the peak ofthe rst source,
even to destroy the peak com pletely if the coherent e ect
is su ciently strong.
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