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Ehrenfest tin e dependent suppression of weak localization
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The Ehrenfest tin e dependence of the suppression of the weak localization correction to the
conductance of a clan chaotic cavity is calculated. Unlke in earlier work, no in puriy scattering is
Invoked to in itate di raction e ects. T he calculation extends the sem iclassical theory ofK . R ichter
and M . Sieber Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 206801 (2002)] to include thee ect ofa nie Ehrenfest time.
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T he average conductivity of a disordered m etal is re—
duced with respect to the classical value by quantum
Interference. This phenom enon, known as weak local-
ization, has been understood long ago [l,14,13] in tem s
of the constructive interference of tim ereversed di usive
trafctories. W eak localization exists also In quantum
dots, which are so sm alland clean that In puriy scatter—
Ing can be neglected [4]. In such ballistic cavities, quan—
tum interference e ects develop only after a tin e scale
on which am nim alw ave packet has spread to cover the
entire caviy. This tin e scale, known as the Ehrenfest
tine B, isoforder x = 'hkeL,wih the Lya-
punov exponent of the chaotic dynam ics, kr the Ferm i
w avevector, and L the linear size ofthe caviy. Thetime
scale g becom es In portant if it is Jarger than the m ean
dwelltine p ofan electron In the quantum dot, coupled
via two point contacts to electron reservoirs.

Suppression of weak localization in the Ehrenfest
regine p < g was rstproposed and studied by A leiner
and Larkin [@]. T heir calculation played a sem inalrole in
the developm ent of the sub ct, but it was unsatisfactory
In one key aspect: A am allam ount of in purity scattering
was Introduced by hand to in iate the e ects ofdi rac-
tion in a ballistic system . The main ain of our work
is to provide a derivation ofthe weak localization correc—
tion in the E hrenfest regim e w thout recourse to in purity
scattering. To our know ledge no such derivation exists.

T he theoretical fram ew ork that we shall adopt is the
sem iclassical theory of R ichter and Sieber [J], which is
a wellunderstood and controlled approxin ation schem e.
In Ref. [l]thee ectsof nite r were not considered, so
there the weak localization correction was given by the
valie known from random m atrix theory E,l9]. W e nd
that the absence of nterfering tra pctorieswhen p < g
Jeads to the exponential suppression of the weak local-
ization correction / exp( g=p), In agreem ent with
Ref. [4].

Apart from the setting of weak localization, e ects of
a nie Ehrenfest tin e have received m uch attention re—
cently: T he excitation gap in an Andreev billiard [10] as
well as the shot noise [11] of a ballistic cavity are pre—
dicted to be suppressed when g > . The lattere ect
have received experin ental support [LZ]. For these prob—
Jem s there now exist sem iclassical theordes, which do not
nvoke im purity scattering. However, all these theories

FIG .1l: The RichterSiber pair. The weak localization cor—
rection to the an ission am plitudes com es from selfcross—
ing angles ~=FE ¢ . The characteristic tim e of such
orbis isthe Ehrenfest tine g = 1= ) hE = ~)

deal only with leading order e ects. Quantum correc—
tions such as weak localization are beyond their reach.
That iswhy In this work we follow an altogether di er-
ent approach.

Follow ing Richter and Sigber, we consider a two—
din ensional ballistic quantum dot to which two leads
of width w and w? are attached. W e assum e that the
classical dynam ics of this dot is chaotic, w ith Lyapunov

exponent . The Landauer form ula for the conductance
is given by
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where t,, isthe transm ission am plitude between incom —
Ing and outgoing channelsm and n at the Fermm ienergy
Er andN N 9 isthe numberofchannelsofw idth w w°).
The sem iclassical expression or t,, is given as a sum
over classical tra ctories Ppining two leads [l,[13]:
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Heresih , =n =kpw andsh , =m =%krwon= n
andm = m,and = sgnfn)sgn@)exp i Mmy=w
ny®=w?’ =2+ 1=4) .Thetem S isthe classicalac—

tion, M ,; is an elem ent of the m onodrom y m atrix, and
istheM aslov index. The trapctory startsat trans—
verse coordinate y In lead w wih an anglke , and ends
at the transverse coordinate y° in lead w® w ith angle , .
W hen calulatihg thn F the double sum over trapc—
tories and ° is approxin ated to lading order by the
diagonalapproxin ation = ©°[13]. The rstorderquan—
tum correction to the tranan ission am plitudes (responsi-
ble forthe weak localization e ect [14]) isdue to R ichter—
Sieberpairs [1]: isexponentially closeto °everywhere
except In the vichity of a crossing point of where ©°
avoids that crossing. This is illustrated in Fig. 1. The
action di erence between and %is: S = E y %=,
where is the angk at the crossing. In the diagonal ap—
proxim ation, the sum over tra fctories can be evaluated
via the sum rule [1]
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w here the sum is over all tra gctories that begin in in—
terval dy® around y and end in interval dy around vy,
(T) / exp( T=p) is the dwell tin e distribution and

b =mA=~N + N9 @)

is the mean dwell tine, we denote by m the e ective
electron m ass, by A the area of the caviy, and by N =
krw= ,N %= kr w= the number of channels in the two
leads. The weak localization correction from R ichter—
Sieber pairs is given by
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where T = 2= )In .The lowerbound in the integral
over T signi es that there are no orbits shorter than T
w ith a selfcrossing angle

So far we have follow ed the calculation ofR ichter and
Siber [I]. Now we depart from i. W e rst evaluate the
T integral,
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In the sam iclassical Iim ji:,pthe man contrbution to this
Integral com es from ~=F 1. Thuswemay
approxin ate sin and extend the upper lim it of the

Integralto in nity. The result is
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where g = (1= )InEr= ~) istheEhrenfest tim e ofthis
problem . In the relevant regine p 1 we have
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Finally, using Eq. @) and the sum rule [@), we nd the
weak localization correction to the conductance
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In agreem ent w ith Ref. [@].

Up to this point we have rederived a known resul.
Now we shallapply this technology to them agnetic eld
dependence of the weak localization correction in the
Ehrenfest regim e. T his is done via the calculation ofthe
m agnetic eld dependence of the density of self cross—
ings [1]. A ccordingly, Eq.[8) ism odi ed as ollow s:
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where 5 = 2=@ ? B?) is the magnetic tine, , is

the ux quantum, B is the magnetic eld, and is
a system dependent param eter [, [13]. A s before, we

rst evaluate the T integral exactly and then evaluate
the Integral in stationary phase approxin ation. This
produces the B dependent tranam ission m atrix elem ents

Fm B)F = Fn OFQ+ p=p) '. Fially, sum-
m ing over all channels we obtain the m agnetic eld de—
pendence of the weak localization correction to the con-
ductance,
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W e see that the Lorentzian lineshape of the weak local-
ization peak is preserved in the Ehrenfest regin e, while
is size is exponentially suppressed.

In conclusion, we have presented a derivation of the
Ehrenfest tin e dependence of the weak localization cor—
rection In a two din ensionalchaoticbilliard. A 1l interfer—
ence e ects are fllly accounted forw ithin the fram ew ork
of a controlled sem iclassical approxim ation [1], w ithout
requiring the arti cialinclision ofim purity scattering [€].
Interesting extensions inclide the appearance ofa second



Lyapunov exponent in three din ensions, and the coex—
istence of chaotic and m ixed regions of phase space. It
would also be of interest to extend the m ethod to de—
scribe universal conductance uctuations In the Ehren—
fest regin e.
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