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Ehrenfest tim e dependent suppression ofw eak localization
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The Ehrenfest tim e dependence of the suppression of the weak localization correction to the

conductanceofa clean chaotic cavity iscalculated.Unlikein earlierwork,no im purity scattering is

invoked to im itatedi�raction e�ects.Thecalculation extendsthesem iclassicaltheory ofK .Richter

and M .Sieber[Phys.Rev.Lett.89,206801 (2002)]to include thee�ectofa �niteEhrenfesttim e.

PACS num bers:73.23.-b,05.45.M t,73.20.Fz

The average conductivity ofa disordered m etalis re-

duced with respect to the classicalvalue by quantum

interference. This phenom enon, known as weak local-

ization,hasbeen understood long ago [1,2,3]in term s

oftheconstructiveinterferenceoftim e-reversed di�usive

trajectories. W eak localization exists also in quantum

dots,which areso sm alland clean thatim purity scatter-

ing can be neglected [4].In such ballistic cavities,quan-

tum interference e�ects develop only after a tim e scale

on which a m inim alwavepackethasspread to coverthe

entire cavity. This tim e scale,known as the Ehrenfest

tim e [5],is oforder �E = �� 1 lnkF L,with � the Lya-

punov exponent ofthe chaotic dynam ics,kF the Ferm i

wavevector,and L thelinearsizeofthecavity.Thetim e

scale�E becom esim portantifitislargerthan the m ean

dwelltim e�D ofan electron in thequantum dot,coupled

via two pointcontactsto electron reservoirs.

Suppression of weak localization in the Ehrenfest

regim e�D < �E was�rstproposed and studied by Aleiner

and Larkin [6].Theircalculation played a sem inalrolein

thedevelopm entofthesubject,butitwasunsatisfactory

in onekey aspect:A sm allam ountofim purity scattering

wasintroduced by hand to im itate the e�ectsofdi�rac-

tion in a ballistic system . The m ain aim ofour work

isto providea derivation oftheweak localization correc-

tion in theEhrenfestregim ewithoutrecoursetoim purity

scattering.To ourknowledgeno such derivation exists.

The theoreticalfram ework thatwe shalladoptis the

sem iclassicaltheory ofRichter and Sieber [7],which is

a well-understood and controlled approxim ation schem e.

In Ref.[7]thee�ectsof�nite�E werenotconsidered,so

there the weak localization correction was given by the

value known from random m atrix theory [8,9].W e �nd

thattheabsenceofinterfering trajectorieswhen �D < �E

leads to the exponentialsuppression ofthe weak local-

ization correction / exp(� �E=�D ), in agreem ent with

Ref.[6].

Apartfrom the setting ofweak localization,e�ectsof

a �nite Ehrenfesttim e have received m uch attention re-

cently:Theexcitation gap in an Andreev billiard [10]as

wellas the shot noise [11]ofa ballistic cavity are pre-

dicted to be suppressed when �E > �D .The lattere�ect

havereceived experim entalsupport[12].Fortheseprob-

lem stherenow existsem iclassicaltheories,which do not

invoke im purity scattering. However,allthese theories
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FIG .1: The Richter-Sieberpair. The weak localization cor-

rection to the transm ission am plitudes com esfrom selfcross-

ing angles � .

p
�~=E F . The characteristic tim e of such

orbitsisthe Ehrenfesttim e �E = (1=�)ln(E F =�~)

.

dealonly with leading order e�ects. Q uantum correc-

tions such as weak localization are beyond their reach.

Thatiswhy in thiswork we follow an altogetherdi�er-

entapproach.

Following Richter and Sieber, we consider a two-

dim ensionalballistic quantum dot to which two leads

ofwidth w and w 0 are attached. W e assum e that the

classicaldynam icsofthisdotischaotic,with Lyapunov

exponent�. The Landauerform ula forthe conductance

isgiven by

G = 2
e2

h

NX

n= 1

N
0

X

m = 1

jtnm j
2
; (1)

wheretnm isthetransm ission am plitudebetween incom -

ing and outgoing channelsm and n atthe Ferm ienergy

E F and N (N 0)isthenum berofchannelsofwidth w(w 0).

The sem iclassicalexpression for tnm is given as a sum

overclassicaltrajectories joining two leads[7,13]:

tnm = �

r
�~

2ww 0

X

(�n;�m )

exp
�
(i=~)S

�
�

jcos��n cos��m M


21
j1=2

: (2)
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Here sin��n = �n�=kF w and sin��m = �m �=kF w
0,�n = � n

and �m = � m ,and � = sgn(�m )sgn(�n)exp
�
i�(�m y=w �

�ny0=w 0� �=2+ 1=4)
�
.Theterm S istheclassicalac-

tion,M


21 is an elem entofthe m onodrom y m atrix,and

� istheM aslov index.Thetrajectory  startsattrans-

verse coordinate y in lead w with an angle ��n and ends

atthetransversecoordinatey0in lead w 0 with angle��m .

W hen calculating jtnm j
2 the double sum over trajec-

tories and 0 isapproxim ated to leading orderby the

diagonalapproxim ation = 0[13].The�rstorderquan-

tum correction to thetransm ission am plitudes(responsi-

blefortheweak localization e�ect[14])isduetoRichter-

Sieberpairs[7]: isexponentially closeto 0everywhere

except in the vicinity ofa crossing point of where 0

avoids that crossing. This is illustrated in Fig.1. The

action di�erence between  and 0 is: �S = E F �
2=�,

where � isthe angleatthe crossing.In the diagonalap-

proxim ation,the sum overtrajectoriescan be evaluated

via the sum rule[7]

X

(y0;�n ;y;�m )

�(T � T)

jM


21j
=
cos�n cos�m

2�m A
dydy

0
�(T); (3)

where the sum is over alltrajectories that begin in in-

tervaldy0 around y and end in intervaldy around y,

�(T) / exp(� T=�D ) is the dwelltim e distribution and

�D = m A=~(N + N
0) (4)

is the m ean dwelltim e, we denote by m the e�ective

electron m ass,by A the area ofthe cavity,and by N =

kF w=�,N
0= kF w

0=� thenum berofchannelsin thetwo

leads. The weak localization correction from Richter-

Sieberpairsisgiven by

�jtnm j
2 =

2E F ~

�m 2A 2

Z �

0

d�

Z
1

T�

dTe� T =�D (T � T�)
2

� cos(EF �
2
=�~)sin�; (5)

whereT� = � (2=�)ln�.The lowerbound in the integral

overT signi�esthatthere are no orbitsshorterthan T�

with a selfcrossing angle�.

So farwe havefollowed the calculation ofRichterand

Sieber[7].Now we departfrom it.W e �rstevaluatethe

T integral,

�jtnm j
2 =

4E F ~�
3
D

�m 2A 2

Z �

0

d�e� T�=�D cos(E F �
2
=�~)sin�:

(6)

In the sem iclassicallim it,the m ain contribution to this

integralcom es from � .

p
�~=EF � 1. Thus we m ay

approxim ate sin� � � and extend the upperlim itofthe

integralto in�nity.The resultis

�jtnm j
2 =

4E F ~

�m 2A 2
�
3
D

Z
1

0

d��
1+ 2=��D cos(E F �

2
=�~)

= �

�
~�D

m A

� 2
2��D

�
sin

�
�

2��D

�

�

�

1+
1

��D

�

� exp(� �E=�D ); (7)

where�E = (1=�)ln(EF =�~)istheEhrenfesttim eofthis

problem .In the relevantregim e��D � 1 wehave

�jtnm j
2 ’

�
~�D

m A

� 2

e� �E =�D : (8)

Finally,using Eq.(4)and the sum rule (3),we �nd the

weak localization correction to the conductance

�G= �
2e2

h

N N 0

(N + N 0)2
exp(� �E=�D ); (9)

in agreem entwith Ref.[6].

Up to this point we have rederived a known result.

Now weshallapply thistechnology to them agnetic�eld

dependence of the weak localization correction in the

Ehrenfestregim e.Thisisdonevia thecalculation ofthe

m agnetic �eld dependence ofthe density of selfcross-

ings[7].Accordingly,Eq.(5)ism odi�ed asfollows:

�jtnm j
2 =

4E F ~�
2
B

�m 2A 2

Z �

0

d�

Z
1

T�

dT cos(E F �
2
=�~)sin�

� e� T =�D

�

e(T�� T )=�B � 1+
T � T�

�B

�

; (10)

where �B = �20=(8�
2�B 2) is the m agnetic tim e, �0 is

the ux quantum , B is the m agnetic �eld, and � is

a system dependent param eter [7, 13]. As before, we

�rst evaluate the T integralexactly and then evaluate

the � integralin stationary phase approxim ation. This

producestheB dependenttransm ission m atrix elem ents

�jtnm (B )j
2 = �jtnm (0)j

2(1+ �D =�B )
� 1. Finally, sum -

m ing overallchannelswe obtain the m agnetic �eld de-

pendence ofthe weak localization correction to the con-

ductance,

�G (B )= �
2e2

h

N N 0

(N + N 0)2

e� �E =�D

1+ �D =�B
(11)

W e see thatthe Lorentzian lineshape ofthe weak local-

ization peak ispreserved in the Ehrenfestregim e,while

itssizeisexponentially suppressed.

In conclusion,we have presented a derivation ofthe

Ehrenfesttim e dependence ofthe weak localization cor-

rection in atwodim ensionalchaoticbilliard.Allinterfer-

encee�ectsarefully accounted forwithin thefram ework

ofa controlled sem iclassicalapproxim ation [7],without

requiringthearti�cialinclusion ofim purityscattering[6].

Interestingextensionsincludetheappearanceofasecond
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Lyapunov exponent in three dim ensions,and the coex-

istence ofchaotic and m ixed regionsofphase space. It

would also be ofinterest to extend the m ethod to de-

scribe universalconductance uctuations in the Ehren-

festregim e.
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