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Interplay ofEhrenfest tim e and dephasing tim e in ballistic conductors
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Q uantum interference corrections in ballistic conductors require a m inim altim e: the Ehrenfest

tim e. In thisletter,we investigate the fate ofthe interference correctionsto quantum transportin

bulk ballistic conductorsifthe Ehrenfesttim e and the dephasing tim e are com parable.

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

Introduction. In recent years,the Ehrenfest tim e �E
hasbeen recognized asa tim escaleofprofound relevance
to the physics ofsystem s interfacialbetween the m eso-
scopic and the nanoscopic regim e [1]. Loosely speaking,
�E isthetim eittakesbefoream inim alwavepacketprop-
agating in a chaotic background loosesits integrity and
spreadsoverscalesofclassicalproportions[2,3].There-
fore(i)theEhrenfesttim ede�nesatim ethreshold before
the wave nature ofelectrons begins to m odify the clas-
sicalbehaviorofobservable system properties. Accord-
ingly,(ii) there is a generalexpectation that quantum
e�ects are m ultiplied by exponentialweighting factors
exp(� ��E=t0),where t0 is the (sm allest) characteristic
tim e scale ofthe quantum e�ect. This expectation has
been con�rm ed for the Ehrenfest-tim e related suppres-
sion ofweaklocalization [1,4,5,6]and shotnoise[7,8]in
chaoticquantum dots,with t0 taken tobethedot’sm ean
dwelltim e �D ,or Ehrenfest-oscillations ofthe weak lo-
calization correctionsto theacconductivity ofa random
collection ofantidots[1]and tim e-dependentdi�usion in
periodicallykicked atom icgases[9],with t0 = i!�1 taken
to be the inverseangularfrequency .
In thisletter,weconsiderthecom petition between the

Ehrenfesttim e and the dephasing tim e ��. W hereas�E
is the m inim al tim e needed for quantum interference,
�� sets the long-tim e cut-o� for interference processes.
The com petition between �E and �� is particularly rel-
evant for quantum corrections in bulk conductors, for
which the dwelltim e �D has no signi�cance. In par-
ticular,we’lladdressthe question whether one m ay ex-
pect a suppression ofquantum correctionsproportional
to exp(� ��E =��),according to the generalexpectation
(ii)m entioned above.In a subtlem anner,theanswerde-
pendson whetherthedephasingoriginatesfrom electron-
electron interactionsorfrom an externalsource(such as
applied m icrowave radiation). Conceptually,the obser-
vation ofan Ehrenfest-tim e dependence ofquantum in-
terferencecorrectionstotheconductancehasexponential
sensitivity to the m icroscopicm echanism ofdephasing.
To date,there are only a few experim entalsignatures

ofthe Ehrenfest tim e. O berholzer et al. found a �E-
related suppression ofthe shotnoise ofa chaotic cavity
upon decreasing �D [10]. Shot noise,however,is insen-
sitive to the presence ofdephasing. Yevtushenko etal.
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FIG .1:Schem aticdrawingofaLorentzgasand agenericpair

oftrajectories �1 (solid)and �2 (dotted)thatcontributesto

the quantum interference correction �G to the conductance

(left)and ofa trajectory pairthatcontributesto the ensem -

ble average h�G i(right). The ‘entrance’and ‘exit segm ents’

areshown thick;thecentralsegm entisshown thin.TheLya-

punov region isindicated by the double arrow.

observed an exponentialsuppression ofweak localization
in an antidotlattice with increasing tem perature T and
attributed thisobservation to the com petition of�E and
�� [11].The theoreticalinsightsreported hereshould be
relevantforthe interpretation ofthe latterexperim ent.
Sem iclassicalpicture. W e focus our discussion on a

ballistic conductor in which the large-scale electron dy-
nam ics is di�usive,such as the Lorentz gas,a random
collection ofdisc-like scatterers,see Fig.1. W e em ploy
sem iclassicallanguagewherein theconductanceG in the
absence ofelectron-electron interactions is expressed as
a sum overpairsofclassicaltrajectories�1 and �2 [12],

G =
2e2

h

Z

dp? dp
0

?

X

� 1;� 2

A � 1
A
�

� 2
: (1)

These originate from the source lead with m om entum
com ponentp? perpendicularto thelead axisand end at
thedrain lead with perpendicularm om entum com ponent
p0
?
.In Eq.(1),A � isthequantum m echanicaltransition

am plitude oftrajectory �.Both �1 and �2 exitthe sys-
tem atthe sam e tim e t,whereasthe entrance tim esare
di�erent ifthe durations t� 1

and t� 2
ofthe two trajec-

toriesdi�er. The diagonalpartofthe sum corresponds
to theclassical(Drude)conductance;therem aining part
ofthe sum m ation,which is over pairs ofdi�erent tra-
jectories �1 6= �2,is the quantum correction �G to the
conductance. The ensem ble average h�G i is the weak
localization correction to the conductance.
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Thelargeparam eterjustifyingthesem iclassicalform u-
lation isthe ratio ofclassical,m acroscopiclength scales,
such asradiusR ofthescatteringdiscsortheirm ean dis-
tance,and the Ferm iwavelength �F . In our discussion
ofdephasing we assum e thatthe dephasing length l� is
alsom acroscopic:Ifnot,theelectronicphaseisdestroyed
beforeeven thesm allestinterferenceloop can beform ed,
and no quantum interferencecorrectionscan exist.
A nonzero contribution to �G | even before ensem -

bleaveraging| existsonly forthosepairsoftrajectories
forwhich notonly the entrance and exitm om enta,but
also the entrance and exit positions are equal,up to a
quantum uncertainty [1]. Hence a typicalpair ofclas-
sicaltrajectoriescontributing to �G isas shown in Fig.
1a:The trajectoriesoriginatefrom positionsa quantum
uncertainty apartand divergeexponentially by virtueof
the chaotic classicaldynam ics. W hen the distance be-
tween the two trajectories exceeds a distance Lc � R,
theirclassicalm otion hasbecom e uncorrelated.Finally,
the trajectoriesjoin again and reach the exitcontactat
positionsonly a quantum distanceapart.
The generic situation shown in Fig.1a givesa contri-

bution to thesam ple-speci�cquantum correction �G but
not to its ensem ble average. In order to have a contri-
bution to h�G i,thetwo trajectories�1 and �2 should be
piecewise equal.Thisisachieved ifthe trajectorieshave
a sm all-angle selfencounter,as shown schem atically in
the right panelofFig.1 [1,13]. The duration ofthe
encounter or ‘Lyapunov region’,m easured as the tim e
during which the separation between the two trajecto-
riesisbelow theclassicalcut-o� L c istheEhrenfesttim e
�E = ��1 ln(Lc=�F ),where � isthe Lyapunov exponent
driving theseparation ofinitially closetrajectoriesup to
classicalseparationsoforderLc.
Them agnitudeofthesam ple-speci�cquantum correc-

tion �G is m easured through the conductance variance,
varG = h�G2i� h�G i2. Since the square of the con-
ductance isexpressed asa quadruple sum overclassical
trajectories,oneneedstoidentifytwopairsoftrajectories
ofthetypeshown in Fig.1a such thattheproductofall
fourtransition am plitudesisa weakly 
uctuating quan-
tity.Twotopologicallydistinctcontributionsofthistype
exist[14],seeFig.2 [15].In the�rstofthese,two trajec-
toriesinitially aquantum distanceapartand enteringthe
�rstfactor�G splitto join with the quantum am plitude
oftwotrajectoriesofthesecond factor�G .In thesecond
contribution,the two trajectoriesin a pairentering into
the sam e factor�G di�er by a ‘loop’,which one trajec-
tory travels through and the other does not. The two
pairsare arranged such that the sam e loop is traversed
in both cases.W e notethatthese two contributionscan
be linked to the two prim ary contributions to the uni-
versalconductance 
uctuations in standard disordered
conductors [14]. The �rst contribution corresponds to
thecontribution of
uctuationsofthedi�usion constant,
whereas the second contribution represents the density

τE

τE

τE

τE

a b

FIG .2: Sem iclassicalrepresentation ofthe two distinctcon-

tributionsto theconductance
uctuations.Theentranceand

exitsegm entsare shown thick,the centralsegm entis shown

thin.

ofstatescontribution to the conductance
uctuations.
The presence of a tim e-dependent potential, either

from an intrinsicsource,suchaselectron-electroninterac-
tions,orfrom an externalsource,m ay changethephases
ofthe am plitudes A � 1

and A � 2
in di�erent ways. Such

dephasing causesa suppression ofthe quantum interfer-
ence correction. The centralquestion of this letter is
whether dephasing can occur during the Lyapunov re-
gions.O nly dephasing in the Lyapunov regionscan give
risetoan exponentialdependence/ exp(� �tE=��)ofthe
quantum corrections. Dephasing outside the Lyapunov
regionsisdescribed by thestandard theory ofdisordered
conductors[17,18,19].
For the purpose ofaddressing the role ofdephasing,

weseparatea generictrajectory pairofFig.1a intothree
parts:an ‘exitsegm ent’,consisting ofthe stretch ofcor-
relatedpropagationofboth trajectoriesneartheexitcon-
tact,an ‘entrance segm ent’,consisting ofthe stretch of
correlated propagation ofboth trajectoriesnearthe en-
trancecontact(withoutpartsofthetrajectoriesthatare
already included in the exit segm ent),and the rem ain-
ing‘centralsegm ent’.W ith thisde�nition,theLyapunov
regionsare partofthe exitand entrance segm ents. W e
note thatthe centralsegm entm ay be em pty forone of
thetrajectoriesin a pair.Thisisthecaseforthetrajec-
toriesshown in Fig.2b.
Externalsource ofdephasing.Although the frequency

! and wavenum berq ofthe dephasing potentialV (r;t)
can be controlled arbitrarily,in m ost cases ofpractical
interests | a 
uctuating gate potentialor an applied
m icrowave �eld [20] | the relevant wavenum bers are
m acroscopic,not m icroscopic. M acroscopic 
uctuating
potentialscause forward scattering only: The phase ac-
cum ulated by theelectronsischanged,buttheelectrons
continue to propagate along classicaltrajectories. This
im pliesthatthe sem iclassicalpicture underlying Eq.(1)
can stillbe used;The trajectories �1 and �2 acquire a
phase shift �(�1;2;t) which depends on the tim e t the
trajectoriesreach the exitlead,

�(�;t)= �h�1
Z t

t�t �

dt
0
V (r�(t

0);t0): (2)

Theaccum ulated phase� = �entr+ �centr+ �exit can be
separated into contributionsfrom the entrance,central,
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and exitsegm ents.In theentranceand exitsegm ents,�1
and �2 see the sam e 
uctuating potential. Thisim plies
�exit(�1;t) = �exit(�2;t). The phase shifts �entr(�1;t)
and �entr(�2;t)m ay be di�erent,however,if�1 and �2

havedi�erentdurationst� 1
and t� 2

.
The trajectory pairscontributing to the ensem ble av-

erageh�G ihavet� 1
= t� 2

.Hence,there isno dephasing
in eitherexitorentranceregions.Sincethesecontain the
Lyapunov region,weconcludethatforweak localization
there isno exponentialsuppression / exp(��E =��). Al-
ternatively,one notesthatthe situation in the entrance
and exitsegm entsise�ectively onedim ensional,and that
theonly e�ectofaforward scatteringpotentialin onedi-
m ension is to change the distribution function. Such a
change isinconsequentialforweak localization,which is
independentofthe distribution function.
Thesituation ism orecom plicated fortheconductance


uctuations. Here the two trajectories �1 and �2 can
have di�erent durations. As a result,one �nds a sup-
pression ofthe conductance 
uctuationsthatispropor-
tionaltoexp(� tentr=t0),wheretentr istheduration ofthe
‘entrancesegm ent’and

t
�1

0
=

1

2tentr
[�(�1)� �(�2)]2:

�
1

��
[1� cos(!(t� 1

� t� 2
)]; (3)

where�� isthedephasing tim ein thecentralsegm ent,in
which the trajectories�1 and �2 are uncorrelated. The
bardenotesan averagealongtheentrancesegm entofthe
classicaltrajectory. The di�erence t� 1

� t� 2
istypically

oforderm in(T �1 ;�D ).W hereasan exponentialsuppres-
sion proportionalto exp(� tentr=t0)im pliesan exponen-
tialsuppression / exp(� �E=t0) for the contribution to
varG ofFig.2a,itdoesnotim ply a sim ilarexponential
suppression forthecontribution ofFig.2b:In Fig.2b the
entrance segm entcontains no Lyapunov region. Hence,
we conclude that varG is not exponentially suppressed
atlarge�E=�� foran externalsourceofdephasing.
Dephasing from electron-electron interactions. Even

without externalsources,the electrons willbe subject
to a tim e-dependent 
uctuating potential: the poten-
tialgenerated by the other electrons through electron-
electron interactions. Now the characteristic wavenum -
berand frequency arenotcontrolled externally,butthey
are set by the tem perature and the electron dynam ics.
In a disordered conductorin one ortwo dim ensions,the
dephasing rate ��1

�
can be written asa sum oftwo con-

tributions[18],

�
�1

�
= �

�1

�;di�
+ �

�1

�;ball
; (4)

where ��;di� and ��;ball represent the dephasing tim es
from tim e-dependent 
uctuations ofthe interaction po-
tentialV (r;t)on length scalesaboveand below them ean
free path l = vF �, respectively. At low tem peratures

the �rst term in Eq.(4) dom inates the dephasing rate
[21],whereasthesecondterm dom inatesathigh tem pera-
tures.Thetwocontributionsarecom parableforT � �h=�
[18].
Asin thecaseofdephasing from an externalsource,a

tim e-dependentpotentialwith a m acroscopicspatialde-
pendencechangestheelectronicphase,butnottheclassi-
caltrajectories.Repeatingtheargum entsabove,wethus
conclude thatthere isno additionalcontribution to de-
phasingfrom theexitsegm ent.However,thereisnocon-
tribution to dephasing from theentrancesegm enteither.
Thisisdi�erentfrom thecaseofexternaldephasing.The
reason isthatthe forward scattering potentialisgener-
ated by electronsin equilibrium ,so thatthe 
uctuating
interaction potentialdoes not broaden the distribution
function in theentrancesegm ent.Therefore,thedephas-
ing processesthatenterinto ��;di� do notlead to any �E
dependenceofweak localization ortheconductance
uc-
tuations. (The absence ofa suppression / e��� E =�� ;diff

forweak localization wasalready noted in Ref.1.)
The situation isdi�erentforthe ballistic contribution

to dephasing. Although the e�ect ofa tim e-dependent
potential that varies on sub-m acroscopic length scales
can notbedescribed quantitatively using thesem iclassi-
calpictureofEq.(1)becausesuchapotentialm aychange
both trajectoriesand phases,the im pactofthe
uctuat-
ing potentialduring theLyapunov regionscan beargued
using qualitativeargum ents.Thedistanced between the
two trajectoriesin the �rstLyapunov regionsofFig.1b
orFig.2 isestim ated as

d � �F e
�t
; (5)

wheretisthetim em easured sinceentry oftheLyapunov
region. Upon exitofthe Lyapunov region,after a tim e
�E,one has d � R. The sam e estim ate holds for the
second Lyapunov region provided tisinterpreted asthe
tim e before exit. In a Lyapunov region,phase breaking
from potential
uctuationswith wavenum berqcan occur
only ifdq >� 1 (see also Ref.22). Repeating the calcu-
lation ofthe ballisticdephasing rate
�;ball[18]with the
condition q >� 1=d,one �nds that the dephasing rate is
m odi�ed as

��;ball(d)= ��;ball
ln(R=�F )

ln(d=�F )
; (6)

where��;ballisthedephasing tim eoutsidetheLyapunov
region.Averaging overthe Lyapunov region,onearrives
atan e�ectivedephasingrateforweaklocalization thatis
only halfofthe ballisticdephasing rateoutside the Lya-
punov region. Since electrons contributing to weak lo-
calization passthrough thesam eLyapunov region twice,
weconcludethat

h�G i/ exp(� �E=��;ball): (7)

For universalconductance 
uctuations the contribution
ofFig.2b decaysslowerwith increasing �E than thecon-
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tribution ofFig.2a:ForFig.2b onecan judiciously pair
thetwo interfering trajectories�1 and �2 such thattheir
distance isneverlargerthan (R�F )1=2,while in Fig.2a
thedistancebetween trajectoriesin theLyapunovregions
can be as large as R. The e�ective dephasing rate,av-
eraged over the duration ofthe Lyapunov region,then
becom es1=4� �

�1

�;ball
,so that

varG / exp(� �E=2��;ball) (8)

if�E � ��;ball.
Ballistic quantum dots. These ideasalso apply to the

Ehrenfest-tim edependenceofweak localization and con-
ductance
uctuationsin a ballisticquantum dot.Forex-
ternaldephasing with a m acroscopicspatialdependence
ofthedephasingpotential,an exactcalculation alongthe
linesofRef.16 showsthatboth h�G iand hvarG iarein-
dependentof�E=��.Forintrinsicdephasing oneexpects
thatEqs.(7)and (8)rem ain valid,with ��;ball replaced
by the totaldephasing tim e ��,because �

�1

�;di�
= 0 in a

ballisticquantum dot.
Discussion.W enotethatEq.(7)appeared previously

in theliterature,butforratherdi�erentreasons.Aleiner
and Larkin [1]arrive at an e�ective ballistic dephasing
ratethatishalfthedephasingrate��1

�;ball
outsidetheLya-

punov regions by arti�cially setting the dephasing rate
to zero in the �rsthalfofeach Lyapunov region. Petit-
jean etal.�nd Eq.(7),with ��;ball replaced by ��,for
a quantum dotin which dephasing arisesfrom a voltage
probe ballistically coupled to the dot [22]. Tworzydlo
et al., who considered a tunnel-coupled voltage probe,
reported h�G i/ exp(� �E=��)based on an ‘e�ectiveran-
dom m atrix theory’which neglects the second passage
through the Lyapunov region [23]. The correct result
for dephasing from a tunnel-coupled voltage probe is
h�G i / exp(� 2�E=��) [16,22]. For the variance ofthe
conductance,Ref.23 �ndsvarG / exp(� 2�E=��),which
isthe correctresultforthe m odelem ployed there.
The only experim ent to date that claim s to have ob-

served the�E dependence ofweak localization,Ref.[11],
derivesthisclaim from theobserved exponentialtem per-
aturedependenceoftheweaklocalizationcorrectionfora
two-dim ensionalcollection ofrandom ly placed antidots.
Reference [11]used Eq.(7),butwith ��;ball replaced by
��;di�,to analyze theirdata. Since ��;di� / T �1 in two
dim ensions,thiswould indeed explain theobserved tem -
peraturedependenceofh�G i.Thecorrect�E-dependence
ofthe weak localization correction involvesthe ballistic
dephasing tim e��;ball,however,which isproportionalto
T �2 , not T �1 . Further com plications arise because a
large partofthe experim entaldata is for T � �h=�,for
which neither��;ball nor��;di� dom inatesthe dephasing
rate.Thisrulesoutan unam biguousidenti�cation ofthe
roleoftheEhrenfesttim efrom theobserved tem perature
dependence ofweak localization alone.
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