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Interplay of Ehrenfest tin e and dephasing tim e in ballistic conductors
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Quantum interference corrections in ballistic conductors require a m inin al tim e: the Ehrenfest
tin e. In this letter, we investigate the fate of the interference corrections to quantum transport in
bulk ballistic conductors if the Ehrenfest tin e and the dephasing tin e are com parable.
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Introduction. In recent years, the Ehrenfest tine g
hasbeen recognized as a tim e scale of profound relevance
to the physics of system s Interfacial between the m eso—
scopic and the nanoscopic regim e [I]. Loosely speaking,

g Isthetin e i takesbefore am inin alw ave packet prop—
agating In a chaotic background looses its integrity and
spreads over scales of classical proportions [£,3]. T here—
fore (i) the Ehrenfest tin e de nesa tin e threshold before
the wave nature of electrons begins to m odify the clas—
sical behavior of cbservable system properties. A ccord—
ngly, (i) there is a general expectation that quantum
e ects are multiplied by exponential weighting factors
exp ( E=tg), where ty is the (an allest) characteristic
tin e scale of the quantum e ect. This expectation has
been con m ed for the Ehrenfest-tin e related suppres—
sion ofweak localization [1,4,5,/6]1and shot noise [/,/8] in
chaotic quantum dots, w ith ty taken to be the dot’sm ean
dwell tine p, or Ehrenfest-oscillations of the weak lo—
calization corrections to the ac conductivity ofa random
collection of antidots [I] and tin edependent di usion in
periodically kicked atom icgases [9], with ty = i! ! taken
to be the inverse angular frequency .

In this letter, we consider the com petition between the
Ehrenfest tin e and the dephasing tine . W hereas ¢
is the m nim al tim e needed for quantum interference,

sets the long-tin e cuto HOr nterference processes.
T he com petition between gy and is particularly rel-
evant for quantum corrections In buk conductors, for
which the dwell time p has no signi cance. In par-
ticular, we'll address the question whether one m ay ex—
pect a suppression of quantum corrections proportional
to exp ( = ), according to the general expectation

(il) m entioned above. In a subtle m anner, the answer de—
pends on w hether the dephasing originates from electron-—
electron Interactions or from an extemal source (such as
applied m icrow ave radiation). Conogptually, the obser—
vation of an Ehrenfest-tin e dependence of quantum in—
terference correctionsto the conductance has exponential
sensitivity to the m icroscopic m echanian of dephasing.

To date, there are only a few experin ental signatures
of the Ehrenfest tine. Oberholzer et al. found a -
related suppression of the shot noise of a chaotic caviy
upon decreasing p [LO]. Shot noise, however, is Insen—
sitive to the presence of dephasing. Yevtushenko et al

FIG .1: Schem atic draw ing of a Lorentz gas and a generic pair
of trapctordes ;1 (solid) and . (dotted) that contributes to
the quantum interference correction G to the conductance
(left) and of a tractory pair that contributes to the ensem -
ble average h G i (right). The ¥®ntrance’ and ¥®xit segm ents’
are shown thick; the central segm ent is shown thin. The Lya-
punov region is indicated by the double arrow .

observed an exponential suppression ofweak localization
In an antidot lattice w ith increasing tem perature T and
attrbuted this observation to the com petition of g and
[L1]. T he theoretical nsights reported here should be
relevant for the interpretation of the latter experim ent.
Sem ichssical picture. 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 of disc-like scatterers, see Fig.[ll. W e emply
sem iclassical language w herein the conductance G in the
absence of electron-electron interactions is expressed as

a sum over pairs of classical tra gctories 1 and , [L2],
Z
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These origihate from the source lead with m om entum

com ponent p, perpendicular to the lead axis and end at
the drain lead w ith perpendicularm om entum com ponent
p; . mEq. [M),A isthe quantum m echanicaltransition
am plitude of traectory .Both 1 and , exitthe sys—
tem at the sam e tin e t, w hereas the entrance tim es are
di erent if the durations t , and t , of the two trac-
tories di er. The diagonal part of the sum corresponds
to the classical O rude) conductance; the rem aining part
of the summ ation, which is over pairs of di erent tra—
Ectories 1 6 ,, is the quantum ocorrection G to the
conductance. The ensamble average h G i is the weak
Jocalization correction to the conductance.
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T he lJarge param eter justifying the sem iclassical form u—
Jation is the ratio of classical, m acroscopic length scales,
such asradiisR ofthe scattering discs or theirm ean dis—
tance, and the Fem iwavelength . In our discussion
of dephasing we assum e that the dephasing length 1 is
alsom acroscopic: Ifnot, the electronic phase is destroyed
before even the am allest interference loop can be form ed,
and no quantum interference corrections can exist.

A nonzero contrbution to G | even before ensem -
bl averaging | exists only for those pairs of tra gctories
for which not only the entrance and exi m om enta, but
also the entrance and exit positions are equal, up to a
quantum uncertainty [I]. Hence a typical pair of clas—
sical tra ctories contrbuting to G is as shown In Fig.
[[la: T he trafctories originate from positions a quantum
uncertainty apart and diverge exponentially by virtue of
the chaotic classical dynam ics. W hen the distance be—
tween the two tra pctories exceeds a distance L. R,
their classicalm otion has becom e uncorrelated. F inally,
the tra fctories pin again and reach the exi contact at
positions only a quantum distance apart.

T he generic situation shown in Fig.[Tlh gives a contri-
bution to the sam ple-speci c quantum correction G but
not to is ensem ble average. In order to have a contri-
bution toh G i, thetwo trafctories ; and ; should be
piecew ise equal. T his is achieved if the tra fctories have
a sn allangk self encounter, as shown schem atically In
the right panel of Fig.[d [, [13]. The duration of the
encounter or Lyapunov region’, m easured as the tine
during which the separation between the two trafcto—
ries isbelow the classicalcuto L. istheEhrenfest tine

g= !Ih(@c ), where isthe Lyapunov exponent
driving the separation of initially close tra fctories up to
classical ssparations oforder L.

T hem agniude ofthe sam ple-speci c quantum correc—
tion G ism easured through the conductance variance,
varG = h G?1 h Gi. Since the square of the con—
ductance is expressed as a quadruple sum over classical
tra pctories, one needs to identify tw o pairs oftra pctories
of the type shown in Fig.[lla such that the product ofall
four transition am plitudes is a weakly uctuating quan—
tity. T wo topologically distinct contrbutions ofthis type
exist [14], seseFig.[J [15]. Th the rst ofthese, two trac—
tories niially a quantum distance apart and entering the

rst factor G split to pin with the quantum am plitude
oftw o tra fctories of the second factor G . In the second
contrbution, the two tra ctories In a pair entering into
the sam e factor G di er by a Yoop’, which one trafc—
tory travels through and the other does not. The two
pairs are arranged such that the sam e loop is traversed
In both cases. W e note that these two contributions can
be linked to the two prim ary contrbutions to the uni-
versal conductance uctuations in standard disordered
conductors [L4]. The rst contrbution corresponds to
the contribution of uctuations ofthe di usion constant,
w hereas the second contribution represents the density
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FIG . 2: Sem iclassical representation of the two distinct con-
tribbutions to the conductance uctuations. T he entrance and
exit segm ents are shown thick, the central segm ent is shown
thin.

of states contridbution to the conductance uctuations.

The presence of a tin edependent potential, either
from an intrinsic source, such aselectron-electron interac—
tions, or from an extemalsource, m ay change the phases
of the am plitudes A , and A , in di erent ways. Such
dephasing causes a suppression of the quantum interfer—
ence correction. The central question of this ltter is
w hether dephasing can occur during the Lyapunov re—
gions. O nly dephasing in the Lyapunov regions can give
rise to an exponentialdependence / exp( g= ) ofthe
quantum ocorrections. D ephasing outside the Lyapunov
regions is describbed by the standard theory of disordered
conductors [17,118,119].

For the purpose of addressing the rol of dephasing,
W e separate a generic tra fctory pair of F ig.[Ia into three
parts: an ¥exi segm ent’, consisting of the stretch of cor-
related propagation ofboth tra fctoriesnearthe exit con—
tact, an ®ntrance segm ent’, consisting of the stretch of
correlated propagation of both tra fctories near the en—
trance contact (w ithout parts of the tra fctories that are
already inclided in the exit segm ent), and the rem ain-—
Ing ventralsegm ent’. W ith thisde nition, the Lyapunov
regions are part of the exi and entrance segm ents. W e
note that the central segm ent m ay be em pty for one of
the tra gctories In a pair. T his is the case for the trac-
tordes shown in Fig.[2b.

E xternal source of dephasing. A though the frequency
I and wavenum ber g of the dephasing potentialV (r;t)
can be controlled arbitrarily, n m ost cases of practical
Interests | a uctuating gate potential or an applied
microwave eld 20] | the relevant wavenumbers are
m acroscopic, not m icroscopic. M acroscopic  uctuating
potentials cause forward scattering only: T he phase ac—
cum ulated by the electrons is changed, but the electrons
continue to propagate along classical tra gctories. This
in plies that the sem iclassical picture underlying Eq. [D)
can still be used; The trafctories 1 and , acquire a
phase shift ( ;;2;t) which depends on the tine t the
tra pctordies reach the exit lead,
Z t
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The accum ulated phase = cutrt  centrt  exi Can be
separated into contributions from the entrance, central,



and exi segm ents. In the entrance and exit segm ents, 1

and , see the sam e uctuating potential. This in plies
exit ( 178) =  exi ( 2;8). The phase shifts cnee ( 170)
and  entr ( 25t) may be di erent, however, if ; and

have di erent durationst , and t , .

T he tra fctory pairs contributing to the ensamble av—
erageh Gihavet, = t ,. Hence, there is no dephasing
In ettherexit or entrance regions. Since these contain the
Lyapunov region, we conclide that for weak localization
there is no exponential suppression / exp( g= ). AL
tematively, one notes that the situation in the entrance
and exi segm ents ise ectively one dim ensional, and that
the only e ect ofa forward scattering potential in one di-
m ension is to change the distrbution finction. Such a
change is inconsequential for weak localization, which is
Independent of the distribbution function.

T he situation ism ore com plicated for the conductance

uctuations. Here the two trafctories 1 and 5 can
have di erent durations. As a resul, one nds a sup-—
pression of the conductance uctuations that is propor-
tionalto exp (  ther=ty), where tetr isthe duration ofthe
entrance segm ent’ and

R
2tentr
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where  isthe dephasing tin e In the central segm ent, in
which the trafctories ; and , are uncorrelated. The
bar denotes an average along the entrance segm ent ofthe
classical tra ctory. The di erence t | t, is typically
ofordermin (T ! ; p ). W hereas an exponential suppres—
sion proportionalto exp( thtr=tp) In plies an exponen—
tial suppression / exp( g=ty) for the contrbution to
varG ofFig.[2ha, i does not in ply a sin ilar exponential
suppression forthe contrbution ofF ig.[2b: In F ig.[2b the
entrance segm ent contains no Lyapunov region. Hence,
we oconclide that varG is not exponentially suppressed
at hrge g= Hran extemal source of dephasing.

D ephasing from ekctron-ekctron interactions. Even
w ithout extemal sources, the electrons w ill be sub gct
to a tin edependent uctuating potential: the poten—
tial generated by the other electrons through electron—
electron interactions. Now the characteristic wavenum —
ber and frequency are not controlled extemally, but they
are set by the tam perature and the electron dynam ics.
In a disordered conductor in one or two din ensions, the
dephasing rate ! can be written asa sum of two con—
tributions [18],

' = ;1di + :;Lban; @)
where 4 and  pan represent the dephasing times
from tin edependent uctuations of the Interaction po—
tentialV (r;t) on length scales above and below them ean
free path 1= w , respectively. At low tem peratures

the rst temn in Eq. {@) dom inates the dephasing rate
1], whereasthe second term dom inatesathigh tem pera—
tures. T he tw o contrbutions are com parable for T h=
Lel.

A s In the case of dephasing from an extemal source, a
tin edependent potentialw ith a m acroscopic spatialde—
pendence changes the electronic phase, but not the classi-
caltra gctordes. R gpeating the argum ents above, w e thus
conclude that there is no additional contribution to de—
phasing from the exit segm ent. H ow ever, there isno con—
tribution to dephasing from the entrance segm ent either.
Thisisdi erent from the case ofexternaldephasing. T he
reason is that the forward scattering potential is gener-
ated by electrons in equilbriim , so that the uctuating
Interaction potential does not broaden the distrbution
function in the entrance segm ent. T herefore, the dephas-
ng processes that enter into ;353 donot kead to any &
dependence ofweak localization or the conductance uc—
tuations. (The absence of a suppression / e BT diff
for weak localization was already noted In Ref.|l.)

T he situation is di erent for the ballistic contribution
to dephasing. A fhough the e ect of a tin e-dependent
potential that varies on sub-m acroscopic length scales
can not be described quantitatively using the sem iclassi-
calpicture ofE q. [I) because such a potentialm ay change
both tra gctories and phases, the In pact ofthe uctuat-
Ing potential during the Lyapunov regions can be argued
using qualitative argum ents. T he distance d betw een the
two trafctories in the st Lyapunov regions of Fig.[Ib
orFig.[2 is estin ated as

d ref ®)

where t is the tin em easured since entry ofthe Lyapunov
region. Upon exit of the Lyapunov region, after a tine

E, One has d R . The sam e estin ate holds for the
second Lyapunov region provided t is Interpreted as the
tin e before exit. In a Lyapunov region, phase breaking
from potential uctuationsw ith wavenum ber g can occur
only ifdg ” 1 (see also Ref.|22). Repeating the calcu—
lation of the ballistic dephasing rate  j.u [L8] w ith the
condition g > 1=d, one nds that the dephasing rate is
modi ed as

]I’lchF).

pan @) = pal g )

(6)
where 4,11 isthe dephasing tim e outside the Lyapunov
region. A veraging over the Lyapunov region, one arrives
atan e ective dephasing rate forweak localization that is
only half of the ballistic dephasing rate outside the Lya—
punov region. Since electrons contrbuting to weak lo—
calization pass through the sam e Lyapunov region tw ice,
we conclude that

hGi/ exp( g= pan): (7)

For universal conductance uctuations the contribution
ofF ig.[2b decays slowerw ith increasing g than the con—



trdbbution of F ig.[Za: For F ig.[2b one can judiciously pair
the two interfering tra ctories 1 and ; such that their
distance is never larger than R )™, whilke i Fig.[Ja
the distance betw een tra fctories in the Lyapunov regions
can be as large as R . The e ective dephasing rate, av—
eraged over the duration of the Lyapunov region, then
becom es 1=4 ;lban' so that

varG / exp( g=2 pan @®)

if g ball

Ballistic quantum dots. T hese ideas also apply to the
E hrenfest-tin e dependence ofweak localization and con—
ductance uctuations in a ballistic quantum dot. For ex—
temal dephasing w ith a m acroscopic spatial degpendence
ofthe dephasing potential, an exact calculation along the
lines ofRef.|16 show sthat both h G iand hwarG i are in—
dependent of g= . For intrinsic dephasing one expects
that Egs. [@) and [8) remai valid, with  pan replaced
by the totaldephasing tine ,because ;; = O a
ballistic quantum dot.

D iscussion. W e note that Eq. [[) appeared previously
in the literature, but for rather di erent reasons. A leiner
and Larkin [l] arrive at an e ective ballistic dephasing
rate that ishalfthe dephasing rate ;1b a1 Outside the Lya—
punov regions by arti cially setting the dephasing rate
to zero In the rst half of each Lyapunov region. Peti—
fan et al nd Eq. (@), with pan replaced by , fr
a quantum dot in which dephasing arises from a voltage
probe ballistically coupled to the dot R2]. Tworzydlo
et al, who oconsidered a tunnelcoupled voltage probe,
reported h Gi/ exp( g= ) based on an ® ective ran—
dom m atrix theory’ which neglects the second passage
through the Lyapunov region R3]. The correct result
for dephasing from a tunnelcoupled voltage probe is
h Gi/ exp( 2g= ) [L6,|22]. For the variance of the
conductance, Ref.l23 ndsvarG / exp( 2g= ),which
is the correct resul for the m odel em ployed there.

The only experim ent to date that clain s to have ob—
served the g dependence ofweak localization, Ref. [L1],
derives this clain from the observed exponential tem per—
ature dependence ofthe weak localization correction fora
tw o-din ensional collection of random Iy placed antidots.
Reference [L1]used Eq. [@), but with  pan replaced by

41 s to analyze theirdata. Since ,4; / T ' i two
din ensions, this would indeed explain the cbserved tem —
perature dependence ofh G i. T he correct r -dependence
of the weak localization correction involves the ballistic
dephasing tine a1, however, which is proportionalto
T 2, not T !. Further complications arise because a
large part of the experin ental data is for T h= , for
which neither g.nnor 43 dom inates the dephasing
rate. T his rules out an unam biguous identi cation ofthe
role ofthe Ehrenfest tim e from the observed tem perature
dependence of weak localization alone.
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