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Abstract

Resonanttunneling through identicalpotentialbarriersisa textbook problem in quantum m e-

chanics. Its solution yields totaltransparency (100% tunneling) at discrete energies. This dra-

m atic phenom enon resultsfrom coherentinterference am ong m any trajectories,and itisthebasis

oftransport through periodic structures. Resonant tunneling ofelectrons is com m only seen in

sem iconducting \quantum dots". Here we dem onstrate that detecting (distinguishing) electron

trajectories in a quantum dot(Q D)rendersthe Q D nearly insulating. W e couple trajectories in

the Q D to a \detector" by em ploying edge channels in the integer quantum Hallregim e. That

is,we couple electrons tunneling through an innerchannelto electrons in the neighboring outer,

\detector" channel.A sm allbiasapplied to the detectorchannelsu�cesto dephase (quench)the

resonanttunneling com pletely. W e derive a form ula fordephasing thatagreeswellwith ourdata

and im pliesthatjusta few electrons passing through the detector channelsu�ce to dephase the

Q D com pletely. This basic experim ent shows how path detection in a Q D induces a transition

from delocalization (dueto coherenttunneling)to localization (sequentialtunneling).

�Currentaddress:Departm entofPhysics,Ben-G urion University,Beersheva 84105 Israel.

yE-m ail:oren.zarchin@weizmann.ac.il

1Equalcontribution

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0607495v1


Thestudy ofentanglem entbegan in 1935with theEPR [1]and Schr�odingerCat[2]para-

doxes,but it languished untilBell’s celebrated 1964 paper [3]and even thereafter. M ore

recently,applications ofentanglem ent to cryptography [4],\teleportation" [5],data com -

pression [6]and com putation [7]have given new im petus to the study ofentanglem ent.

Also thelossofinterference(\decoherence" or\dephasing")isstudied,both asa condition

for classicalbehavior to em erge from quantum system s and,m ore recently,as an obsta-

cle to applications ofentanglem ent. Here we report controlled partialand fulldephasing

ofelectron interference in a m esoscopic Fabry-Perot type interferom eter| a quantum dot

(QD)| entangled e�ciently to a m esoscopic detector.

M esoscopicinterferom eters[8]includeclosed [9]and open [10]two-path interferom eters,

QDs and double-QDs [11],and electronic M ach-Zehnder interferom eters [12]. M esoscopic

detectors[8]includequantum pointcontacts(QPCs)[13,14]and partitioned currents[11].

In ourexperim ent,aQD servesasan interferom eteroftheFabry-Perottype;theinterference

showsup asaresonanttransm ission peak in electron conductancethrough thedot.Figure1

showstheQD.In orderto coupletunneling and detectorelectronsstrongly,wechose them

from neighboring edgechannels(i.e.in closeproxim ity)in theintegerquantum Hallregim e.

W e worked at�lling factors�=2 and �=3,butnothing in ourresults depends essentially

on edge channels ora m agnetic �eld. Forthe innerm ost quantum Halledge channel(i.e.

the channelfarthestfrom the boundary)the dotisan interferom eter. Aselectronsin the

innerm ost channeltunnelthrough the dot,they becom e entangled with electrons passing

freely through the neighboring,outeredge channel,which serves asa \detector" channel.

Thesedetectorelectronscouplecoulom bically tothetotalchargeQ tun tunnelingthrough the

dot,and theiraccum ulated phase isproportional(via thisCoulom b coupling)to the dwell

tim e tdw ell ofthe tunneling electrons:Q tun = tdw ellItun,where Itun isthetunneling current.

Detection broadensand quenchestheresonance,consistentwith thetim e-energyuncertainty

principle: the decreased uncertainty in the dwelltim e entails increased uncertainty in the

energy oftheelectrons.

According to a generalprinciple [15],any determ ination ofthe path an electron takes

through an interferom eter,am ong allpossible interfering paths,destroys the interference

am ong thepaths.Hence,coupling (entangling)a trajectory-sensitive detectorand an elec-

tron interferom eter should destroy the interference. In our experim ent the detector is a

partitioned channelcurrent;itispartitioned ata quantum pointcontact(QPC)(notshown
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in Fig.1)beforereaching theQD.W hy partitioned? Thedetectorcurrentacquiresa phase

dueto Coulom b coupling with thetunneling electronsin theinnerchannel.However,ifthe

detectorcurrentisfull(unpartitioned,noiseless)thisphaseisunobservable.Partitioningthe

detector current produces a transm itted and a reected current;these two currents could

interfere elsewhere and renderthe unobservable phase observable. Hence,partitioning the

detectorcurrentallowsus,in principle,toextracttheadditionalphaseduetocoupling with

electrons tunneling through the quantum dot. Now,whether ornot we actually interfere

the transm itted and reected currentselsewhere cannotinstantly produce any m easurable

changeatthedot.Hence,apartitioned currentm ustbyitselfdephasetheelectron resonance

in theinterferom eter.

In this account,dephasing arises because the interfering quanta (electrons in the dot)

leave \which path" inform ation in the environm ent (detector current). Yet according to

anothergeneralprinciple [16],there isalways a com plem entary account: dephasing arises

because the environm ent (detector current) produces uctuating phases in the interfering

quanta,and thusdephasestheresonance.Thepartitioned currentuctuates:ifN electrons

arrive ata QPC thattransm itswith probability T,then N T are transm itted,on average,

with typicaluctuationsof
q

N T(1� T).Theseuctuationsin thedetectorcurrent(\shot

noise" [17])produce a uctuating potentialatthe dotand thusa uctuating phase in the

tunneling electrons,which dephasestheresonance.

ForaFabry-Perotinterferom eter,wecan m odelthedephasing by calculatingthee�ectof

detection on interference.Letthe�rstand second QPCsofthedottransm itwith am plitudes

t1 and t2 and reectwith am plitudesr1 and r2,respectively.In theabsenceofa uctuating

phase,theam plitudettun forresonanttransm ission through thedotwould be

ttun = t1t2

h

e
i� + (r1r2)e

3i� + (r1r2)
2
e
5i� + :::

i

= t1t2

1X

j= 0

(r1r2)
j
e
i(2j+ 1)� ; (1)

thesum includesan energy-dependentphase2� foreach back-and-forth lap in theinterfer-

om eter. However,we assum e that during each back-and-forth lap,N electrons reach the

QPC thatpartitions the detector current. Each transm itted detector electron induces an

additionalphase �to a single back and forth trajectory ofthe resonanttunneling electron,

whilereected detectorelectronsdonota�ectthetunneling electron.Indexing thedetector

electrons k = 0;1;2;:::according to their order ofarrivalat the detector QPC,we have

additionalphases�k where �k = �ifthe k-th electron istransm itted through theQPC and
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�k = 0 ifitisreected.Then fora given partitioning ofthedetectorcurrentweobtain not

Eq.(1)but

ttun = t1t2

1X

j= 0

(r1r2)
j
e
i(2j+ 1)�

e
i(�0+ �1+ :::+ �j�N ) : (2)

Actually,Eq.(2)lacksthephaseduetothe�rstN =2detectorelectronstoreach thedetector

QPC (i.e.asthetunneling electron �rstcrossestheinterferom eter),butsince thisphaseis

com m on to alltheterm sin thesum ,weneglectit.Thetransm ission probability,given this

partitioning,isthesquareoftheabsolutevalueofEq.(2):

Ttun = jttunj
2 = T1T2

1X

j;j0= 0

(r1r2)
j(r�1r

�
2)

j0
e
2(j�j 0)i�

e
i
P

j�N

k= 0
�k�i

P
j
0
�N

k0= 0
�k0 ; (3)

whereT1 = jt1j
2,etc.W ehaveto fold Eq.(3)with theprobability distribution forthegiven

partitioning ofdetectorelectrons.W edo so in two steps.First,fora �xed j� j0� 0 in Eq.

(3),wesum overj0;thatis,weconsider

T1T2

1X

j0= 0

(r1r2)
j�j 0

(R 1R 2)
j0
e
2(j�j 0)i�

e
i
P j�N

k= j0�N
�k : (4)

W e now fold the distribution of phases �k into Eq. (4) by replacing e
i
P

j�N

k= j0�N
�k with

(ei�0R + ei�T)(j�j
0)N ,where R and T are, respectively, the probability for reection and

transm ission ofelectronsfrom thedetectorQPC [18].Aftersum m ing overj0in Eq.(4),the

nextstep isto sum overallvaluesofj� j0. (Note thatforj� j0 � 0,we replace Eq.(4)

by itscom plex conjugate.) The resulting transm ission probability,which we denote hTtuni

to indicatetheaveraging overdetectorpartitionings,is

hTtuni=
T1T2

1� R1R 2

�
1

1� M
+

1

1� M �
� 1

�

=
T1T2

1� R1R 2

1� M �M

j1� M j2
; (5)

where M � e2i�r1r2(R + ei�T)N . The integralofhTtuniover �� � � � (��+ �),forany real

��,isindependentofjM j(asitm ustbe since probabilitiesm ustsum to 1 forany strength

ofdephasing).ForR 1;2 � T1;2 and sm all�,Eq.(5)im pliesboth broadening and quenching

(decreased height)oftheresonancepeak in proportion toN T(1� T),asderived before[19].

Here,however,with thedetectorand tunneling currentsso close,wecannotassum e�sm all.

The device,constructed from a GaAs-AlGaAs heterojunction (see Fig. 1),supported

a high-m obility two-dim ensionalelectron gas (2DEG).Biased m etallic gates deposited on

thesurface oftheheterojunction induced a controlled backscattering potentialto form the

quantum dotand quantum pointcontacts.Them agnetic�eld was5-7Tesla,wellwithin the
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�lling-factor2 conductance plateau. Conductance wasm easured with a 0.9 M Hz AC,0.5

�V rm sexcitation voltageatan electron tem peratureof� = 25 m K.A low-noisecryogenic

pream pli�er in the vicinity ofthe sam ple am pli�ed the m easured voltage,followed by a

room -tem perature am pli�erand a spectrum analyzer. An LC resonantcircuitpriorto the

cold pream pli�erallowed m easurem entofthesignalatabout0.9 M Hzwith a bandwidth of

about100 Hz;seeRef.[20]fordetails.

Figure 2 shows dephasing ofa series ofCoulom b blockade peaks for various partition-

ings T ofthe detector current,at detector bias V D = 77�V.For the horizontalaxes we

convert plunger gate potentialto an e�ective dot potential(a \levering factor" extracted

from Coulom b-diam ond m easurem ents [21]). The resonance peaksquench and broaden as

T increases from 0 to 1/2 and reem erge as T increases from 1/2 to 1.At T = 0 there is

no current in the detector to dephase the resonance. At T = 1 the resonance induces a

constantphasein theelectronsofthedetectorcurrent,butthephaseisnotobservableand

thereisagain no dephasing.Only when T isbetween theselim itsdoesthedetectorcurrent

contain inform ation abouttheresonance,and dephasesit.Sm allerdetectorbiasim pliesless

inform ation in the detector current (or,in the com plem entary account,less shot noise in

the detector current) hence less dephasing. Indeed,resonance peaks are less quenched at

sm allerdetectorbias.

Looking in detailat one conductance peak and �tting it with a Lorentzian curve,we

obtain the width ofthe resonance peaks(Fig 2b). Undephased peakshave a fullwidth at

halfm axim um (FW HM )ofabout12 �V,largerthan 4kB � � 9 �V (where kB denotesthe

Boltzm ann constant)atan estim ated electron tem perature of� = 25 m K.W e found that

T depended slightly on the detector bias. Thus,for each value ofdetector bias,we have

calculated an e�ective transm ission Teff by averaging T with respect to energy,from the

Ferm ienergy to the detector bias,and Fig. 3 shows dependence of(a) peak height and

(b)peak width on Teff,with thebiason thedetectorasan additionalparam eter.

Tounderstand therelation between shotnoiseand dephasing quantitatively,letusde�ne

three tim es: tdw ell,tlap and tdet. In the absence oftem perature broadening,the dwelltim e

tdw ellwould be�h divided by 12 �V,theFW HM oftheresonance.However,theFW HM isa

convolution ofcoherentbroadeningand tem peraturebroadening;only theform erisrelevant

to the dwelltim e. Subtracting the tem perature broadening 4kB � � 9 �V from 12 �V we

areleftwith 3 �V,so tdw ell� �h=3�V � 220 psec.
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The dwelltim e isa m ultiple ofthe lap tim e,i.e.the tim e tlap ittakesan electron to go

once back and forth in the dot. How m any lapsin a dwelltim e? To answerthisquestion

we return to Eq.(1) and note that a term t1t2(r1r2)jei(2j+ 1)� in the series corresponds to

j+ 1=2 laps.Then theaverage num beroflapsm adeby an electron tunneling through the

resonance is
P

j(j+ 1=2)T1T2(R 1R 2)j divided by the totalprobability
P

jT1T2(R 1R 2)j to

tunnelthrough the resonance,so itequals1=2+ R 1R 2=(1� R1R 2).In ourexperim ent,we

estim ateR 1 � R2 � 2=3 and so theaveragenum beroflapswasapproxim ately 1.3,i.e.the

m ost likely path ofan electron tunneling through the dot was to reect twice inside the

dot. Dividing tdw ell by the average num ber oflaps,we obtain tlap � 170 psec as the lap

tim e.(From tlap wecan estim atethespeed ofan electron tunneling through thedot:ifthe

e�ective innerlength ofthedotwasroughly 0.25 �m ,then theelectron traveled 0.5 �m in

170 psec,i.e.itsspeed wasroughly 3� 105 cm /sec,corresponding to a rathersm allelectric

�eld in thedot.)

Finally,thetim etdet between successiveelectronsin theunpartitioned detectorcurrentI

ise=I = eR H =V whereR H istheHallresistanceR H = h=e2 and V isthebiasapplied tothe

detector.Thus,tdet = h=eV ,which wasaslow as40 psecforthem axim um detectorbiasof

103 �V.Forthism axim um detectorbias,an averageofN = 170 psec/40 psec electrons,i.e

between 3and4detectorelectronsreached thedetectorQPC duringeachlapofthetunneling

electron;the num ber is proportionally sm aller forsm aller bias. This num ber corresponds

to N above in Eqs.(2-5). Taking N to be proportionalto the detector biaspotentialV ,

we �nd experim entally thatthe broadening and quenching ofthe resonance peak are both

proportionalto the shotnoise N Teff(1� Teff)atlow detectorbias(10 �V � V � 50 �V)

butdeviatefrom sim pleproportionalityatlargerbias(Fig.3a).In particular,atlargerbias,

quenching oftheresonance peak tendsto saturatebeforeTeff reaches0.5.Thissaturation

is just what Eq.(5)im plies,since the peak height (i.e. the di�erence between m axim um

and m inim um valuesofhTtuniasa function of�)obtained from Eq.(5)is

T1T2

1� R1R 2

2

6
4

1� Z
�

1�
p
Z
�2 �

1� Z
�

1+
p
Z
�2

3

7
5 =

T1T2

1� R1R 2

4
p
Z

1� Z
; (6)

whereZ � R1R 2[1+ 2RT(cos�� 1)]N .Forsm all�,Eq.(6)reducesto

4T1T2
p
R 1R 2

(1� R1R 2)2

�

1�
�
1

2
+

R 1R 2

1� R1R 2

�

N RT�
2 + O (�4)

�

; (7)
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so for sm all� the peak height depends linearly on shot noise N RT = N T(1 � T) and

quadratically on T,asnoted above[22].Butwhen �isnotsm all,Eq.(6)tendsto saturate

in T forlargebias(largeN ),asthe�tsto Fig.3(a)show.

Equation (5)alsoleadstoaform ulaforthebroadeningoftheresonancepeakasafunction

ofdetectorbiasand partitioning:

FW HM =
�h

tlap
arctan

1

2

"
1
p
Z
�
p
Z

#

: (8)

Equation (8)im plies saturation ofbroadening before Teff(1� Teff)reaches its m axim um

value,for large bias. Yet Fig. 3(b) indicates \anti-saturation" in Teff: that is,the data

do not levelo� in the m iddle ofthe range ofTeff but cluster upwards in the form ofa

triangle. This apparent inconsistency with our m odelm ay be understood as an artifact

ofthe m ultiplicity ofpeaks. Each peak isenhanced by the tailsofitsneighbors,and this

enhancem entincreaseswith the increased dephasing ofthe peaks. The enhancem entdoes

notsigni�cantly a�ectthe apparentheightofa peak,which ism easured farthestfrom the

neighboring peaks,but strongly a�ects apparent broadening. In addition,a Fabry-Perot

resonance is equivalent to a Lorentzian only near the peak. Hence we have not applied

Eq.(8)to Fig.3(b)forthelargestbias.

Additionalsupport for our analysis ofdephasing com es from m easurem ents which we

m adeon thesam em esoscopicdevice,butwith anothersetup at�lling factor3 and electron

tem perature of� 100 m K.These m easurem ents checked the dependence ofdephasing on

the m agnetic �eld at B = 4:0 T and B = 4:3 T,within the 3e2=h conductance plateau.

Sincethe�= 2 and �= 3 edgechannelsareseparated by a cyclotron gap,weexpectlarge

channelseparation and weakerdephasing,in accord with the sm all-� lim itofEq.(5). For

sm all�,Eq.(8)im pliesa broadening in FW HM proportionalto N RT�2.Indeed,wefound

thatthe FW HM depended linearly on ITeff(1� Teff)and that the slope ofthe line was

som e40% higheratB = 4:0 T than atB = 4:3 T.

In sum m ary,we have dem onstrated controlled dephasing ofa resonanttunneling device

(a quantum dot)and showed how the dephasing dependson the detectorcurrentand par-

titioning. Controlled dephasing was realized in the integer quantum Hallregim e,where

we exploited the close proxim ity ofedge channels to strongly entangle a sm allnum ber of

electrons.
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FIG .1: Diagram ofthe quantum dot,de�ned by biased m etallic electrodes (two Q PCs and a

\plungergate")overa high-m obility two-dim ensionalelectron gas(2DEG )ofdensity 2 � 1011=cm 2

em bedded in a G aAs-AlG aAsheterojunction. Atm agnetic �eld 5-7 T the 2DEG isatthe �lling-

factor 2 plateau. Two quantum Halledge channelsenterfrom above. The innercurrentchannel

crossesvia resonanttunnelingand theoutercurrent,partitioned ata priorquantum pointcontact,

servesasa detector.Inset:SEM m icrograph ofa sim ilardot,0.4 �m wideinside.

10



0 100 200 300 400 500 600

C
o

n
d

u
c

ta
n

ce
 (
e2
/h

)

Effective Dot Potential (µV)

T=0.6
T=0.9

T=0.28

T=0.05

a

1.0

0

Effective Dot Potential (µV)

b

460 465 470

T
eff 

= 0.06

T
eff 

= 0.17

T
eff

= 0.94

T
eff 

= 0.45

T
eff

= 0.81

C
o

n
d

u
c

ta
n

ce
 (
e2
/h

)

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

VD=77µV

FIG .2: Dephasing ofresonance peaks at �lling factor 2,with 77 �V DC bias on the detector.

(a)The horizontalaxis shows the potentialon the plunger gate,norm alized to e�ective dot po-

tential. The verticalaxis shows the resonant conductance through the inner channel(shifted),

ranging from T � 0 (top trace) to T � 1 (bottom trace). (b) Dephasing ofa typicalresonance

peak. The verticalaxis shows the resonant conductance. Circles are experim entalresults while

linesareLorentzian �ts.
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FIG .3: Plots of(a) quenching (as percentage ofthe originalpeak height) and (b) peak width

FW HM ,asfunctionsofthee�ective detectortransm ission Teff and detectorbias.Sym bolsrepre-

sentexperim entalresults.In (a),continuouslinesare�tsto Eq.(6),with � = 0:45� and N ranging

from 4 fordetector bias� 103 �V to 0 fordetector bias0 �V.In (b),continuous linesare �tsto

Eq.(8)(with the sam e N and �)forsam e detectorbias.

12


