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A bstract

R esonant tunneling through identical potential barriers is a textbook problem n quantum m e-
chanics. Its solution yields total transparency (100% tunneling) at discrete energies. T his dra-
m atic phenom enon resuls from coherent Interference am ong m any tra gctories, and it is the basis
of transport through periodic structures. Resonant tunneling of electrons is comm only seen In
sem iconducting \quantum dots". Here we dem onstrate that detecting (distinguishing) electron
tra gctories n a quantum dot QD) renders the QD nearly hsulating. W e couple tra Ectories in
the QD to a \detector" by em ploying edge channels in the integer quantum Hall regine. That
is, we couplke electrons tunneling through an inner channel to electrons in the neighboring outer,
\detector" channel A sm allbias applied to the detector channel su ces to dephase (quench) the
resonant tunneling com pltely. W e derive a form ula for dephasing that agrees well w ith our data
and in plies that just a few electrons passing through the detector channel su ce to dephase the
QD compltely. This basic experin ent show s how path detection n a QD induces a transition

from delocalization (due to coherent tunneling) to localization (sequential tunneling).
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T he study ofentanglem ent began in 1935 w ith the EPR [li] and Schrodinger C at ] para—
doxes, but it languished until Bell's celebrated 1964 paper B] and even thereafter. M ore
recently, applications of entanglem ent to cryptography [E], \tekportation" [], data com —
pression [§] and com putation f]] have given new impetus to the study of entanglkm ent.
A Iso the Ioss of nterference (\decoherence" or \dephasing”) is studied, both as a condition
for classical behavior to em erge from quantum system s and, m ore recently, as an obsta—
cke to applications of entanglem ent. Here we report controlled partial and fiill dephasing
of electron iInterference In a m esoscopic Fabry-Perot type interferom eter| a quantum dot
@D) | entangled e ciently to a m esoscopic detector.

M esoscopic interferom eters B] include closed [{] and open [1(] two-path interferom eters,
0D s and doubkeQD s {[1], and ekctronic M ach-Zehnder interferom eters [12]. M esoscopic
detectors §] nclude quantum point contacts QPCs) [13, 14] and partitioned currents {11].
In ourexperin ent, a QD serves asan interferom eter ofthe Fabry-P erot type; the interference
show s up as a resonant trananm ission peak in electron conductance through the dot. Figure 1
show s the QD . In order to couple tunneling and detector electrons strongly, we chose them
from neighboring edge channels (ie. In close proxin iy) in the Integer quantum H all regin e.
W e worked at 1ling factors =2 and = 3, but nothing In our resuls depends essentially
on edge channels or a m agnetic eld. For the Innem ost quantum Hall edge channel (ie.
the channel farthest from the boundary) the dot is an interferom eter. A s electrons in the
Innem ost channel tunnel through the dot, they becom e entangled w ith electrons passing
freely through the neighboring, outer edge channel, which serves as a \detector" channel.
T hese detector electrons couple coulom bically to the totalcharge Q +,, tunneling through the
dot, and their accum ulated phase is proportional (via this Coulomb coupling) to the dwell
tin e ty, o1 Of the tunneling electrons: Q win = tyw enloun » Where I, is the tunneling current.
D etection broadens and quendhes the resonance, consistent w ith the tin e-energy uncertainty
principle: the decreased uncertainty in the dwell tim e entails Increased uncertainty in the
energy of the electrons.

A coording to a general principle f13], any detemn mation of the path an electron takes
through an interferom eter, am ong all possible interfering paths, destroys the nterference
am ong the paths. Hence, coupling (entangling) a tra ectory-sensitive detector and an elec—
tron Interferom eter should destroy the interference. In our experin ent the detector is a

partitioned channel current; it ispartitioned at a quantum point contact QPC) (not shown



In Fig. 1) before reaching the QD .W hy partitioned? T he detector current acquires a phase
due to Coulom b coupling w ith the tunneling electrons In the Inner channel. H owever, if the
detector current is full (Unpartitioned, noiselss) thisphase isunobservabl. P artitioning the
detector current produces a tranamn itted and a re ected current; these two currents could
Interfere elsswhere and render the uncbservable phase cbservable. Hence, partitioning the
detector current allow s us, In principle, to extract the additionalphase due to coupling w ith
electrons tunneling through the quantum dot. Now, whether or not we actually Interfere
the tranam itted and re ected currents elsewhere cannot nstantly produce any m easurable
change at the dot. H ence, a partitioned current m ust by itself dephase the electron resonance
In the Interferom eter.

In this acoount, dephasing arises because the interfering quanta (electrons In the dot)
Jleave \which path" nform ation in the environm ent (detector current). Yet according to
another general principle [[6], there is always a com plm entary account: dephasing arises
because the environm ent (detector current) produces uctuating phases in the interfering
quanta, and thus dephases the resonance. T he partitioned current uctuates: ifN electrons
arrive at a QP C that tranam its w ith probability T, then N T are tranam itted, on average,
w ith typical uctuations ofq NT@ T).These uctations in the detector current (\shot
noise" [17]) produce a uctuating potential at the dot and thus a uctuating phase in the
tunneling electrons, which dephases the resonance.

Fora Fabry-P erot interferom eter, we can m odel the dephasing by calculating the e ect of
detection on Interference. Let the rst and second Q PC softhe dot tranan it w ith am plitudes
t and t, and re ect w ith am plitudes r; and r,, respectively. In the absence ofa uctuating
phase, the am plitude t,,, for resonant tranam ission through the dot would be

h i ®
tun = Gz € + @R)e” + @mnp)’et + ir =t @p)EPY 1)
=0

the sum includes an energy-dependent phase 2 for each back-and-forth lap in the interfer-
om eter. However, we assum e that during each back-and-forth lap, N electrons reach the
QPC that partitions the detector current. Each transm itted detector electron induces an
additionalphase to a singlke badk and forth tra pctory of the resonant tunneling electron,
while re ected detector electrons do not a ect the tunneling electron. Thndexing the detector
ekectrons k = 0;1;2;::: according to their order of arrival at the detector QPC, we have
additionalphases  where = ifthe k-th electron is tranam itted through the QPC and



x = 0 if it is re ected. Then for a given partitioning of the detector current we obtain not
Eqg. @) but
toan = tltz>éL (1) e @D elor o) @)
3=0
Actually, Eqg. {2) lacksthe phase due to the rstN =2 detector electrons to reach the detector
QPC (ie. asthe tunneling electron rst crosses the Interferom eter), but since this phase is
comm on to allthe tem s In the sum , we neglkct it. T he tranan ission probability, given this
partitioning, is the square of the absolute value ofEq. (2):
P ., P .oy
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whereT; = %, ¥, etc. W e have to ©d Eq. @) w ith the probability distrbution for the given
partitioning of detector electrons. W e do so in two steps. First, ora xedj J O0mEq.
@), we sum over 3% that is, we consider
P Py
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We now fold the distrbution of phases y into Eq. ) by replacihg € *3°v * wih

€ R+ e T)03W  ywhere R and T are, regpectively, the probability for re ection and
transm ission of electrons from the detector QPC {18]. A fler summ ing over 3°in Eq. @), the
next step isto sum over allvaluesofj J. Notethatforj § 0, we replace Eq. {4)
by its com plex conjugate.) The resulting transm ission probability, which we denote hTy,, 1

to indicate the averaging over detector partitionings, is

, T,T, 1 1 T, T, 1 M M
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where M é'rnr, R + & T)'. The ntegral of HT,, 1 over (+ ), Prany real

, is ndependent of M j (@s it must be since probabilities must sum to 1 for any strength
of dephasing). ForR,, T1, and amall , Eq. (%) in plies both broadening and quenching
(decreased height) of the resonance peak In proportion toN T (I T), as derived before :11:9].
Here, however, w ith the detector and tunneling currents so closs, we cannot assum e sm all.
T he device, constructed from a G aA sA 16 aA s heterojunction (see Fig. 1), supported

a high-m obility two-din ensional electron gas (2D EG ). Biased m etallic gates deposited on
the surface of the heterojunction induced a controlled backscattering potential to form the

quantum dot and quantum point contacts. Them agnetic eld was 5-7 Tesla, wellw ithin the



Iling-factor 2 conductance plateau. Conductance wasmeasured with a 09 MHz AC, 05
V m s excitation voltage at an elctron tem perature of = 25mK .A low-noise cryogenic
pream pli er in the vichiy of the sam pl am pli ed the m easured volage, ollowed by a
room -tem perature am pli er and a spectrum analyzer. An LC resonant circuit prior to the
cold pream pli er allowed m easurem ent of the signalat about 0.9 M H z w ith a bandw idth of

about 100 H z; see Ref. (] for details.

Figure 2 show s dephasing of a series of Coulom b blockade peaks for various partition—
Ings T of the detector current, at detector bias V, = 77 V. For the horizontal axes we
convert plunger gate potential to an e ective dot potential @ \levering factor" extracted
from Coulom b-diam ond m easurem ents R1]). The resonance peaks quench and broaden as
T increases from 0 to 1/2 and reemerge as T ncreases 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
constant phase in the electrons of the detector current, but the phase is not cbservabl and
there is again no dephasing. Only when T isbetween these lin its does the detector current
contain inform ation about the resonance, and dephases it. Sm aller detector bias in plies less
Inform ation in the detector current (or, In the com plam entary account, less shot noise in
the detector current) hence less dephasing. Indeed, resonance peaks are lss quenched at
am aller detector bias.

Looking in detail at one conductance peak and tting it wih a Lorentzian curve, we
cbtain the width of the resonance peaks F ig 2b). Undephased peaks have a fullw idth at
halfmaximum EW HM ) ofabout 12 V, larger than 4ky 9 V (Where kg denotes the
Boltzm ann constant) at an estin ated electron tem perature of = 25 mK .W e found that
T depended slightly on the detector bias. Thus, for each value of detector bias, we have
calculated an e ective tranam ission Terr by averaging T with respect to energy, from the
Fem i energy to the detector bias, and Fig. 3 shows dependence of (@) peak height and
(o) peak width on T.re, w ith the bias on the detector as an additional param eter.

To understand the relation between shot noise and dephasing quantitatively, ket usde ne
three tim es: tyyens tiap and tygec. In the absence of tem perature broadening, the dwell time
tgwen Would be h divided by 12 V,the FW HM ofthe resonance. However, the FW HM isa
convolution of coherent broadening and tem perature broadening; only the form er is relevant
to the dwell tin e. Subtracting the tem perature broadening 4kg 9 V from 12 V we

arekeftwith 3 V,s0tgwen h=3V 220 psec.



The dwell tim e is a multiple of the lap tim g, ie. the tin e t,, it takes an electron to go
once back and forth In the dot. How many laps in a dwell tine? To answer this question
we retum to Eq. () and note that a tem it (nn)e®* Y i the series corresponds to
Jj+ 1=2 laps. Then the average num ber of laps m ade by an elctron tunneling through the
resonance is F ;0+ 1=2)T1 T, R1R,)? divided by the total probability ¥ 3T1T> R1R,)} to
tunnel through the resonance, so it equals 1=2+ R;R,=(1 R;R,). In our experin ent, we
estinate R, R, 2=3 and so the average num ber of laps was approxin ately 1.3, ie. the
m ost lkely path of an elctron tunneling through the dot was to re ect twice inside the
dot. D ividing ty,en by the average number of laps, we obtain t,, 170 psec as the lp
tine. From t,, we can estin ate the speed of an electron tunneling through the dot: ifthe
e ective inner length ofthe dot was roughly 025 m , then the electron traveled 05 m in
170 psec, ie. its speed was roughly 3 POam /sec, corresponding to a rather am all electric

eld in the dot.)

F inally, the tim e ty between successive electrons in the unpartitioned detector current I
ise=I = eRy =V whereRy istheHallresistance Ry = h=e? and V isthebias applied to the
detector. Thus, tyer = h=€V , which was as low as 40 psec forthem axim um detector bias of
103 V .Forthismaximum detector bias, an average of N = 170 psec/40 psec electrons, ie
between 3 and 4 detectorelectrons reached the detector Q PC during each lap ofthe tunneling
electron; the num ber is proportionally am aller for am aller bias. T his num ber corresponds
to N above n Egs. @4). Taking N to be proportional to the detector bias potential vV,
we nd experin entally that the broadening and quenching of the resonance peak are both
proportional to the shot noise N Terr 11 Tore) at Jow detectorbias (10 V A% 50 V)
but deviate from sin ple proportionality at largerbias ¢ ig. 3a). In particular, at largerbias,
quenching of the resonance peak tends to saturate before Terr reaches 0.5. This saturation
is just what Eq. (3) inplies, sihce the peak height (ie. the di erence between m axin um

and m ininum values of Ty, 1 as a function of ) ocbtained from Eg. {5) is
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where Z  RR,[1+ 2RT (cos 1)y .Forsnall ,Eq. (§) reduces to
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o for anall the peak height depends linearly on shot noise NRT = NT (1 T) and
quadratically on T, asnoted above P2]. Butwhen isnot snall, Eq. {§) tends to saturate
In T for arge bias (lhrge N ), asthe tstoFig. 3(@) show.

Equation () also leadsto a om ula forthe broadening ofthe resonance peak asa function

of detector bias and partitioning:
n #

FWHM = — arctan > 191: P2 : ®)
Gap 2 "z

E quation {8) In plies saturation of broadening before Teee (1 Tre) reaches its m axin um
value, for large bias. Yet Fig. 3 () indicates \antisaturation" in Tee¢: that is, the data
do not kevel o in the m iddke of the range of T.sr but cluster upwards in the form of a
triangle. This apparent inconsistency with our m odel m ay be understood as an artifact
of the m ultjplicity of peaks. Each peak is enhanced by the tails of its neighbors, and this
enhancem ent increases w ith the increased dephasing of the peaks. T he enhancam ent does
not signi cantly a ect the apparent height of a peak, which ism easured farthest from 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. @) to Fig. 3(b) for the largest bias.

A dditional support for our analysis of dephasing com es from m easuram ents which we
m ade on the sam e m esoscopic device, but w ith another setup at 1ling factor 3 and electron
tem perature of 100 m K . These m easurem ents checked the dependence of dephasing on
themagnetic ed atB = 40 T and B = 43 T, within the 3e?=h conductance plateau.
Sihcethe = 2 and = 3 edge channels are ssparated by a cyclotron gap, we expect large
channel separation and weaker dephasing, in accord w ith the snall lim it of Eq. (§). For
amall ,Eqg. @) inplies a broadening in FW HM proportionalto N RT #. Indeed, we found
that the FW HM depended linearly on IT.er (1 Trr) and that the slope of the line was
som e 40% higheratB = 40T thanatB = 43 T.

In summ ary, we have dem onstrated controlled dephasing of a resonant tunneling device
(@ quantum dot) and showed how the dephasing depends on the detector current and par-
titioning. Controlled dephasing was realized in the integer quantum Hall regin e, where
we exploited the close proxin ity of edge channels to strongly entangle a an all number of
electrons.
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FIG. 1l: Diagram of the quantum dot, de ned by biased m etallic electrodes (wo QPCs and a
\plunger gate") over a high-m obility tw o-din ensionalelctron gas @DEG ) ofdensity 2 10*=an ?
embedded In a GaA sA G aA s heterojinction. At magnetic eld 5-7 T the 2DEG is at the lling-
factor 2 plateau. Two quantum Hall edge channels enter from above. T he Inner current channel
crosses via resonant tunneling and the outer current, partitioned at a prior quantum point contact,

serves as a detector. Inset: SEM m icrograph ofa sin ilardot, 04 m wide inside.
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FIG . 2: Dephasing of resonance peaks at 1ling factor 2, wih 77 V DC bias on the detector.
(@) The horizontal axis show s the potential on the plunger gate, nom alized to e ective dot po—
tential. T he vertical axis show s the resonant conductance through the inner channel (shifted),
ranging from T 0 (top trace) to T 1 (pottom trace). () Dephasing of a typical resonance
peak. The vertical axis show s the resonant conductance. C ircles are experim ental results while
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lines are Lorentzian ts.
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FIG . 3: Plots of (@) quenching (as percentage of the original peak height) and (b) peak width
FW HM , as functions of the e ective detector tranam ission T.rf and detector bias. Sym bols repre—
sent experim entalresults. In (@), continuous linesare tstoEqg. ('gi),wjth = 045 andN ranging
from 4 for detector bias 103 V to 0 fordetectorbias 0 V.In (o), continuous lines are ts to

Eqg. @) wih the ssme N and ) for sam e detector bias.
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