arXiv:1507.05422v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 20 Jul 2015

Semiclassical theory of persistent current fluctuations in ballistic chaotic rings

Piet W. Brouwer

Dahlem Center for Complex Quantum Systems and Physics Department, Freie Universität Berlin, Arnimallee 14, 14195 Berlin, Germany

Jeroen Danon

Niels Bohr International Academy, and the Center for Quantum Devices, Niels Bohr Institute, University of Copenhagen, 2100 Copenhagen, Denmark

Abstract

The persistent current in a mesoscopic ring has a Gaussian distribution with small non-Gaussian corrections. Here we report a semiclassical calculation of the leading non-Gaussian correction, which is described by the three-point correlation function. The semiclassical approach is applicable to systems in which the electron dynamics is ballistic and chaotic, and includes the dependence on the Ehrenfest time. At small but finite Ehrenfest times, the non-Gaussian fluctuations are enhanced with respect to the limit of zero Ehrenfest time.

1. Introduction

The fact that application of a magnetic field induces an equilibrium charge current is at the basis of the Landau diamagnetic magnetic response of metals [1]. For conducting rings threaded by a magnetic flux, this orbital magnetic response takes the form of a current around the ring, whereas the sign of the response may be diamagnetic as well as paramagnetic [2]. The recognition by Büttiker, Imry, and Landauer that this so-called “persistent current” continues to exist in the presence of elastic impurity scattering [3] and, hence, should be observable in realistic metal samples, initiated a surge in theoretical and experimental work on this paradigmatic mesoscopic phenomenon in the mid 1980s and 1990s [4]. Two recent experiments have revived the interest in persistent currents [5, 6, 7]. The magnitude of the measured mean square current is in excellent agreement with the original theoretical predictions for disordered metal rings [8, 9]. Earlier experiments had confirmed the existence of the persistent currents [10, 11], but a quantitative

Email address: brouwer@zedat.fu-berlin.de (Piet W. Brouwer)

verification of the theoretical estimates was not possible.

Whereas disorder is unavoidable in metal rings, persistent currents were also investigated in semiconductor heterostructures, for which the electron motion is ballistic [12]. The most pronounced difference between ballistic and disordered-diffusive rings is the possible existence of short periodic electron trajectories in the former, for which the persistent current essentially follows the behavior of ideal onedimensional rings without potential scattering [13]. Such short trajectories may dominate the magnetic response, even if the classical dynamics in the ballistic conductor is chaotic [14, 15, 16, 17].

An interesting case arises if the ballistic conductor has a chaotic classical dynamics, but without short periodic trajectories encircling the magnetic flux [18]. Examples of such a situation are, e.g., a ballistic ring with disc-like scatterers, referred to as a “Lorentz gas”, or a collection of chaotic cavities arranged in a ring. Without short periodic trajectories, differences between the ballistic chaotic conductor and its disordered counterpart are much more subtle, related to the “Ehrenfest time” τ_E [19],

τ_E = 1 λ ln kL, (1)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier November 22, 2019

where λ is the Lyapunov exponent of the classical dynamics, k is the wavenumber, and L a characteristic classical length scale. Being the time required for two classical trajectories a quantum separation 1/k apart to acquire a classical separation L under the influence of the chaotic classical dynamics, τ_E characterizes the threshold between classicaldeterministic and quantum-stochastic dynamics in ballistic structures. Ehrenfest-time-related effects have been considered for equilibrium properties of chaotic quantum dots [20, 21, 22, 23], and for quantum transport in open systems [19, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34], but not for persistent currents in a ring geometry.

In the present article we report a study of the Ehrenfest-time dependence of the mesoscopic fluctuations of the persistent current in ballistic rings in which the classical electron motion is chaotic and, after appropriate coarse graining, diffusive. We consider a grand canonical ensemble, and assume that time-reversal symmetry in the ring is broken by an applied magnetic field. In a ballistic ring, mesoscopic fluctuations of the persistent current are induced by variations of the chemical potential μ; no disorder average is taken. Differences between ballistic-chaotic conductors and their disordered counterparts appear through a dependence on the Ehrenfest time τ_E for the ballisticchaotic case, whereas τ_E plays no role in the case of a disordered conductor. As we show below, no τ_Edependence is found on the level of the two-point correlation function ⟨I(ϕ_1)I(ϕ_2)⟩ of the current distribution; Only the connected three-point correlation function K(ϕ_1, ϕ_2, ϕ_3) = ⟨I(ϕ_1)I(ϕ_2)I(ϕ_3)⟩_c, which describes deviations from the Gaussian distribution, shows a dependence on the Ehrenfest time in the case of a ballistic conductor. (Here ϕ is the flux threading the ring, in units of the flux quantum hc/e; The subscript ‘c’ refers to the ‘con- nected average’, ⟨abc⟩_c = ⟨abc⟩ − ⟨ab⟩⟨c⟩ − ⟨bc⟩⟨a⟩ − ⟨ca⟩⟨b⟩ + 2⟨a⟩⟨b⟩⟨c⟩.)

Below, in Sec. 2 we describe the starting point of our theoretical approach, Gutzwiller’s trace formula, and the semiclassical approximation. A calculation of the two-point correlation function is presented in Sec. 3, and the three-point correlator is discussed in Secs. 4 and 5. We conclude in Sec. 6.

2. Persistent current from Gutzwiller’s trace formula

Starting point of our calculation of the persistent current I is the thermodynamic relation I = − e h ∂Ω ∂ϕ , (2)

where the thermodynamic potential at temperature T and chemical potential μ, Ω = −T ∫ dε ln(1 + e^{−(ε−μ)/T} )ν(ε), (3) is expressed as an integral of the density of states ν(ε). Following previous works on persistent currents in ballistic chaotic conductors [14, 15, 16, 17], we use the Gutzwiller trace formula [35] to express the fluctuating contribution to the density of states as a sum over periodic orbits α on the energy shell [36], ν(ε) = 1 πℏ Re ∑ α A_αt^0_αe^{iSα(ε)/ℏ}. (4) In this expression, the label α represents a periodic orbit with primitive period t^0_α and period t_α = mt^0_α, where m is the repetition number. Further S_α(ε) is the classical action of the orbit α and A_α the stability amplitude of the orbit,

A_α = [det((M^0_α)^m − 1)]^{−1/2} (5)

where M^0_α is the stability matrix of the primitive orbit α [36].

We now specialize to a two-dimensional system threaded by a flux Φ = ϕhc/e. Considering energies ε near the chemical potential μ, the action S_α(ε, ϕ) can be written

S_α(ε, ϕ) = S_α(μ, 0) + 2πϕℏn_α + (ε − μ)t_α, (6)

where n_α is the winding number of the trajectory α. Below we will write S_α as short-hand notation for S_α(μ, 0). Substituting the Gutzwiller trace formula for the density of states ν, taking the derivative to ϕ, and performing the integration over ε, one finds [18] I = − ie 2πℏ ∑ α n_απT t^0_α t_α sinh(πt_αT/ℏ) (7) × ( A_αe^{iℏ Sα+2πinα ϕ} − A^∗_αe^{− iℏ Sα−2πinαϕ} ) .

Upon separating the current into Fourier components, I = ∑ n I_ne^{2πinϕ}, (8) with I_n = I^∗_{−n}, one then arrives at the result

I_n = − ien 2πℏ ∑ α πT t^0_α t_α sinh(πt_αT/ℏ) (9) × ( A_αe^{iSα/ℏ}δ_{nα,n} + A^∗_αe^{−iSα/ℏ}δ_{nα,−n} ) . 3. Mean square current

We now calculate the mean square ⟨I_nI_{−n}⟩ for the case that time-reversal symmetry in the ring is broken by an applied magnetic field. The leading contribution to ⟨I_nI_{−n}⟩ comes from diagonal contributions, ⟨I_nI_{−n}⟩ = 2e^2n^2 (2πℏ)^2

(10) × ∑ α (πT )^2(t^0_α/t_α)^2 sinh^2(πt_αT/ℏ) |A_α|^2δ_{nα,n}. The factor two in the numerator comes from the two terms in Eq. (9), which give equal contributions to ⟨I_nI_{−n}⟩. In order to perform the trajectory sum in Eq.

(11), we use a method proposed by Argaman, Imry, and Smilansky [37]. The summation over classical trajectories is expressed as an integral over the energy shell Q. Introducing a phase space coordinate μ, and denoting with μ(t) the phase space coordinate obtained by following the classical time evolution for a time t, starting at μ, one has ∑ α t^0_α|A_α|^2δ_{nα,n}δ(t − t_α) (11) = ∫ Q dμδ(μ(t) − μ)δ_{n(μ,t),n}, where n(μ, t) is the number of times the trajectory starting at the phase space point μ winds around the flux in the time t. The factor t^0_α arises, because each trajectory is weighted by a factor t^0_α upon performing the phase space integration [36]. Upon identifying δ(μ(t) − μ)δ_{n(μ,t),n} = p(μ, μ, t|n), (12) as the classical probability density that a particle starting at phase space point μ is found at the same phase space point at time t, while having passed n times around the flux, we conclude that ⟨I_nI_{−n}⟩ = e^2n^2 2π^2ℏ^2 ∫ dt (πT )^2 t sinh^2(πtT/ℏ) × ∫ dμp(μ, μ, t|n). (13) Here we neglected the contribution from orbit repetitions, which is a standard approximation in this field, since the non-primitive orbits at a given period are exponentially outnumbered by primitive orbits with the same period.

For a two-dimensional ring of circumference L with diffusive electron dynamics, one has p(μ, μ, t|n) = L Q e^{−(nL)2/4Dt} √ 4πDt , (14)

where Q = 2πℏτ_H is the volume of the energy shell, τ_H being the Heisenberg time, and D the classical diffusion constant. One then arrives at the result ⟨I_nI_{−n}⟩ = e^2n^2 2π^2ℏ^2 ∫ dt (πT )^2 t sinh^2(πtT/ℏ) × √ τ_L 4πt e^{−τLn2/4t}, (15) where

τ_L =

L^2 D (16)

is the time required to diffuse around the ring. This is the same result as what one obtains for a disordered metal ring [8, 9]. In the limit of zero temperature, Eq. (15) simplifies to ⟨I_nI_{−n}⟩ = 6e^2 π^2n^3τ^2_L

. (17)

For high temperatures, T ≫ ℏ/τ_L, the integration can be performed using the saddle-point method and gives ⟨I_nI_{−n}⟩ = 2e^2 ℏ^2 |n|T^2e^{−|n|} √_{2πT τL/ℏ} , (18)

up to corrections that are small in the limit T ≫ ℏ/τ_L. The main result of this section is that the twopoint correlation function is the same for a ballistic chaotic ring and for a disordered metal ring, provided the coarse-grained classical dynamics in the ring is diffusive. The Ehrenfest time τ_E of Eq. (1) has not entered into our considerations.

Figure 1: Trajectories α (dashed), α^′ (solid), and α^{′′} (solid) contributing to the expectation value ⟨I_nI_mI_{−n−m}⟩. The trajectory α has a “figure eight” structure and is piecewise equal to α^′ or α^{′′}, up to quantum uncertainties. The differences between α on the one hand and α^′ and α^{′′} on the other hand are maximal in the τ_E-long “encounter” (dark shaded part) in which α “switches partners”. The points μ and μ^′ denote the points in phase space where the self-encounter starts and ends respectively. (a) The duration of the selfencounter, τ_E, can be shorter than both t_α′ and t_α′′ . (b) The self-encounter can wrap w times around the shorter of the orbits α^′ and α^{′′}. Here α^{′′} is assumed to be the shorter one, and we illustrated the case of w = 1.

4. Third cumulant: Off-diagonal contribution

The second moment of the current distribution could be calculated by considering diagonal terms in the trajectory sum only. For the calculation of the connected expectation value ⟨I_nI_mI_{−n−m}⟩_c, the Fourier transform of which gives the connected three-point function K(ϕ_1, ϕ_2, ϕ_3), one needs to go beyond the diagonal approximation. It is at this point, that the Ehrenfest time τ_E enters into the calculation [19].

The semiclassical calculation of a connected three-point function of the density of states (which contains all essential information for the threepoint function of the persistent current) was performed by Heusler and coworkers for the case of a chaotic quantum dot [38, 39], building on previous developments of the trajectory-based semiclassical formalism by Sieber and Richter [40]. Following Refs. [38, 39], the dominant contribution to ⟨I_nI_mI_{−n−m}⟩_c is given by a summation over “trajectory triplets”. These trajectory triplets consist of a trajectory α which contains a small-angle selfencounter, so that it effectively has a “figure-eight” structure, see the dashed path in Fig. 1a. The other two trajectories α^′ and α^{′′} (solid paths) are different and piecewise equal to one of the loops of α, up to a quantum uncertainty. Once the trajectory α is specified, the other two trajectories are uniquely determined, so that α^′ and α^{′′} need not be summed over separately. The periods of the three trajectories in Fig. 1 are related as

t_α = t_α′ + t_α′′ (19)

and for the stability amplitudes one finds

A_α = A_α′ A_α′′ . (20)

Accounting for the various ways in which the trajectories can be combined, one obtains the expression ⟨I_nI_mI_{−n−m}⟩_c = − 2ie^3nm(n + m) (2π)^3ℏ^3 ∑ α πT |A_α|^2 sinh(πt_αT/ℏ) × (πT )^2 Re e^{i(Sα−Sα′ −Sα′′ )/ℏ} sinh(πt_α′ T/ℏ) sinh(πt_α′′ T/ℏ) × (δ_{nα′ ,n}δ_{nα′′ ,m} + δ_{nα′ ,n}δ_{nα′′ ,−m−n} + δ_{nα′ ,m}δ_{nα′′ ,−m−n}). (21) The summation over trajectories is now performed using the method of Refs. [38, 39] and their extension to the systems with diffusive classical dynamics [32]. The oscillating factor in the numerator of Eq. (21) suppresses contributions from all trajectory triplets for which the action difference ΔS = S_α − S_α′ − S_α′′ between α on the one hand and α^′ and α^{′′} on the other hand is not at most of order ℏ. Since the action difference is related to the duration τ_{enc} of the small-angle encounter [41, 42], |ΔS/ℏ| ∼ kLe^{−λτenc} , one finds that only trajectory triplets with τ_{enc} = τ_E contribute to the summation. Proceeding as in Ref. [32] one then finds that ∑ α |A_α|^2 cos(ΔS/ℏ)δ_{nα′ ,n}δ_{nα′′ ,m}δ(t_α′ − t_1) (22) × δ(t_α′′ − t_2) = ∑ w≥0 1 τ_H ∂ ∂τ_E F (t_1, t_2; τ_E; w),

where the function F (t_1, t_2; τ_E; w) is the properly normalized probability for the trajectory configuration to occur. It depends on the number of times w the encounter winds around the shorter of the orbits α^′ and α^{′′},

F (t_1, t_2; τ_E; w) (23) = Q ∫ dμdμ^′p(μ, μ^′, t_1 − τ_E|n − wm) × p(μ^′, μ, τ_E − wt_2) × p(μ, μ^′, t_2 − τ_E + wt_2|m)

if t_1 > τ_E and τ_E/(w + 1) < t_2 < τ_E/w, i.e., if t_2 is the duration of the shorter orbit and the encounter wraps w times around it,

F (t_1, t_2; τ_E; w) (24) = Q ∫ dμdμ^′p(μ, μ^′, t_2 − τ_E|m − wn) × p(μ^′, μ, τ_E − wt_1) × p(μ, μ^′, t_1 − τ_E + wt_1|n)

if t_2 > τ_E and τ_E/(w + 1) < t_1 < τ_E/w, i.e., if t_1 is the duration of the shorter orbit and the encounter wraps w times around it, and

F (t_1, t_2; τ_E; w) = 0 (25)

if both t_1 and t_2 are smaller than τ_E, in which case the figure-eight configuration of Fig. 1 is not possible because the trajectories α^′ and α^{′′} are identical and α is a non-primitive orbit. Figure 1a shows an example of an orbit configuration with w = 0; An example with w = 1 is shown schematically in Fig. 1b. Denoting the distance around the ring’s circumference between the phase points μ and μ^′ point by x, we have p(μ, μ^′, t|n) = L Q e^{−(nL−x)2/4Dt} √ 4πDt , p(μ^′, μ, t) = L Q e^{−x2/4Dt} √ 4πDt , (26)

where we do not impose a bound on x to account for the possibility that the encounter itself winds around the ring. Substituting these explicit expressions for the probability densities, one finds

F (t_1, t_2; τ_E; w) = τ_L 4π √ σ(t_2, t_1; τ_E; w)

(27) × e^{− τL(n} 2t 2 −2mnτE +m 2(t 1 −w(w+1)t2 +2wτE)) 4σ(t2 ,t1;τE ;w) if t_1 > τ_E and τ_E/(w + 1) < t_2 < τ_E/w,

F (t_1, t_2; τ_E; w) = τ_L 4π √ σ(t_1, t_2; τ_E; w)

(28) × e^{− τL(m} 2 t 1−2mnτE +n 2(t 2 −w(w+1)t1 +2wτE)) 4σ(t1 ,t2;τE ;w)

if t_2 > τ_E and τ_E/(w + 1) < t_1 < τ_E/w, and

F (t_1, t_2; τ_E; w) = 0 (29)

if t_1 < τ_E and t_2 < τ_E. Here

σ(t_1, t_2; τ_E; w) = t_1t_2 − τ^2_E − w(wt_1 + t_1 − 2τ_E)t_1.

We note that F is continuous at t_{1,2} = τ_E/w with w = 1, 2, . . .. We first perform the remaining integration over t_1 and t_2 in the limit τ_E ≪ τ_L. In this limit, it is sufficient to consider the case w = 0 only, and we may take the limit τ_E/τ_L → 0 after differentiation to τ_E. We find ∑ α |A_α|^2 cos(ΔS/ℏ)δ_{nα′ ,n}δ_{nα′′ ,m}δ(t_α′ − t_1) ×δ(t_α′′ − t_2) = mnτ^2_L 8πτ_H(t_1t_2)^{3/2} e^{−m2τL/4t2 −n2τL/4t1} . (30) Performing the remaining integrations over t_1 and t_2 in the limit of zero temperature then gives ∑ α |A_α|^2 cos(ΔS) t_αt_α′ t_α′′ δ_{nα′ ,n}δ_{nα′′ ,m} = 12 τ_Hτ^2_L f_{n,m}, (31) with

f_{n,m} = sign(mn) |m|^2 + 4|m||n| + |n|^2 m^2n^2(|m| + |n|)^4 . Hence, in the limit τ_E ≪ τ_L and at zero temperature, one finds ⟨I_nI_mI_{−n−m}⟩ = ⟨I_{−n}I_{−m}I_{n+m}⟩^∗ = 3e^3mn(n + m) iπ^3τ^2_Lτ_H

(32) × (f_{n,m} + f_{n,−m−n} + f_{m,−m−n}). This result is the same as that was found previously for disordered metal rings [43].

Including a finite Ehrenfest time τ_E into the zerotemperature calculation leads to a modification of the coefficients f_{n,m}, which now acquire a dependence on τ_E/τ_L. We were not able to perform the integrations over t_1 and t_2 in closed form at finite Ehrenfest time, but the integrals can be evaluated numerically. The Ehrenfest-time dependence of f_{1,1} and f_{1,−2} is shown in Fig. 2a and the resulting cumulant ⟨I_1I_1I_{−2}⟩ is plotted in Fig. 2b in units of

Figure 2: (a) Ehrenfest-time dependence of the dimensionless coefficients f_{1,1} (solid) and f_{1,−2} = f_{−2,1} (dashed). (b) Left: The magnitude of the third cumulant ⟨I_1I_1I_{−2}⟩ in units of e^3/iπ^3τ^2_Lτ_E, shown for zero temperature (solid line) and θ_L = 10 (dashed line). Right: The same zerotemperature result shown for small τ_E/τ_L (solid line) and the small-τ_E expansion of Eq. (33) (dotted line). (c) Temperature dependence of the third cumulant at τ_E/τ_L = 42/999 ≈ 0.042, which is close to its maximum at θ_L = 0.

e^3/iπ^3τ^2_Lτ_E (solid line). Two remarkable observations are in place: (i) For moderate but still small values of τ_E/τ_L, the inclusion of a finite Ehrenfest time leads to a rather significant enhancement of the non-Gaussian fluctuations. (ii) For larger values of τ_E/τ_L the cumulant changes sign.

In the physically relevant limit of small τ_E/τ_L, contributions with t_1 < τ_E or t_2 < τ_E are exponentially small in the large parameter τ_L/τ_E, so that it is sufficient to consider the integral for times t_{1,2} > τ_E, for which one can take Eq. (27)–(29) with w = 0. The result of a series expansion in the small parameter τ_E/τ_L then yields f_{n,m} = ∞∑ k=0 F_k(n, m)(τ_E/τ_L)^k (mn)^{k+1}|mn|(|m| + |n|)^{2k+4} , (33)

where the first three coefficients F_k(n, m) are

F_0(n, m) = m^2 + 4|mn| + n^2, F_1(n, m) = 16(m^4 + 6|m^3n| + 15m^2n^2 + 6|mn^3| + n^4), F_2(n, m) = 240(m^6 + 8|m^5n| + 28m^4n^2 + 56|m^3n^3| + 28m^2n^4 + 8|mn^5| + n^6).

In Fig. 2b (right plot) we show the cumulant ⟨I_1I_1I_{−2}⟩ resulting from this second-order expansion (dotted line) together with the full numerical solution (solid line).

For temperature T ≫ ℏ/τ_L we can perform the integrals over t_1 and t_2 using a saddle-point approximation. In the limit of small Ehrenfest times τ_E ≪ τ_L one finds ⟨I_nI_mI_{−n−m}⟩ = e^3T^3τ_Lmn(n + m) iτ_Hℏ^3

(34) × (g_{m,n} + g_{n,−m−n} + g_{m,−m−n}), with θ_L ≡ 2πT τ_L/ℏ ≫ 1 and g_{m,n} = sign(mn)e^{−(|m|+|n|)√θL} . (35) We can extend this result to finite Ehrenfest time, yielding g_{m,n}(τ_E) = sign(mn)e^{−(|m|+|n|)√θL} e^{2 sign(mn)θE} , (36)

with θ_E ≡ 2πT τ_E/ℏ ≪ θ_L. Again, as in the zerotemperature case, at finite temperatures a finite

Figure 3: Trajectories α, α^′, and α^{′′} contributing to the expectation value ⟨I_1I_1I_{−2}⟩. The trajectory α is a nonprimitive orbit, consisting of a twofold repetition of α^′ = α^{′′}. The trajectories α^′ and α^{′′} each wind once around the ring.

Ehrenfest time can actually lead to an increase of the third cumulant.

For general temperature, we have to evaluate Eq. (21) numerically. In the left panel of Fig. 2b we show the cumulant ⟨I_1I_1I_{−2}⟩ as a function of τ_E/τ_L at θ_L = 10 (dashed line). The qualitative behavior of the cumulant is the same as at zero temperature: Initially, its magnitude increases, until it reaches a maximum at small but finite τ_E/τ_L. At longer τ_E it decreases again, eventually changing sign at τ_E/τ_L ≈ 0.2. In Fig. 2c we show the temperature dependence of ⟨I_1I_1I_{−2}⟩ at τ_E/τ_L = 42/999 ≈ 0.042, which is close to the position of the zero-temperature maximum.

5. Diagonal contribution to the third cumulant

In addition to the off-diagonal contributions to the third cumulant that were discussed in Sec. 4, there are also diagonal contributions that involve orbit repetitions. Such contributions are usually neglected in a semiclassical analysis, because they are suppressed with a factor e^{−λt}, where t is the period of the (primitive) orbit and λ the Lyapunov exponent. Since the period of typical orbits that encircle the ring τ_L ≫ 1/λ, one argues that such contributions can safely be neglected. However, diagonal contributions do not involve the inverse phase-space volume, so that they lack the factor τ_L/τ_H that sets the smallness of the off-diagonal contributions such as Eq. (32).

The leading such diagonal contribution (for given m and n) requires the two short orbits α^′ and α^{′′} to be n-fold and m-fold repetitions of a primitive orbit α_0 with unit winding number, whereas the α is the of the (m + n)-fold repetition of the same orbit, with m, n > 0. The case n = m = 1, for which α^′ = α^{′′} = α_0, is illustrated in Fig. 3. For such a diagonal contribution one has a single sum over orbits,

⟨I_nI_mI_{−m−n}⟩^d_c (37) = − ie^3 4π^3ℏ^3 ∑ α_0 C_{n,m}(t_{α0} )δ_{nα0 ,1}|A_{α0} |^{2n+2m}, where we used that we may set A_α′ = A^n_{α0} , A_α′′ = A^m_{α0} , and A_α = A^{m+n}_{α0} . We abbreviated C_{n,m}(t) = (πT )^2 sinh(nπtT/ℏ) sinh(mπtT/ℏ) × πT sinh[(m + n)πtT/ℏ] . (38)

For uniformly hyperbolic dynamics one has |A_{α0} |^2 = 1/2 sinh(λt_{α0} ) ≈ e^{−λtα0} for λt_{α0} ≫ 1 [44]. This then gives ⟨I_nI_mI_{−m−n}⟩^d_c = − ie^3 4π^3ℏ^3 ∑ α_0 C_{n,m}(t_{α0} ) × δ_{nα0 ,1}|A_{α0} |^2e^{−(m+n−1)λtα0} . (39) Performing the remainder of the calculation as in Sec. 3, one finds that the diagonal contribution to the third cumulant of the persistent current reads ⟨I_nI_mI_{−n−m}⟩^d_c = − ie^3 4π^3ℏ^3 ∫ dt t C_{n,m}(t) √ τ_L 4πt e^{−τL/4t} × e^{−(m+n−1)λt}. (40) For temperatures T ≪ ℏ √ λ/τ_L one then finds an essentially temperature-independent diagonal contribution to the third cumulant of the persistentcurrent fluctuations,

⟨I_nI_mI_{−n−m}⟩^d_c (41) = −2i e^3λ^{3/2} π^3τ^{3/2}_L

(m + n − 1)^{3/2} mn(m + n) e^− √_{(m+n−1)λτL} . At zero temperature all diagonal contributions from orbit repetitions are smaller than the offdiagonal contributions if the condition

τ_H τ_L ≪ e √_{(m+n−1)λτL} (λτ_L)^{3/2}

(42)

is met. This condition can also be rephrased in terms of the Ehrenfest time τ_E, using τ_E ∼ λ^{−1} ln(τ_H/τ_L), as

τ_E ≲ (n + m − 1)τ_L ln(τ_H/τ_L)

. (43)

Given the intrinsic smallness of the Ehrenfest time, this condition is easily met. However, to see a nontrivial Ehrenfest-time dependence of the persistent current fluctuations, the Ehrenfest time needs to be a finite fraction of τ_L, see Sec. 4, and the condition (43) effectively limits the applicability of the results as shown in Fig. 2 to the range τ_E/τ_L ≪ 1, where the expansion (33) is valid.

At finite temperatures T ≳ ℏ/τ_L the off-diagonal contribution is strongly suppressed and the diagonal contribution quickly takes over. This reflects the large difference in typical orbit durations for the off-diagonal and diagonal contributions: For the off-diagonal contribution, the typical orbit duration ∼ τ_L at zero temperature, so that temperature starts to suppress this contribution for T ≳ ℏ/τ_L. The typical duration of orbits contribution to the diagonal contribution is ∼ √ τ_L/λ, which explains the relative insensitivity of this contribution to temperature.

6. Discussion and conclusion

The distribution of the persistent current in a mesoscopic ring is Gaussian, with small non- Gaussian corrections. Here we have presented a semiclassical calculation of the leading non- Gaussian correction, described by the three-point correlation function K = ⟨I(ϕ_1)I(ϕ_2)I(ϕ_3)⟩_c. In agreement with previous work for disordered metal rings [43, 45], we found here that at small temperatures K ∼ e^3/τ^2_Lτ_H = e^3/gτ^3_L, where g = τ_H/τ_L is the dimensionless conductance of the ring, τ_L the diffusion time, and τ_H the Heisenberg time. The semiclassical approach also contains information on the role of the Ehrenfest time in such a ring, and we showed that for small but finite τ_E/τ_L the magnitude of the non-Gaussian corrections is enhanced by a numerical factor, before it is suppressed in the limit of large τ_E/τ_L.

The fact that the three-point correlation function initially increases with increasing Ehrenfest time is remarkable, since a finite Ehrenfest time usually suppresses quantum interference effects. However, it is not without precedent: The conductance fluctuations in a chaotic cavity are Ehrenfest-time independent [27, 26], whereas the conductance fluctuations in a quasi-one dimensional Lorentz gas are larger in the limit of large Ehrenfest time than in the limit of zero Ehrenfest time [32]. The same applies to the variance of the current pumped through a chaotic cavity with a periodic modulation of its shape [46]. Just as in the present case, the conductance fluctuations or the variance of the pumped current contain contributions from closed loops, and it is this type of correction that can in principle be enhanced by Ehrenfest-time corrections.

We have also identified a second semiclassical contribution to K, which involves a diagonal orbit sum with non-primitive periodic orbits. Nonprimitive orbits are usually neglected in semiclassical approaches, because their contribution is exponentially suppressed in comparison to contributions from primitive orbits. Nevertheless, for the threepoint correlation of the persistent current, such diagonal contributions become dominant in the limit of large Ehrenfest times and/or temperatures. A related (but not identical) effect appears for conductance fluctuations in a chaotic quantum dot, where “classical fluctuations” become important for large Ehrenfest times [27].

The small magnitude of the non-Gaussian fluctuations turns its measurement into a considerable challenge, even with state-of-the-art techniques [5, 7]. For disordered metal rings, the conditions for measuring non-Gaussian corrections to the distribution are most favorable if its dimensionless conductance g is not too large, since one needs to average over at least ∼ g^2 statistically independent samples to be able to distinguish the three-point function from the Gaussian (second-order) fluctuations [7]. For Ehrenfest-time-related corrections to become relevant merely making g small is not the solution, since a small dimensionless conductance g also implies a small τ_E.

We gratefully acknowledge discussions with Alexander Altland, Fritz Haake, Sebastian Müller, and Felix von Oppen. This work is supported by the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation in the framework of the Alexander von Humboldt Professorship, endowed by the Federal Ministry of Education and Research (PWB).

References

[1] L. Landau, Diamagnetismus der Metalle, Z. Phys 64 (1930) 629.

[2] F. Hund, Rechnungen über das magnetische Verhalten von kleinen Metallstcken bei tiefen Temperaturen, Ann. Phys. 424 (1938) 102.

[3] M. Büttiker, Y. Imry, R. Landauer, Josephson behavior in small normal one-dimensional rings, Phys. Lett. 96A (1983) 365.

[4] Y. Imry, Introduction to mesoscopic physics, Oxford University Press, 2002.

[5] A. C. Bleszynski-Jayich, W. E. Shanks, B. Peaudecerf, E. Ginossar, F. von Oppen, L. Glazman, J. G. E. Harris, Persistent currents in normal metal rings, Science (2009) 272.

[6] H. Bluhm, N. C. Koshnick, J. A. Bert, M. E. Huber, K. A. Moler, Persistent currents in normal metal rings, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102 (2009) 136802.

[7] M. A. Castellanos-Beltran, D. Q. Ngo, W. E. Shanks, A. B. Jayich, J. G. E. Harris, Measurement of the full distribution of persistent current in normal-metal rings, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013) 156801.

[8] H.-F. Cheung, E. K. Riedel, Y. Gefen, Persistent currents in mesoscopic rings, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62 (1989) 587.

[9] E. K. Riedel, F. von Oppen, Mesoscopic persistent current in small rings, Phys. Rev. B 47 (1993) 15449.

[10] L. P. Lévy, G. Dolan, J. Dunsmuir, H. Bouchiat, Magnetization of mesoscopic copper rings: Evidence for persistent currents, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64 (1990) 2074.

[11] V. Chandrasekhar, R. A. Webb, M. J. Brady, M. B.

Ketchen, W. J. Gallagher, A. Kleinsasser, Magnetic response of a single, isolated gold loop, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991) 3578.

[12] D. Mailly, C. Chapelier, A. Benoit, Experimental observation of persistent currents in GaAs-AlGaAs single loop, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70 (1993) 2020.

[13] R. B. Dingle, Some magnetic properties of metals. iii.

diamagnetic resonance, Proc. R. Soc. London Ser. A 212 (1952) 47.

[14] R. A. Serota, Chaotic quantum billiards in magnetic field: A semiclassical analysis of mesoscopic effects, Solid State Commun. 84 (1992) 843.

[15] F. von Oppen, E. K. Riedel, Quantum persistent currents and classical periodic orbits, Phys. Rev. B 48 (1993) 9170.

[16] O. Agam, The magnetic response of chaotic mesoscopic systems, J. Phys. I France 4 (1994) 697.

[17] R. A. Jalabert, K. Richter, D. Ullmo, Persistent currents in the ballistic regime, Surf. Sci. 361 (1996) 700.

[18] K. Richter, B. Mehlig, Orbital magnetism of classically chaotic quantum systems, Europhys. Lett. 41 (1998) 587.

[19] I. L. Aleiner, A. I. Larkin, Divergence of classical trajectories and weak localization, Phys. Rev. B 54 (1996) 14423.

[20] I. L. Aleiner, A. I. Larkin, Role of divergence of classical trajectories in quantum chaos, Phys. Rev. E 55 (1997) R1243.

[21] C. Tian, A. I. Larkin, Ehrenfest oscillations in the level statistics of chaotic quantum dots, Phys. Rev. B 70 (2004) 035305.

[22] P. W. Brouwer, S. Rahav, C. Tian, Spectral form factor near the ehrenfest time, Phys. Rev. E 74 (2006) 066208.

[23] D. Waltner, J. Kuipers, Ehrenfest time dependence of quantum transport corrections and spectral statistics, Phys. Rev. E 82 (2010) 066205.

[24] O. Agam, I. Aleiner, A. Larkin, Shot noise in chaotic systems: ”classical” to quantum crossover, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85 (2000) 3153.

[25] I. Adagideli, Ehrenfest-time-dependent suppression of weak localization, Phys. Rev. B 68 (2003) 233308.

[26] P. Jacquod, E. V. Sukhorukov, Breakdown of universality in quantum chaotic transport: The two-phase dynamical fluid model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92 (2004) 116801.

[27] J. Tworzydlo, A. Tajic, C. W. J. Beenakker, Quantumto-classical crossover of mesoscopic conductance fluctuations, Phys. Rev. B 69 (2004) 165318.

[28] R. S. Whitney, P. Jacquod, Shot noise in semiclassical chaotic cavities, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006) 206804.

[29] R. S. Whitney, Suppression of weak-localization and enhancement of noise by tunnelling in semiclassical chaotic transport, Phys. Rev. B 75 (2007) 235404.

[30] P. W. Brouwer, S. Rahav, Semiclassical theory of the ehrenfest-time dependence of quantum transport in ballistic quantum dots, Phys. Rev. B 74 (2006) 075322.

[31] P. W. Brouwer, S. Rahav, Universal parametric correlations in the classical limit of quantum transport, Phys. Rev. B 75 (2007) 201303(R).

[32] P. W. Brouwer, Semiclassical theory of the ehrenfesttime dependence of quantum transport, Phys. Rev. B 76 (2007) 165313.

[33] C. Petitjean, D. Waltner, J. Kuipers, I. Adagideli, K. Richter, Semiclassical approach to the ac conductance of chaotic cavities, Phys. Rev. B 80 (2009) 115310.

[34] M. Schneider, G. Schwiete, P. W. Brouwer, Semiclassical theory of the interaction correction to the conductance of antidot arrays, Phys. Rev. B 87 (2013) 195406.

[35] M. Gutzwiller, Chaos in Classical and Quantum Mechanics, Springer, New York, 1990.

[36] K. Nakamura, T. Harayama, Quantum Chaos and Quantum Dots, Oxford University Press, 2004.

[37] N. Argaman, Y. Imry, U. Smilansky, Semiclassical analysis of spectral correlations in mesoscopic systems, Phys. Rev. B 47 (1993) 4440.

[38] S. Heusler, S. Müller, A. Altland, P. Braun, F. Haake, Periodic-orbit theory of level correlations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 (2007) 044103.

[39] S. Müller, S. Heusler, A. Altland, P. Braun, F. Haake, Periodic-orbit theory of universal level correlations in quantum dots, New J. Phys. 11 (2009) 103025.

[40] M. Sieber, K. Richter, Correlations between periodic orbits and their rôle in spectral statistics, Phys. Scripta T90 (2001) 128.

[41] S. Müller, S. Heusler, P. Braun, F. Haake, A. Altland, Semiclassical foundation of universality in quantum chaos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93 (2004) 014103.

[42] S. Müller, S. Heusler, P. Braun, F. Haake, A. Altland, Periodic-orbit theory of universality in quantum chaos, Phys. Rev. E 72 (2005) 046207.

[43] J. Danon, P. W. Brouwer, Non-gaussian fluctuations of mesoscopic persistent currents, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010) 136803.

[44] F. Haake, Quantum Signatures of Chaos, Springer, 1991.

[45] M. Houzet, Distribution function of persistent current, Phys. Rev. B 82 (2010) 161417.

[46] S. Rahav, P. W. Brouwer, Semiclassical theory of a quantum pump, Phys. Rev. B 74 (2006) 205327.