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W edevelop atheory ofspin noisespectroscopy ofitinerant,noninteracting,spin-carryingferm ions

in di�erentregim es oftem perature and disorder. W e use kinetic equations for the density m atrix

in spin variables. W e �nd a generalresult with a clear physicalinterpretation, and discuss its

dependence on tem perature,the size ofthe system ,and applied m agnetic �eld. W e consider two

classesofexperim entalprobes:1.electron-spin-resonance (ESR)-typem easurem ents,in which the

proberesponsetoauniform m agnetization increaseslinearly with thevolum esam pled,and 2.optical

K err/Faraday rotation-typem easurem ents,in which theproberesponseto a uniform m agnetization

increaseslinearly with the length ofthe lightpropagation in the sam ple,butisindependentofthe

crosssection ofthelightbeam .O urtheory providesafram ework forinterpreting recentexperim ents

on atom ic gasesand conduction electronsin sem iconductorsand providesa baseline foridentifying

the e�ectsofinteractionson spin noise spectroscopy.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Currently,there ism uch interestin studying the physicsofnano-scale structures. In m easurem entsofa response

function by pum p-probeexperim entson system sofdecreasing size,the signaldecreasesm orerapidly than the noise,

and thusthe signal-to-noiseratio decreaseswith decreasing system size. The 
uctuation-dissipation theorem ,which

relates a response function to a correlation function obtained from noise m easurem ents,enables us to change this

problem into a usefultool.An additionaladvantageofnoisem easurem entsisthatthey often disturb thesystem less

than experim entsthatm easurethe responseofthe system to an externalperturbation.

Therehavebeen a num berofexperim entsstudying spin propertiesofsystem susing spin noise.Spin noisehasbeen

m easured in system s ofspins whose position is �xed in space: atom ic nuclei1,spin glasses2,m agnetization m odes

in m agnetoresistive heads3,and electrons and holes in self-assem bled quantum dots4. There have also been recent

m easurem entsofspin noiseofitinerantspinsin hotatom icgases5,6,7,cold atom icgases8,9,in n-doped bulk G aAs10,11,

and in n-doped G aAs quantum wells12. Localized spin noise m easurem entson nanostructured system s using STM

techniqueshave been discussed13,14. The experim entalsetup ofspin-noise spectroscopy in sem iconductorshasbeen

optim ized in Ref.15 and has been used to m easure spatially resolved doping concentration in G aAs16. M otivated

by these experim entswith itinerantspins,we havedeveloped a theory ofspin noiseofitinerantferm ionsin di�erent

regim esoftem perature(degenerate/classicalstatistics)and disorder(ballistic/di�usivem otion).W econsiderthecase

ofnoninteracting particles as a benchm ark for com parison to experim ents,so that we can then identify the e�ects

ofinteractionson spin noise.W e �nd a generalresultthatholdsin the di�erentregim es,which hasa clearphysical

interpretation,and we show how itfollowsfrom kinetic equationsfordensity m atrix in spin variables. W e consider

twoclassesofexperim entalprobes:1.electron-spin-resonance(ESR)-typem easurem ents,in which theproberesponse

to a uniform m agnetization increaseslinearly with the volum e sam pled,and 2. opticalK err/Faraday rotation-type

m easurem ents,in which theproberesponseto a uniform m agnetization increaseslinearly with thelength ofthelight

propagation in the sam ple,butisindependentofthe crosssection ofthe lightbeam .

Theoutlineofthepaperisasfollows:In Sec.II,wepresentthegeneralresultand itsinterpretation.In Sec.III,we

show how the noise spectrum behavesasa function oftem perature,system size,and m agnetic �eld. In Sec. IV,we

presentthederivation oftheresultfrom kineticequationswith detailsofcalculationsin som elim iting casespresented

in theAppendix B.In Sec.V,wepresentourConclusions.Thespin noisepowerspectrum ofspin J,which m otivates

ourgeneralresult,isderived in the Appendix A.

II. G EN ER A L R ESU LT

In Fig. 1 we show the generic setup ofthe experim entsconsidered. W e study the noise ofspin m agnetization in

thez direction in thepresenceofan applied constantm agnetic�eld in thex direction thatsplitsthetwo spin energy

levelsby the Larm orfrequency !L . The purpose ofthe constantm agnetic �eld isto shiftthe noise spectrum away

from zero frequency. Noise m easurem entsclose to zero frequency are di�cultbecause ofthe presence ofubiquitous

1=f noise.Them agnetic�eld ischosen sothat!L islargerthan thelinewidth ofthespin noisespectrum .Forcharged

http://arxiv.org/abs/0911.4578v1
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FIG .1:Schem aticview oftheexperim entalsetup.Theexperim entm easuresthenoiseofspin m agnetization in thez direction

in the presence ofan applied constant m agnetic �eld in the x direction that splits the two spin energy levels by the Larm or

frequency !L . The system hasthicknessL in the z direction,and isextended in the x � y direction. Noise in the partofthe

system with transverse size R and crosssection A � R
2
isprobed.

ferm ions,weneglectcoupling ofm agnetic�eld to theorbitalm otion,thatis,weconsiderthecasewhen thecyclotron

orbitislongerthan thedim ensionsoftheprobed region.Thesystem hasthicknessL in thez direction,which in the

opticalexperim entsisthe direction oflightpropagation.Thesystem isextended in thex � y direction.Noisein the

partofthesystem with transversesizeR and crosssection A � R 2 isprobed.Fora uniform ly spin-polarized sam ple,

the m agnitude ofthe probe response in bulk m easurem entssuch asESR scalesasthe volum e ofthe probed region,

thatis,Signal/ R 2L:By contrast,fora uniform ly spin-polarized sam ple,the m agnitude ofthe probe response in

opticalK err/Faraday rotation m easurem entsscalesasthe thicknessL,butisindependentofthe cross-sectionalarea

A,thatis,Signal/ L:

In general,the spin noise experim entwillm easure the noise powerspectrum ofa quantity Q proportionalto the

instantaneouselectron spin polarization

Q (t)= C M z(t)(G F ); (1)

whereM z(t)istheoperatorofthez� com ponentoftheinstantaneouselectron spin polarization in theprobed volum e

attim e t,related to the spin-density operatorsz(r;t)by

M z(t)=

Z

A � L

d
3
rsz(r;t); (2)

C isa �xed coupling constant,and (G F )isa geom etric factor. Forbulk m easurem entsuch asESR,the geom etric

factorisunity.ForopticalK err/Faraday rotation m easurem ents,the geom etric factoris1=A.Hence,in eithercase,

in orderto calculatethe spin noisepowerspectrum ,we need the Fouriertransform ofthe correlation function

Szz(t2 � t1)=
1

2
hfM z(t2);M z(t1)gi; (3)

whereHere,f;g denotesthe anticom m utator,and hiistheequilibrium ensem ble average.

In equilibrium ,the
uctuation-dissipationtheorem relatesthenoisepowertotheim aginarypartofthecorresponding

susceptibility

Szz(!)= � coth
!

2T

Z

A � L

d
3
r2d

3
r1�

00
zz(r2 � r1;!)’ � coth

!

2T
A � L�

00
zz(q= 1=R;!); (4)

where

�zz(r2 � r1;t2 � t1)= � i�(t2 � t1)h[sz(r2;t2);sz(r1;t1)]i: (5)
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FIG . 2: G eneral qualitative form of the noise power spectrum . It is peaked at the Larm or frequency !L . Its width is

approxim ately equalto the largerofthe inverse traveltim e t
�1
tr and the inverse spin-
ip tim e ��1s .The heightisgiven by the

m agnetization M
(0)

x m ultiplied by the therm alfactorcoth!L =2T and divided by the width.

Here,�zz isthe spin susceptibility.

W e considerdi�erentregim esoftem peratureand particlem otion.Thecalculationsforthe variouscasesaregiven

in Sec.IV.The resultsofthe calculation in allthese caseshavethe following generalform

Szz(!)’
�

2
coth

!L

2T

M
(0)
x

g(t� 1tr ;�
� 1
s )

f

�
! � !L

g(t� 1tr ;�
� 1
s )

�

: (6)

Here,M
(0)
x is the equilibrium m agnetization ofthe probed region caused by the constant m agnetic �eld in the x

direction,ttr isthe traveltim e ittakesthe spin-carrying ferm ion to m ove acrossthe probed region (distance R),�s
is the spin-
ip tim e,f is a function ofunit height and width,peaked at zero,and g is a function whose value is

approxim ately equalto the greaterofthe two argum ents. The detailed form ofthe functions f and g depends on

tem perature and disorder. The form ofthe functions f and g forthe variouscaseswillbe discussed in section IV.

Equation 6 isthem ain resultofthispaper.Itsform agreeswith thespin noisepowerspectrum ofa singlespin J{see

Appendix A.

In Eq.6,forballistic transport,

ttr = R=v; (7)

where v is the Ferm ivelocity
p
2E F =m in the degenerate regim e T < < E F or the therm alvelocity

p
2T=m for

T > > E F .Fordi�usivetransport,

ttr = R
2
=D ; (8)

whereD isthe di�usion constant.

In Fig. 2,we show the schem atic behaviorofthe spin noise powerspectrum Szz(!). Itispeaked atthe Larm or

frequency !L. Itswidth isapproxim ately equalto the largerofthe inverse traveltim e t
� 1
tr and the inverse spin-
ip

tim e �� 1s . The heightisgiven by the m agnetization M
(0)
x m ultiplied by the therm alfactorcoth!L=2T and divided

by the width.

Theresult(6)hasa sim plephysicalinterpretation.Thescaleoftheresponsein thez direction issetby theinitial

polarization in the x direction.The width isgiven by the inverse ofthe tim e to lose spin coherence,eitherdue to a

spin 
ip orby m oving outofthe probed region.Thisinversetim e dividesthe m agnetization to givethe noisepower

the dim ension ofinversefrequency.Thepeak in the noisepowerspectrum iscentered atthe Larm orfrequency !L.
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III. IM P LIC A T IO N S

W ediscussconsequencesofEq.(6).BecauseM
(0)
x growslinearly with theprobed volum e,and theotherquantities

in Eq.(6)areindependentofL,theheightofthepowerspectrum growslinearly with L whileitswidth isindependent

ofL.

Thedependenceofthenoisepowerspectrum on R isdi�erentfortheballisticand di�usivem otion.In theballistic

case,the heightofthe noisepowerspectrum behavesas

Szz(!L)/
R 2

v

R
+ �

� 1
s

; (9)

and itswidth behavesas

g(t
� 1
tr ;�

� 1
s )/

v

R
+ �

� 1
s : (10)

Thus,forR < v�s,the heightofthe noise powerspectrum scalesasR 3,and itswidth as1=R,whereasforR > v�s,

the heightofthe noise powerspectrum scalesasR 2 and itswidth isindependentofR. In the di�usive regim e,the

heightofthe noisepowerspectrum behavesas

Szz(!L )/
R 2

D

R 2 + �
� 1
s

; (11)

and itswidth behavesas

g(t
� 1
tr ;�

� 1
s )/

D

R 2
+ �

� 1
s : (12)

Thus, for R <
p
D �s, the height ofthe noise power spectrum scales as R 4 and its width as 1=R 2, whereas for

R >
p
D �s,the height ofthe noise power spectrum scales as R 2 and its width is independent ofR. For both the

ballistic and di�usive transportin the long-R lim it,werecoverthe behaviorofstaticspins
ipping on the tim e scale

�s.ForopticalK err/Faraday rotation experim ents,thereisan additionalfactor1=A
2 in theheightofthenoisepower

spectrum forthe geom etricalfactor,Eq. 1. The scaling behaviorissum m arized in Fig. 3. The scaling crossoveris

m ostpronounced in opticalm easurem entsofthe noisein the di�usive regim e.

W e consider the dependence ofthe noise power spectrum on the externalm agnetic �eld,that is,on the Larm or

frequency !L. The width is independent of!L. Hence,instead ofstudying the width and the height ofthe noise

powerspectrum separately,we study the integrated spin noisepowerspectrum

Szz �

1Z

0

d!Szz(!); (13)

which scalesasthe productofthe width and the height.>From Eq.6,we seethat

Szz / coth
!L

2T
M

(0)
x ; (14)

thatis,itisindependentofthecharacteristicrateg(t� 1tr ;�
� 1
s ).In theclassicalregim e,them agnetization M

(0)
x depends

on !L as

M
(0)
x / tanh

!L

2T
: (15)

In thedegenerateregim e,M
(0)
x also hasa lineardependenceon !L forsm all!L ,cuto� attheFerm ienergy E F .W e,

therefore,approxim atethe �eld dependence ofM
(0)
x by

M
(0)
x / tanh

!L

m ax(2T;E F )
; (16)

giving

Szz / coth
!L

2T
tanh

!L

m ax(2T;E F )
: (17)

In the classicalregim e,2T=E F > 1,the !L-dependence ofthe two factors in (17) cancels,and Szz is independent

ofthe m agnetic �eld,in agreem entwith the m easurem ents ofspin noise in Rb vapors7. In the degenerate regim e,

2T=E F < 1,thereisan interm ediateregim eofm agnetic�elds2T < !L < E F ,whereSzz growslinearly with �eld,see

Fig.4.Thespin noisem easurem entsin G aAs10,11,12 weredoneattem peratureT > > !L ,so Szz is�eld independent.
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FIG .3: Scaling ofthe height(solid line)and width (dashed line)ofthe noise power spectrum asa function ofR in the ESR

m easurem ents(�rstrow)and opticalm easurem ents(second row).The �rstrow are the log-log plotsofform ulas(9),(10)and

(11),(12);the second row are the log-log plots ofthe sam e form ulas with the heightdivided by R
4
. The heightsand widths

are norm alized to theirvalue atR = v�s for the ballistic case (the �rstcolum n)and atR =
p
D �s forthe di�usive case (the

second colum n).Thescaling in thedi�erentregionsisdenoted ateach curve.Thecrossoverism ostpronounced fortheoptical

m easurem entin the di�usive regim e.
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2T < !L < E F .
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IV . C A LC U LA T IO N

W enow turn to a detailed justi�cation oftheaboveresults.W ecalculatethesusceptibility �zz asa linearresponse

ofthe spin density hsz(r;t)ito an externalpotential�(r;t).The Ham iltonian describing the coupling is

H � =

Z

d
3
r�(r;t)sz(r;t): (18)

In term softhe electron �eld operatorin the Heisenberg representation, (r;t),the spin density operatorsz(r;t)is

given as

sz(r;t)=  
y(r;t)

�z

2
 (r;t); (19)

where�z isa Paulim atrix.In orderto calculate the linearresponse,weconstructand solvethe kinetic equation for

the density m atrix in the W ignerrepresentation

���(p;r;t)=

Z

d
3~re� ip�

~r

�

 
y

�

�

r�
~r

2
;t

�

 �

�

r+
~r

2
;t

��

: (20)

In term softhisdensity m atrix,the spin density is

hsz(r;t)i=

Z
d3p

(2�)3
tr

�

�(p;r;t)
�z

2

�

: (21)

The Ham iltonian consistsofthree term s:a non-interacting term

H 0 =

Z

d
3
r

�
1

2m
r  y(r;t)r  (r;t)� !L  

y(r;t)
�x

2
 (r;t)

�

; (22)

a coupling term to the externalpotential(18),and a scattering term ,which determ ineswhetherthe particlem otion

is ballistic ordi�usive. The �rstterm on the right-hand side ofEq. 22 is the kinetic energy,and the second term

describestheinteraction with theapplied m agnetic�eld.Thekineticequation forthedensity m atrix hasthefollowing

form

@t���(p;r;t)� i

Z

d
3~re� ip�~r

��

H 0 + H �; 
y

�

�

r�
~r

2
;t

�

 �

�

r+
~r

2
;t

���

= Is (23)

whereIs describesthe e�ectofscattering.Substituting (18)and (22)into (23),we �nd

�

@t+
p

m
� r

�

�(p;r;t)� i!L

h
�x

2
;�(p;r;t)

i

� i

�

�

�

r�
i

2
@p;t

�

�(p;r;t)
�z

2
� �

�

r+
i

2
@p;t

�
�z

2
�(p;r;t)

�

= Is:

(24)

To obtain linearresponse,wewrite

�(p;r;t)= �
(0)(p)+ ��(p;r;t): (25)

Here,�(0)(p)isthe equilibrium density m atrix corresponding to the Ham iltonian H 0,thatis,

�
(0)(p) =

1

2

�

n

�

�(p)�
!L

2

�

+ n

�

�(p)+
!L

2

��

�0 +
1

2

�

n

�

�(p)�
!L

2

�

� n

�

�(p)+
!L

2

��

�x

� �
(0)

0 (p)�0 + �
(0)
x (p)�x: (26)

Here

n(�)=
1

e
�� �

T + 1
; (27)

and

�(p)=
p2

2m
: (28)
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The particulardeviationsfrom equlibrium weconsiderhavethe form

��(p;r;t)= ��y(p;r;t)�y + ��z(p;r;t)�z � ��(p;r;t)� �: (29)

The scattering contribution to the kinetic equation is di�erent for the ballistic and di�usive m otion. W e �rst

considerthe caseofthe ballisticm otion,in which

Is = �
1

�s
��(p;r;t): (30)

Itdescribesspin relaxation with relaxation tim e �s.

To obtain thesusceptibility atpositivefrequencies,wewritethekineticequation forthecircularcom ponentofthe

density m atrix

��+ (p;q;!)=

Z

d
3
rdte

� iq� r+ i!t(��z � i��y)(p;r;t): (31)

Theequation fortheoppositecircularcom ponent��� givesthesusceptibility atnegativefrequencies,which givesan

equivalentresult.The kineticequation becom es

� i

�

! � !L �
p

m
� q +

i

�s

�

��+ (p;q;!)= i�(q;!)
�
(0)

0

�
p +

q

2

�
� �

(0)

0

�
p �

q

2

�
� �

(0)
x

�
p +

q

2

�
� �

(0)
x

�
p �

q

2

�

2
(32)

To obtain the susceptibility,we solvefor

��+ (q;!)=

Z
d3p

(2�)3
��+ (p;q;!); (33)

which gives

�
B
zz(q;! > 0)=

1

4

Z
d3p

(2�)3

n
�
�
�
p �

q

2

�
� !L

2

�
� n

�
�
�
p +

q

2

�
+ !L

2

�

! � !L �
p

m
� q + i

�s

: (34)

The superscriptB denotesthe caseofballistic m otion.

For di�usive m otion,the ferm ion m om entum relaxeson a rapid tim e scale � < < �s. In this case,the scattering

contribution to the kinetic equation is

Is = �
1

�s
��(p;r;t)�

1

�
(�(p;r;t)� �eq(p;�(r;t))); (35)

where�eq(p;�(r;t))isthe m om entum equilibrium distribution consistentwith the localnum ber-spin density �(r;t),

Z
d3p

(2�)3
�eq(p;�(r;t))= �(r;t): (36)

For��(p;r;t)given by Eq.29,

Is = �
1

�s
��(p;r;t)�

1

�
��(p;r;t)+

1

�

n
�
�(p)� !L

2

�
� n

�
�(p)+ !L

2

�

R
d3p

(2�)3

�
n
�
�(p)� !L

2

�
� n

�
�(p)+ !L

2

����(r;t): (37)

To obtain the susceptibility atpositive frequencies,we write the kinetic equation forthe circularcom ponentofthe

density m atrix

� i

�

! � !L �
p

m
� q +

i

�s
+

i

�

�

��+ (p;q;!) = i�(q;!)
�
(0)

0

�
p +

q

2

�
� �

(0)

0

�
p �

q

2

�
� �

(0)
x

�
p +

q

2

�
� �

(0)
x

�
p �

q

2

�

2

+
1

�

n
�
�(p)� !L

2

�
� n

�
�(p)+ !L

2

�

R
d3p

(2�)3

�
n
�
�(p)� !L

2

�
� n

�
�(p)+ !L

2

����+ (q;!): (38)

To obtain the susceptibility,we solvefor

��+ (q;!)=

Z
d3p

(2�)3
��+ (p;q;!); (39)
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R < vs� R > vs�

(ballistic) (di�usive)

T < E F Trapezoidal(for!L =2 < E F ) Lorentzian

(degenerate) Parabolic (for!L =2 > E F )

T > E F G aussian Lorentzian

(classical)

TABLE I:Sum m ary ofthe shapesofthe noise spectrallinesin the fourregim esin the lim it�
�1
s ! 0.

which to lowestorderin � gives

�
D
zz(q;! > 0)=

1

4

R
d
3
p

(2�)3

�
n
�
� (p)� !L

2

�
� n

�
� (p)+ !L

2

��

! � !L + i(�
� 1
s + D (!L)q

2)
: (40)

The superscriptD denotesthe caseofdi�usive m otion.Here,

D (!L )= �

R
d
3
p

(2�)3
p
2

3m 2

�
n
�
� (p)� !L

2

�
� n

�
� (p)+ !L

2

��

R
d3p

(2�)3

�
n
�
� (p)� !L

2

�
� n

�
� (p)+ !L

2

�� : (41)

In the lim it!L ! 0,D (!L )isequalto the usualdi�usion constant. Forthe classicaldistribution n(�)in the high-

tem perature lim it,D (!L)isindependentof!L forany value of!L.AtT = 0,the high-�eld lim itD (!L=2 > E F )is

reduced com pared to thelow-�eld lim itD (!L ! 0)by a factorof22=3� 3=5= 0:95.ThusweconsiderD independent

ofthe m agnetic�eld,and drop the !L dependence in the following.

Substituting Eq.34 into Eq.4 gives

S
B
zz(!)’

�

2
coth

!

2T
A � L

Z
d3p

(2�)3

"
n
�
�
�
p � e

2R

�
� !L

2

�
� n

�
�
�
p + e

2R

�
+ !L

2

�

2

#
1

��s
�
! � !L �

p

m
�e

R

�2
+ 1

�2
s

; (42)

forthe caseofthe ballistic m otion.Here,e isthe unitvectorin an arbitrary direction.Substituting Eq.40 into Eq.

4 gives

S
D
zz(!)’

�

2
coth

!

2T
A � L

Z
d3p

(2�)3

"
n
�
� (p)� !L

2

�
� n

�
� (p)+ !L

2

�

2

#
1

�
(�� 1s + D =R 2)

(! � !L)
2 + (�

� 1
s + D =R 2)2

(43)

forthe case ofthe di�usive m otion. Evaluating the integralsin Equations 42 and 43,see Appendix B,givesresults

ofthe form ofEq. 6,with speci�c form sforfunction f
�
(! � !L )=g(t

� 1
tr ;�

� 1
s )

�
. The form softhe function f in the

variouscasesaresum m arized in Table I.

In the di�usivecase,the function f isa Lorentzian foralltem peratures,and

g(t
� 1
tr ;�

� 1
s )= t

� 1
tr + �

� 1
s : (44)

The function f in the ballistic case (34) is m ore com plicated,so we consider various lim iting cases. In the lim it

�� 1s > > v=R,where v is the Ferm ivelocity at T = 0 and the therm alvelocity
p
2T=m at T > E F ,we can drop

p=m � q from the denom inatorof(34),so the num eratorbecom esq independent,and we obtain a Lorentzian with

the width �� 1s ,like in the di�usive regim e for �� 1s > > D =R 2. In the lim it of�� 1s dom inating the inverse travel

tim e through the probed region,the spin noisecannotdistinguish between the ballisticm otion and di�usivem otion.

W e can distinguish between these casesin the opposite lim it�� 1s ! 0. Then the line in the di�usive regim e isstill

a Lorentzian,but now with the width D =R 2. In the ballistic case,at T = 0,the line has a trapezoidalshape for

!L < < E F and a parabolicshapefor!L > > E F .In the classicallim itT > > E F ,the line hasa G aussian shape.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

M otivated by spin noise spectroscopy m easurem ents,we developed a theory ofspin noise ofitinerant ferm ions

in di�erent regim es oftem perature and disorder. W e found a generalresult with a clear physicalinterpretation,

and showed how it follows from spin kinetic equations. O ur theory provides a fram ework for interpreting recent

experim entson atom ic gasesand conduction electronsin sem iconductorsand providesa baseline foridentifying the

e�ectsofinteractionson spin noisespectroscopy.
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A ppendix A

In thisAppendix,wederivethespin noisepowerspectrum Szz(!)fora singlespin J in them agnetic�eld applied

in the x direction:

Szz(t2 � t1) �
1

2
hfJz(t2);Jz(t1)gi

=
1

8
(e� i!L (t2� t1)+ e

i!L (t2� t1))hfJ+ ;J� gi (45)

where

J� = Jz � iJy: (46)

Thetherm alexpectation valueoftheanticom m utatorisrelated to thetherm alexpectation valueofthecom m utator

hfJ+ ;J� gi= coth
!L

2T
h[J+ ;J� ]i: (47)

Using the com m utation relation

[J+ ;J� ]= 2Jx; (48)

wearriveatthe result

Szz(! > 0)=
�

2
coth

!L

2T
hJxi�(! � !L): (49)

W e seethatEq.49 hasthe form ofEq.6 with

1

g(t� 1tr ;�
� 1
s )

f

�
! � !L

g(t� 1tr ;�
� 1
s )

�

= �(! � !L): (50)

The form ula form agnetization

hJxi=
2J + 1

2
coth

(2J + 1)!L

2T
�
1

2
coth

!L

2T
(51)

im pliesthatin the specialcase ofJ = 1=2,the tem perature and �eld dependence cancelsbetween coth!L=2T and

hJxigiving

Szz(! > 0)=
�

4
�(! � !L): (52)

A ppendix B

W e presentthe detailsofcalculationsforthe ballistic casewith �� 1s ! 0 in threedi�erentlim iting cases.

A . T = 0,!L < < E F

In thiscase,we can linearizearound the Ferm isurface.From (34),we now get

�
00
B (q;! > 0) = �

�

4
N 0

Z

d�

1Z

� 1

dc

2

�

�

�

� � +
vF qc+ !L

2

�

� �

�

� � �
vF qc+ !L

2

��

�(! � (vF qc+ !L ))

’ �
�

2
�
N 0!L

2
�

!

!L

�(vF q� j! � !L j)

2vF q
: (53)
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W e thus obtain (6) with the m agnetization proportionalto the m agnetic �eld via the Paulisusceptibility,M
(0)
x =

N 0!L=2,ballistic transporttim e ttr = R=vF ,and f with a trapezoidalshape.

B . T = 0,!L =2 > E F

In thiscase,the ferm ionsarefully polarized,so

�
00
B (q;! > 0) = �

�

4

1Z

0

p2dp

(2�)2

1Z

� 1

dc�

�

! � !L �
p

m
qc

�

�

�

� +
1

2

�

!L �
p

m
qc

�

�
p2 + (q=2)2

2m

�

’ �
1

16�

m 2

q

1Z

(! � ! L )2 m

2q2

d� �

�

� +
!

2
� �

�

; (54)

whereweneglected q2=2m com pared to the Ferm ienergy � + !L=2.Using the form ula forparticledensity

n =
1

6�2
p
3
F (55)

with

pF =

r

2m

�

� +
!L

2

�

; (56)

we�nd

�
00
B (q;! > 0)= �

�

2
�
n

2
�
3

4

1

qpF =m

"

1�

�
! � !L

qpF =m

� 2
#

: (57)

The m agnetization is now saturated at one halftim es the num ber ofthe ferm ions in the probed region. The sus-

ceptibility isnon-zero because itistransverseto the externalm agnetic �eld (zz response function with the external

m agnetic�eld applied in thex direction).Thetransporttim eisstillequaltoR=vF .Thelineshapef isnow parabolic.

C . T > E F

In thiscase,we approxim ate

n(�)= e
� (�� �)=T (58)

with � < 0,so (6)gives

�
00
B (q;! > 0) = �

�

8
n

1R

0

p2dp
1R

� 1

dce�
p
2
+ (q=2)

2

2m T sinh

�
pqc=m � !L

2T

�

�(! � (pqc=m � !L))

1R

0

p2dpe�
p2

2m T cosh !L

2T

’ �
�

2
�
n

2
tanh

!L

2T
�

e
�

(! � ! L )
2

2T q2 =m

p
2�Tq2=m

: (59)

Thus,the equilibrium m agnetization isn=2tanh!L=2T,the transporttim e isR=v,where v isthe therm alvelocity
p
2T=m ,and the line shapef isG aussian.
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