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Spin noise of itinerant ferm ions
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W e develop a theory of spin noise spectroscopy of itinerant, noninteracting, spin-carrying ferm ions
iIn di erent regin es of tem perature and disorder. W e use kinetic equations for the density m atrix
In spin variables. W e nd a general result with a clear physical interpretation, and discuss its
dependence on tem perature, the size of the system , and applied m agnetic eld. W e consider two
classes of experin ental probes: 1. electron-spin-resonance (E SR )-type m easurem ents, in which the
probe response to a uniform m agnetization increases linearly w ith the volum e sam pled, and 2. optical
K err/Faraday rotation-typem easurem ents, in w hich the probe response to a uniform m agnetization
ncreases linearly w ith the length of the light propagation in the sam ple, but is lndependent of the
cross section ofthe light beam . O ur theory provides a fram ew ork for interpreting recent experin ents
on atom ic gases and conduction electrons in sem iconductors and provides a baseline for identifying
the e ects of Interactions on spin noise spectroscopy.

I. NTRODUCTION

Currently, there ism uch interest in studying the physics of nano-scale structures. In m easurem ents of a response
function by pum p-probe experin ents on system s of decreasing size, the signal decreasesm ore rapidly than the noise,
and thus the signalto-noise ratio decreases w ith decreasing system size. The uctuation-dissipation theorem , which
relates a response function to a correlation fiinction obtained from noise m easurem ents, enables us to change this
problem into a usefiltool. An additional advantage of noise m easurem ents is that they offen disturb the system Iless
than experin ents that m easure the response of the system to an extemalperturbation.

T here have been a num ber of experin ents studying spin properties of system s using soin noise. Spin noise hasbeen
measured In system s of spins whose position is xed in space: atom ic nucle®, spin glasses?, m agnetization m odes
In m agnetoresistive heads?, and electrons and holes in selfassem bled quantum dots?. There have also been recent
m easurem ents of spin noise of itinerant spins in hot atom ic gases?®”?, cold atom ic gasest?, in n-doped buk G aA st0-41,
and in n-doped G aA s quantum wellst?. Localized spin noise m easurem ents on nanostructured system s using STM
techniques have been discussed?324. T he experin ental setup of spih-noise spectroscopy I sem iconductors has been
optin ized in Ref!® and has been used to m easure spatially resolved doping concentration in GaAst®. M otivated
by these experim ents w ith itinerant goins, we have developed a theory of soin noise of itinerant ferm ions In di erent
regin es of tem perature (degenerate/classical statistics) and disorder (pallistic/di usive m otion) . W e consider the case
of noninteracting particles as a benchm ark for com parison to experim ents, so that we can then identify the e ects
of Interactions on spin noise. W e nd a general result that holds in the di erent regin es, which has a clear physical
Interpretation, and we show how it follow s from kinetic equations for density m atrix In spin variables. W e consider
tw o classes ofexperim entalprobes: 1. electron-spin-resonance E SR )-typem easurem ents, in w hich the probe response
to a uniform m agnetization increases linearly w ith the volum e sam pled, and 2. optical K err/Faraday rotation-type
m easuram ents, In which the probe response to a uniform m agnetization increases linearly w ith the length of the light
propagation in the sam ple, but is lndependent of the cross section of the light beam .

T he outline ofthe paper is as follow s: Tn Sec. [T, we present the generalresult and its interpretation. In Sec.[I, we
show how the noise spectrum behaves as a filnction of tem perature, system size, and m agnetic eld. In Sec. [IV], we
present the derivation ofthe result from kinetic equationsw ith details of calculations In som e lin iting cases presented
in the Appendix B . In Sec. 7], we present our C onclusions. T he spin noise pow er spectrum of spin J, which m otivates
our general resul, is derived in the Appendix A .

II. GENERAL RESULT

In Fig. [[l we show the generic setup of the experin ents considered. W e study the noise of spin m agnetization in
the z direction in the presence of an applied constant m agnetic eld in the x direction that splits the two spin energy
Jevels by the Lam or frequency !1 . The purpose of the constant m agnetic eld is to shift the noise spectrum away
from zero frequency. N oise m easurem ents close to zero frequency are di cul because of the presence of ubiquitous
1=f noise. Them agnetic eld ischosen so that ! is largerthan the linew idth ofthe spin noise spectrum . For charged
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FIG .1l: Schem atic view ofthe experin ental setup. T he experin ent m easures the noise of spin m agnetization in the z direction
in the presence of an applied constant m agnetic eld in the x direction that splits the two spin energy levels by the Lam or
frequency !5 . The system has thickness L in the z direction, and is extended In the x y direction. N oise in the part of the
system w ith transverse size R and cross section A R? is probed.

ferm Jons, we neglect coupling ofm agnetic eld to the orbitalm otion, that is, we consider the case when the cyclotron
orbit is Ionger than the din ensions of the probed region. T he system has thickness L in the z direction, which in the
optical experin ents is the direction of light propagation. The system is extended in the x vy direction. Noise in the
part ofthe system w ith transverse size R and cross section A R ? is probed. For a unifom ly spin-polarized sam ple,
the m agniude of the probe response n bulk m easurem ents such as ESR scales as the volum e of the probed region,
that is, Signal/ R°L:By contrast, for a unifom ¥ spinpolarized sam ple, the m agnitude of the probe response in
opticalK err/Faraday rotation m easurem ents scales as the thickness L, but is Independent of the cross-sectional area
A, that is, Signal/ L:

In general, the spin noise experin ent w ill m easure the noise power spectrum of a quantity Q proportionalto the
Instantaneous electron spin polarization

OB =CM.0OGF); @)

whereM , (t) is the operatorofthe z com ponent ofthe Instantaneous electron spin polarization in the probed volum e
at tin e t, related to the soin-densiy operator s, (r;t) by
Z

M, 1= d’rs, @;0); @)

A L

C isa =xed coupling constant, and (GF ) is a geom etric factor. For bulk m easurem ent such as E SR, the geom etric
factor is unity. For optical K err/Faraday rotation m easuram ents, the geom etric factor is 1=A . Hence, in either case,
In order to calculate the spin noise power soectrum , we need the Fourder transform of the correlation fiinction

1
SZZ (t2 tl) = Ehﬂv-[ z (tZ);M 4 (tl )gl; (3)

w here Here, £;g denotes the anticom m utator, and hi is the equilbrium ensem ble average.
In equilbrium ,the uctuation-dissipation theoraem relatesthenoisepowerto the In agihary part ofthe corresponding

suscegptibility

Z
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FIG. 2: General qualitative form of the noise power spectrum . It is peaked at the Lam or frequency !; . Its width is
approxin ately equal to the larger of the inverse travel tim e ttr1 and the Inverse spin— Ip tine | 1. The height is given by the

m agnetization M ") multiplied by the them al factor coth ! =2T and divided by the w idth.

Here, ., isthe spin susceptibility.
W e consider di erent regim es of tem perature and particle m otion. T he calculations for the various cases are given
in Sec.[I¥]. The resuls of the calculation in allthese cases have the Hllow ing general omm
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Here, M X(O) is the equilbriuim m agnetization of the probed region caused by the constant m agnetic eld in the x
direction, t, is the traveltim e it takes the spin-carrying ferm ion to m ove across the probed region (distance R), o
is the spin— I tine, £ is a function of uni height and width, peaked at zero, and g is a function whose value is
approxin ately equal to the greater of the two argum ents. The detailed form of the functions £ and g depends on
tem perature and disorder. The form of the finctions £ and g for the various cases w ill be discussed in section [IV].
E quation[d is them ain result of this paper. Its orm agreesw ith the spin noise power spectrum ofa single spin J {see
Appendix A .
In Eqg.l0, orballistic transport,

te = R=v5 )

p— P
where v is the Femm i velocity 2Ef=m In the degenerate regine T << Ey or the them al velocty 2T=m for
T >> Er . Fordi usive transport,

te = R?=D ; @®)

where D is the di usion constant.

n Fig. [0, we show the schem atic behavior of the spin noise power spectrum S,, (! ). It is peaked at the Lamm or
frequency ! . Its width is approxin ately equalto the larger of the nverse travel tin e ttr1 and the inverse spin— I
tine 1. The height is given by the m agnetization M x(o) m ultiplied by the them al factor coth !, =2T and divided
by the width.

The result [@) has a sin ple physical interpretation. T he scale of the response in the z direction is set by the initial
polarization in the x direction. The w idth is given by the inverse of the tin e to lose spin coherence, either due to a
soin I or by m oving out of the probed region. T his inverse tin e divides the m agnetization to give the noise power
the din ension of nverse frequency. T he peak In the noise power spectrum is centered at the Lam or frequency !y, .



III. M PLICATIONS

W e discuss consequences of Eq. [6). BecauseM X(O) grow s linearly w ith the probed volum e, and the other quantities
in Eq. [@) are independent ofL, the height ofthe pow er spectrum grow s linearly w ith I while its w idth is independent
ofL.

T he dependence of the noise power spectrum on R isdi erent for the ballistic and di usive m otion. In the ballistic
case, the height of the noise pow er spectrum behaves as

Szz (1) / )
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s

R2
+

m|<

and its w idth behaves as
v
gle'i o 1)/ =t s L (10)
Thus, orR < v g, the height of the noise pow er spectrum sca]esasR3,and itswidth as 1=R, whereas forR > v g,

the height of the noise power spectrum scales asR? and its w idth is independent ofR . In the di usive regin e, the
height of the noise power spectrum behaves as

R?2
Szz 1)/ ——i 1)
Rzt s
and is w idth behaves as
D
glte'i s )/ = s 1t 12

Thus, or R < pD—s, the height of the noise power spectrum scales as R? and its width as 1=R?, whereas for
R > D g, the helght of the noise power spectrum scales as R? and its w idth is independent of R . For both the
ballistic and di usive transport in the long-R lim i, we recover the behavior of static spins ipping on the tin e scale

s . For opticalK err/Faraday rotation experin ents, there is an additional factor 1=A 2 in the height ofthe noise power
spectrum fr the geom etrical factor, Eq. [[. The scaling behavior is summ arized in Fig. [3. The scaling crossover is
m ost pronounced In opticalm easurem ents of the noise in the di usive regin e.

W e consider the dependence of the noise power spectrum on the externalm agnetic eld, that is, on the Lam or
frequency !; . The width is independent of ! . Hence, Instead of studying the width and the height of the noise
pow er spectrum separately, we study the integrated spin noise pow er spectrum

z
Szz al' S,z (1); 13)
0

which scales as the product of the w idth and the height. >From Eq.[d, we see that

|
Szz / oothﬁM 0 (14)
that is, i is ndependent ofthe characteristic rate g (tml P s 1). In the classicalregin e, them agnetization M X(O) depends
on ! as

|
M @ / tanh—=: 15
</ oT 15)

In the degenerate regin e, M X(O) also hasa lineardependenceon ! ranallly,cuto attheFem ienergyEr .W g,
)

therefore, approxin ate the eld dependence ofM y ' by
|
M,/ tanh————; 16
x max RT;Er) (16)
giving
'y 'y
S,, / coth —tanh —— @

2T max @2T;Ef )

In the classical regin e, 2T=Er > 1, the ! -dependence of the two factors in [I7) cancels, and S,, is Independent
of the m agnetic eld, in agreem ent w ith the m easurem ents of spin noise in Rb vapors!. In the degenerate regin e,
2T=Er < 1, there isan interm ediate regimn e ofm agnetic elds2T < ! < Er ,where S,, grow s linearly wih eld, see
Fig.[. T he spih noisem easurem ents in G aA st94122 were done at tem perature T >> !y, 50 S,, is eld independent.
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FIG . 3: Scaling of the height (solid line) and width (dashed line) of the noise power spectrum as a function of R In the E SR
m easurem ents ( rst row) and opticalm easurem ents (second row ). The rst row are the log-log plots of dmulas (@), [I0) and
1), [@2); the second row are the Iog-log plts of the sam e form ulas w ith the height divided by R*. The heights and w idths
are nom alized to their value at R = v ¢ for the ballistic case (the st colimn) and atR = D s for the di usive case (the
second colum n). T he scaling in the di erent regions is denoted at each curve. T he crossover ism ost pronounced for the optical
m easurem ent In the di usive regin e.
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FIG. 4: Solid line: the m agnetic— eld dependence of the integrated noise power spectrum S,, in the classical RT=Er = 3,
lkeft panel) and degenerate RT=Er = 0:3, right panel) regin e. D ashed lines: the factors coth ;—; (upper dashed lines) and

tanh W;EF) . Thevaluie ofS,, isnom alized to its valie in the high— eld 1m it. In the classical regin e, the eld dependence

of the two factors cancels, and S,, is eld independent. In the degenerate regin e, S,, grow s linearly wih eld In the region
2T < !y < Ef .



Iv.. CALCULATION

W e now tum to a detailed justi cation ofthe above results. W e calculate the susogptbility ,, asa linear response
of the spin density hs, (r;t)1 to an extemalpotential (r;t). The Ham iltonian describing the coupling is
Z
H = Jd&r @bs, @H): 18)

In term s of the electron eld operator in the Heisenberg representation, (r;t), the spin densiy operator s, (r;t) is
given as

s, )= ¥ (r;t);z €;t); 19)

where , isaPaulim atrix. In order to calculate the linear response, we construct and solve the kinetic equation for
the density m atrix In the W igner representation

Z
) r r
piri)= dre T Y p E;t r+ E;t : (20)
In term s of this density m atrix, the soin density is
Z &
. p
hs, (r;f)i= Wtr (p;r;t);Z : 21)

T he H am iltonian consists of three tem s: a non-interacting term

Z
1

Ho= d&r —r Y@mdr @H 'y Y@bH— @h ©2)
2m 2

a coupling term to the extemalpotential [18), and a scattering term , which determ ines w hether the particle m otion
is ballistic or di usive. The rst term on the right-hand side of Eq. [22 is the kinetic energy, and the second tem
describes the Interaction w ith the applied m agnetic eld. T he kinetic equation for the density m atrix has the follow ing
form

Z

. il r
@ (it i Pre T He+H ;Y r Sit £+ -t =1 23)

where I, describes the e ect of scattering. Substituting {I8) and P2) mto 23), we nd
h i

@ + B r (p'r't) 1! _x. (p'r't) i r 3@ .t (p.r.t)_z r+ E@ -t _z (p'r't) = T.:
t m r-r -L 2 ’ r-r 2 pr r-r 2 2 pr 2 r-rs S *
(24)
To obtain linear response, we w rite
Pirin= D)+  Eiro: @5)
Here, @ (o) isthe equilbriim density m atrix corresponding to the Ham iltonian H o, that is,
1 | I 1 ! I
0) _ - L - L - L - L
= —- n — +n + — + = n — n + — x
©) 2 ©) 2 ®©) > ot 3 ©) 2 ®©) >
@ o+ D) k- 26)
Here
1
n()= ; @7)
er + 1
and
2
o) = —: ©8)



T he particular deviations from equlbrium we consider have the form
i = yPEint v+ Pi5nY . Pirit) : 29)

T he scattering contrbution to the kinetic equation is di erent for the ballistic and di usive motion. W e st
consider the case of the ballistic m otion, in which

1
L= — i5Y: 30)
S
Tt describes spin relaxation w ith relaxation tine 5.
To obtain the susceptibility at positive frequencies, we w rite the kinetic equation for the circular com ponent of the
density m atrix
Z
s oiq;!) = Prde T TTHY L 1 ) imb): (31)

T he equation for the opposite circular com ponent gives the susoceptbility at negative frequencies, which gives an
equivalent resul. T he kinetic equation becom es

. 0) q 0) q 0) q 0) q
i + 3 2 + 4 2
i % g+ L igil) =i @)z o R P72 2. @32
S
To obtain the susceptibility, we solve for
Z 3
d’p
v @it)= z )y Pigil)i 33)
w hich gives
Z 1 1
1 d3p n P g SL n p+ 4 4 ‘L
H@> 0= TR g 34)
. - L . —S

T he superscript B denotes the case ofballistic m otion.
For di usive m otion, the ferm ion m om entum relaxes on a rapid tine scale << 4. In this case, the scattering
contribution to the kinetic equation is

1 1
L= — @i —( it b @) (35)

S

where o4 @; (r;t)) isthem om entum equilbrium distrdbution consistent w ith the localnumber-spin density  (r;t),

&p
PBE eq i (D)= (iD: (36)
For (p;r;t) given by Eq29,
1 1 1 % + -2
L= — (;t — (E;pb+—-R d;: P 3 , n @+ ‘ (r;t) : (37)
: e

To obtain the susceptibility at positive frequencies, we w rite the kinetic equation for the circular com ponent of the
density m atrix

(0) q (0) q (0) q () q

+ 3 2 + 2 x =

i Eogiii e - i@tz o P oo P2 S

m s 2
1 n @ 4 n @+E
+ R 2 - 2 - ;@) (38)
To obtain the susceptibility, we solve for
Z 3
@h= =2 g (39)
+ r - (2 )3 + rar - r



R < vg R > vg
(ballistic) (di usive)
T < Eg Trapezoidal (for !, =2 < Er )|Lorentzian
(degenerate) || Parabolic (or !, =2 > Ef)
T>Egp G aussian Lorentzian
(classical)

TABLE I:Summ ary of the shapes of the noise spectral lines in the ur regin es in the lim it sl 0.

which to owest order n  gives

d’p 'y 'y
1 2 )3 n (p) 2 n (p)+7
2@l > 0= 2 — 40)
4 ' 1.+ i(s 4+ D (Iy)P)
T he superscript D denotes the case ofdi usive m otion. Here,
R 2
dp p 'y 'y
Zrmz . P) 7 on Pl
D ()= —K d3p‘“ , , @a1)

Inthelmi !y ! 0,D (!1) isequalto the usualdi usion constant. For the classical distribution n ( ) in the high-
tem perature lim i, D (!1 ) is Independent of !, orany valueof ! . AtT = 0,thehigh-eld Im it D (!=2> Ef) is
reduced com pared to the ow—eld lin D (' ! 0) by a factorof2?=3 3=5= 0:95. Thuswe considerD independent
ofthe m agnetic eld, and drop the !; dependence in the follow Ing.

Substiuting Eqg.[34 into Eq.[4 gives

! Zd3np—$np+—+¢#
S, (1)’ —coth—A L P 28 2 : ;o 42)
2z 2 2T e ) 2 o P 24

for the case of the ballistic m otion. Here, e is the unit vector in an arbitrary direction. Substituting Eq.[4d into Eqg.
[4 gives
Z " #

! &Fp n ) 2~ n )+ 4 L(,'+D=R?)
s, (1)’ —coth—A L P ©) 3 ©)*7 ° -
2 2T @) 2 (! 11)?+ (s '+ D=R2)2

43)

or the case of the di usive m otion. Evaluating the integrals in E quations[42] and [43, see A ppendix B, gives results
of the orm ofEq. [, with speci ¢ form s for function £ (! I )=g(tml; s 1) . The form s of the function £ i the
various cases are summ arized In Table I.

In the di usive case, the function f is a Lorentzian for all tem peratures, and

Gl 7 o )=ty t oo (44)
The fiunction £ in the ballistic case [34) is m ore com plicated, so we consider various lim iting cases. In the lim it
s 1'>> v=R, where v is the Fem i velocity at T = 0 and the them alvelocitty 2T=m atT > Ey, we can drop
p=m g from the denom inator off34)), so the num erator becom es g independent, and we obtain a Lorentzian with
the width !, lke in the di usive regine or ! >> D=R?. In the lim it of . ! dom inating the inverse travel
tin e through the probed region, the soin noise cannot distinguish betw een the ballistic m otion and di usive m otion.
W e can distinguish between these cases In the opposite Iim it 11 0. Then the line in the di usive regin e is still
a Lorentzian, but now wih the width D =R?. In the ballistic case, at T = 0, the Iline has a trapezoidal shape for
!, << Er and a parabolic shape for !;, >> Er . In the classicallim it T > > Ef , the line has a G aussian shape.

V. CONCLUSIONS

M otivated by spin noise spectroscopy m easurem ents, we developed a theory of spin noise of itinerant ferm ions
In di erent regin es of tem perature and disorder. W e found a general result wih a clear physical interpretation,
and showed how it follows from spin kinetic equations. O ur theory provides a fram ework for interpreting recent
experin ents on atom ic gases and conduction electrons in sem iconductors and provides a baseline for identifying the
e ects of interactions on spin noise spectroscopy.
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A ppendix A

In this A ppendix, we derive the soin noise power spectrum S,, (! ) for a single spin J in them agnetic eld applied
In the x direction:

1
Szz (t2 tl) Ethz (tZ);JZ (tl )gl
1 i1 il
= g(e o t) o (& tl))th+ ;J gl (@5)
w here
J =J, iJy: 46)

T he themm alexpectation value of the anticom m utator is related to the them alexpectation value of the com m utator

|
hfJ, ;J gi= coth %hm ;3 1 @7)
U sing the com m utation relation
U+ ;T 1= 2Jx; 48)
we arrive at the result
I
S, (! > 0)= —coth—hT,i (! !4): 49
( ) > oT ( L) (49)

W e see that Eq.[49 has the om ofEq.[@with
1 ! 'y

f - = (! ) (50)
glt,'7 s ) gl is )
T he form ula for m agnetization
27+ 1 @J+ 1)y 1 '
hi i= coth — coth —= (51)
2 2T 2 2T

In plies that in the special case of J = 1=2, the tem perature and eld dependence cancels between coth ! 1, =2T and
hJ, i giving

Sz (> 0)= 7 () 52)

A ppendix B

W e present the details of calculations ©r the ballistic casewith _ ! 0 in three di erent lim iting cases.

S

A . T=O,!L<<EF

In this case, we can linearize around the Femm i surface. From [34)), we now get

dc vy gc+ ! vy gc+ !
2! >0 = ZNO d > +% % (! &gt 1)
1
Noly ! &g 3 13

- 53



W e thus obtain [0) with the m agnetization proportional to the m agnetic eld via the Pauli susceptibbility, M «

N !t =2, ballistic transport tin e t., = R=w , and f with a trapezoidal shape.

B. T=O,!L=2> EF
In this case, the ferm ions are fully polarized, so

7z 24 z1 1
Ogr>0 = - 2P g 1 P + =1
s @ ) 4 @ ) bon g 2

0 1

1 m? z !

’ - d + — ;
16 g 2

(1 17)2m
292

where we neglected o?=2m

1

n:62p§
w ith
r
'L
= 2m + —
Pr 2
we nd
"
n 3 1 ot
P@l>0= - = = 1 .
2 4gor=m QPrF =M

10

(0)

P+ @2)

Pr
m 2m

54)

com pared to the Ferm ienergy + ! =2. Usihg the form ula for particle densiy

55)

(56)

c7)

T he m agnetization is now saturated at one half tim es the num ber of the ferm ions In the probed region. The sus-
ceptibility is non—zero because it is transverse to the extemalm agnetic eld (zz response function w ith the extemal

m agnetic eld applied in the x direction). T he transport tin e is stillequalto R =vg .

T he line shape f isnow parabolic.

C. T>Er
In this case, we approxin ate
n()=e’ 7 (58)
with < 0,so [@) gives
2 pfr @=2)? pgc=m !y ) |
p‘dp doe mT  sinh =——= (! (oac=m )
0 1
§@!>0) = =—n -
_pZ 1
) p?dpe 7n T cosh 3k
¢ 1)?
n e 2Tq2:m
S — (59)
2 2 2T 2 Tf=m

il;hus, the equilbriim m agnetization is n=2tanh ! =2T, the transport tin e is R=v, where v is the them al velocity

2T=m , and the line shape f is G aussian.
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