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Shot N oise at H igh Tem peratures

D.B.G utm an and YuvalG efen

Departm entofCondensed M atter Physics,W eizm ann Institute ofScience 76100 Rehovot,Israel

(M ay 4,2021)

W e consider the possibility ofm easuring non-equilibrium properties ofthe current correlation

functionsathigh tem peratures(and sm allbias).Through theexam pleofthethird cum ulantofthe

current(S3)wedem onstratethatodd ordercorrelation functionsrepresentnon-equilibrium physics

even atsm allexternalbiasand high tem peratures.W e calculate S3 = y(eV=T)e
2
I fora quasi-one-

dim ensionaldi�usive constriction. W e calculate the scaling function y in two regim es: when the

scattering processesare purely elastic and when the inelastic electron-electron scattering isstrong.

In both caseswe�nd thaty interpolatesbetween two constants.In thelow (high)tem peraturelim it

y isstrongly (weakly)enhanced (suppressed)by the electron-electron scattering.

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

SinceitsdiscoverybySchottkyin 1918,noisein electri-

calcircuitshasbeen thoroughly investigated.Num erous

studiesoverthepastdecade,both experim ental1 and the-

oretical(see Refs.2;3 forreviews),em phasized the quan-

tum and them esoscopicaspectsofnoise,addressingquite

extensively the issue of non-equilibrium "shot" noise.

Shot noise has been em ployed for probing fundam ental

physics of interacting electrons in the FQ HE regim e4.

M ostofpreviousworkfocused on current-currentcorrela-

tions,i.e.,uctuationsderived from second ordercurrent

cum ulants7

S2(x;x
0
;!)=

1

2

Z

d(t� t
0)e� i!(t� t

0
)ĥI(t;x)̂I(t0;x0)+ Î(t0;x0)̂I(t;x)i; (1)

where Î(t;x) denotes the instantaneouscurrentoper-

atorintegrated trough the entire cross-section (atpoint

x);x isthedirection oftheow ofthed.c.current.Equi-

librium noise isgoverned by the Callen-W elton relation,

also known asFluctuation Dissipation Theorem (FDT).

ItconnectstheO hm icpartoftheconductanceG (!)with

the equilibrium currentnoise(S2 = S2 � I2 ,I � ĥIi)

S
eq

2 (!)= �h!G (!)coth

�
�h!

2T

�

: (2)

Letusconsidera two-term inalconstriction subjectto

an applied bias,eV ,which isequalto the di�erence be-

tween the chem icalpotentials ofthe left and the right

reservoirs eV = �L � �R . The constriction length L

is m uch larger than an elastic m ean free path l= vf�

(L � l). The value ofthe d.c. electron currentthrough

the system isgiven by O hm ’slaw,I = G V . In the ab-

sence ofelectron-electron collisions the second m om ent

ofthe currentuctuationscan be expressed in term sof

the equilibrium correlation function,eq.(2)(cf.Ref.5;6)

S2(�h!)=
1

6

�

4S
eq

2 (�h!)+ S
eq

2 (�h!+ eV )+ S
eq

2 (�h!� eV )

�

: (3)

Depending on the ratio between the tem perature ofthe

system ,T,the frequency under discussion,!,and the

applied voltage,V , one m ay distinguish am ong di�er-

entregim es.In the lim it(eV � m axfkT;!g)the noise,

eq.(3),isessentially non-equilibrium (shotnoise),and is

proportionalto the absolute value of the d.c. electric

current. For eV � m axfkT;!g S2 is m ostly therm al,

orNyquistnoise.Theseobservationsarenotsystem de-

pendent,but rather follow from generalconsiderations,

nam ely the properties ofvarious operators under tim e

reversaltransform ation.

Sincethecurrentoperatorchangessign undertim ere-

versaltransform ation,any even-order correlation func-

tion ofthe current uctuations (e.g. S2) taken at zero

frequency is invariant under this operation. Assum ing

thatcurrentcorrelatorsarefunctionsoftheaveragecur-

rent,I,it follows that even-order correlation functions

depend only on theabsolutevalueoftheelectriccurrent

(and areindependentofthedirection ofthecurrent).In

theO hm icregim ethism eansthateven-ordercurrentcor-

relation functions(atzero frequency)areeven functions

ofthe applied voltage. Evidently,this generalobserva-

tion agrees with the result eq.(3) for the second-order

correlation function S2 in the di�usivejunction.

By contrast, odd-order current correlation functions

changetheirsign undertim ereversaltransform ation.In

other words,such correlation functions depend on the

direction of the current, and not only on its absolute

value. Therefore in the O hm ic regim e,odd-ordercorre-

lation functionsofcurrentareodd-orderfunctionsofthe

applied voltage.Thiscondition autom aticallyguarantees

that odd-order correlation functions vanish at therm al

equilibrium .

Thepresentanalysisfocuseson the sim plest,yetnon-

trivial,exam pleofm anifestly out-of-equilibrium correla-

tor,nam ely the third ordercurrentcorrelation function

S3. This is the lowest order correlation function which

isdom inated by non-equilibrium uctuationseven in the

1
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regim e where the applied bias is sm allcom pared with

tem perature. There are two situations where the study

ofshotnoiseundersuch conditionsiscalled for.Firstly,

when the lowering ofthe tem perature ofthe electron is

not facilitated. Secondly,and m ore interestingly,when

oneisinterested in exploring the correlationsin thesys-

tem aboveacertain critical(oracharacteristic)tem pera-

ture.O n onehand thisrequiresto keep thetem perature

relatively high.O n the otherhand,to study low energy

features,oneisrestricted to low valuesofthe voltage.

In thiswork we argueand subsequently show thatfor

the third order (and in fact allodd order) current cu-

m ulant,out-of-equilibrium uctuations are not m asked

by large equilibrium noise: S3 rem ains linear in volt-

age(and tem peratureindependent)athigh tem peratures.

The �rstpartofouranalysis(SectionII) focuseson the

tem peraturedependenceofS3,in thelim itwherethein-

elastic length ism uch largerthan the system ’ssize. W e

�nd that S3 is proportionalto the the d.c. current at

alltem peratures,and calculate how the proportionality

coe�cientinterpolatesbetween the two asym ptotic val-

ues,1=15and 1=3,forT � eV and T � eV respectively.

In the second part ofthis paper (Section III) we study

the e�ects ofinelastic electron-electron scattering. W e

speci�cally considerthe lim it oflin=L � 1,where lin is

the inelastic electron-electron m ean free path and L is

the length ofthe conductor. W e �nd thatas com pared

with the elasticcaseS3 isweakly suppressed in the high

tem perature lim it(by � 15% )butishighly enhanced in

the low tem perature lim it(cf.TableI).Sim ilarly to the

elastic case S3 isnotm asked by therm aluctuationsin

the high tem perature lim it.

O uranalysisem ploystherecentlydeveloped non-linear

�-m odel{K eldysh technique8{10.Thisapproachhasbeen

applied to study non-equilibrium noisein thepresenceof

disorderand electron-electron interactions10. The m ain

stepsto befollowed in theanalysisbelow include�nding

the saddle point ofthe e�ective action (eqs. 18 and 43

for the elastic and the inelastic cases respectively) and

expanding in softm odesaround them (eqs. 22 and 80).

Thesaddlepoint(ortheapproxim ateonein theinelastic

case)are connected with the single-particle distribution

function,while the softm odesdescribe the dynam icsof

the density uctuations.Both are signi�cantly m odi�ed

by strong inelastic scattering.

There are ofcourse other m ethods that can be em -

ployed to study non-equilibrium uctuations. O ne ap-

pealing candidate would be the Shulm an-K ogan11 ver-

sion ofthe Boltzm ann-Langevin schem e. This m ethod

work successfully when S2 is studied. In Section IV we

present a short discussion which shows,arguably in an

unexpected way,thatthetraditionalkineticequation ap-

proach breaksdown when higherordercum ulantsaread-

dressed.Section V includesa briefdiscussion.

II.T H E ELA ST IC C A SE

Ashasbeen shown in Ref.12,bym odelingthem easure-

m entprocedureascoupling ofthesystem to a \quantum

galvanom eter",the em erging m athem aticalobjectto be

studied is

S3(x;t;x
0
;t
0;x00;t00)= hTcÎ2(x;t)̂I2(x

0
;t
0)̂I2(x

00
;t
00)i: (4)

Here x is a coordinate m easured along a quasi one-

dim ensionalwire (0 � x � L) of cross-section A ; Tc
isthe tim e ordering operatoralong the K eldysh contour

and I2 isa quantum com ponentofthecurrent.Sincethe

processweconsiderisstationary,thecorrelation function

dependsonly on di�erencesoftim e,S3(t� t0;t0� t00).In

Fourierspaceitcan be represented as

S3(!1;!2)=

Z

c

d(t� t
0)d(t0� t

00)e� i!1(t� t
0
)� i!2(t

0
� t

00
)S3(t� t

0
;t
0� t

00): (5)

(Herewehaveassum ed thatthefrequencies!1;!2 are

sm all com pared with the inverse di�usion tim e along

the wire, such that the current uctuations are inde-

pendent of the spatialcoordinate). W e next evaluate

the expression,eq.(4),for a particular system ,in the

hope thatthe qualitativepropertiesweareafterarenot

strongly system dependent. In the present section we

consider non-interacting electrons in the presence of a

short-range,delta correlated and weak disorder poten-

tial (�f� � �h, where � is the elastic m ean free tim e

and �f isthe Ferm ienergy). To calculate S3 we em ploy

the �-m odelform alism , recently put forward for deal-

ing with non-equilibrium di�usive system s (for details

see Ref.10). As was stressed in our previous work this

approach isa generalization ofthe Boltzm ann-Langevin

kineticapproach11.Itiscom parableto thelatteraslong

asthekineticapproach isapplicableto di�usivesystem s.

A directem ploym entofthe kinetic approach,assum ing

the random force term to be short-ranged correlated in

space,does not give correctly the the higher-than-two

cum ulantsofthe current. The reasonsforthatare dis-

cussed below (cf.Section IV).

TheHam iltonian ofoursystem ofnon-interactingelec-

tronsin disordered system sis:

H 0 =

Z

Volum e

dr�	(r)

�

�
�h
2

2m
(r � a)2 + Udis

�

	(r): (6)

Hereca=eisa vectorpotential.Thedisorderpotentialis

�-correlated:

hUdis(r)Udis(r
0)i=

1

2���
�(r� r

0); (7)

where� isthe density ofstatesatthe Ferm ienergy.
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Following the procedure outlined in Ref.10, em ploy-

ing thedi�usiveapproxim ation and focusing on theout-

of-equilibrium system ,one can write a generating func-

tional,expressed asapath integraloverabosonicm atrix

�eld Q

Z[a]=

Z

D Q exp(iS[Q ;a]): (8)

Herethe integration isperform ed overthe m anifold

Z

Q (x;t;t1)Q (x;t1;t
0)dt1 = �(t� t

0); (9)

the e�ective action isgiven by

iS[Q ;a]= �
��h�

4
Tr
�
D (r Q + i[a�

�
;Q ])

2
+ 4î�Q

	
; (10)

and

1 =

�
1 0

0 1

�

;2 =

�
0 1

1 0

�

: (11)

Tr represents sum m ation over all spatio-tem poraland

K eldysh com ponents. Here a1 and a2 are the K eldysh

rotated classicaland quantum com ponents ofa. Here-

after we focus our attention on a1,a2,the com ponents

in the direction along the wire. The third ordercurrent

correlatorm ay now be expressed as functionaldi�eren-

tiation ofthe generating functionalZ[a]with respectto

a2

S3(t1� t2;t2� t3)=
ie3

8

�3Z[a]

�a2(x1;t1)�a2(x2;t2)�a2(x3;t3)
: (12)

Perform ingthisfunctionaldi�erentiation oneobtainsthe

following result

S3(t1� t2;t2� t3)=
e3A (��h�D )2

8
�
1

2
M̂ (x1;t1)̂I

D
(x2;x3;t2;t3)+

(x1;t1 $ x3;t3)+ (x1;t1 $ x2;t2)+

��h�D

8
M̂ (x1;t1)M̂ (x2;t2)M̂ (x3;t3)

�

: (13)

Herewehavede�ned

Î
D (x;x0;t;t0)= Tr

K

�

Q x;t;t02Q x0;t0;t2 � �t;t01

�

�x;x0; (14)

M̂ (x;t)= Tr
K

�Z

dt1

�

[Q x;t;t1;r ]Q x;t1;t

�

2

�

: (15)

W e em ploy the notations Q (x;t;t0)� Q (x;t;t0);Tr
K
is

the trace taken with respect to the K eldysh indices;hi

denotes a quantum -m echanicalexpectation value. The

m atrix Q can be param eterized as

Q = �exp(W ) ; (16)

where

�W + W �= 0 ; (17)

and � isthe saddlepointofthe action (10)

�(x;�)=

�
1 2F (x;�)

0 � 1

�

: (18)

The function F isrelated to the single particle distribu-

tion function f through

F (x;�)= 1� 2f(x;�): (19)

Them atrix W x;�;�0,in turn,isparam eterized asfollows:

W x;�;�0=

�
Fx;��wx;�;�0 � wx;�;�0 + Fx;��wx;�;�0Fx;�0

� �wx;�;�0 � �wx;�;�0Fx;�0

�

: (20)

Itisconvenientto introducethe di�usion propagator

(� i! + D r2)D(x;x0!)=
1

��h�
�(x � x

0): (21)

The absence ofdi�usive m otion in clean m etallic leads

im pliesthatthe di�usion propagatorm ustvanish atthe

end points ofthe constriction. In addition,there is no

current owing in the transversaldirection (hard wall

boundary conditions). Itfollowsthatthe com ponentof

thegradientofthedi�usion propagatorin thatdirection

(calculated atthe hard walledges)m ustvanish aswell.

Thecorrelation functionsofthe�eldsw;�w arethen given

by:

hw(x;�1;�2)�w(x
0
;�3;�4)i= 2(2�)2�(�1 � �4)�(�2 � �3)D(x;x

0
;�1 � �2);

hw(x;�1;�2)w(x
0
;�3;�4)i= � g(2�)3�(�1 � �4)�(�2 � �3)

Z

dx1D �1� �2;x;x1r F�2;x1r F�1;x1D �2� �1;x1;x
0 ;

h�w(x;�1;�2)�w(x
0
;�3;�4)i= 0 : (22)

It is the the third cum ulant (the reduced correlation

function)ofthe current,S3,thatisofinterestto us

S3 = S3 � 3IS2 + 2I3 : (23)

To evaluate S3 one followsstepssim ilarto those that

led to the derivation ofS2,see Ref.
10.Ifallrelevanten-

ergy scalesin theproblem aresm allerthan thetransver-

salThoulessenergy (E T h = D =L2
T ,whereLT isa width

3



ofa wire),the wire ise�ectively quasi-one dim ensional.

In thatcaseonly the lowesttransversalm ode ofthe dif-

fusivepropagatorcan betaken intoaccount,which yields

D(x1;x2)=
1

2�g

�

jx1 � x2j� x1 � x2 +
2x1x2

L

�

: (24)

Hereg = �h�D .Theelectron distribution function in this

system isequalto

F (x;�)=
x

L
Feq

�

� �
eV

2

�

+

�

1�
x

L

�

Feq

�

� +
eV

2

�

: (25)

The quantitiesF and D determ ine the correlation func-

tions,eq.(22). W e can now begin to evaluate S3,(c.f.

eq. (13)), perform ing a perturbative expansion in the

uctuations around the saddle point solution,eq.(18).

After som e algebra we �nd that in the zero frequency

lim itthe third ordercum ulantisgiven by

S3(!1 = 0;!2 = 0)=
3e3A �g2

�hL3

Z L

0

dx1dx2

Z 1

� 1

d�F (�;x1)D[0;x1;x2]r
�
F
2(�;x2)

�
: (26)

Integrating overenergiesand coordinatesweobtain

S3(!1 = 0;!2 = 0)= e
2
Iy(p);

y(p)=
6(� 1+ e4p)+ (1� 26e2p + e4p)p

15p(� 1+ e2p)2
; (27)

where p = eV=2T. The function y is depicted in Fig.1,

whereitisplotted on a logarithm icscale.

−6 −2 2 6

log(eV/T)
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

y

FIG .1. The scaling function y plotted on a logarithm ic

scale,cf.eq.(27)

Let us now discuss the m ain features of the func-

tion S3. In agreem ent with sym m etry requirem ents S3
is an odd function of the voltage (the even correlator

S2 is proportional to the absolute value of voltage),

and vanishes at equilibrium . The zero tem perature re-

sult (high voltage lim it) has already been obtained by

m eansofthescatteringstatesapproachforsingle-channel

system s13, and later generalized by m eans of Random

M atrix Theory (RM T)tom ulti-channelsystem s(chaotic

and di�usive)14.In ourderivation wedo notassum ethe

applicability ofRM T.O urresultcoversthe whole tem -

perature range. W e see that at low tem peratures the

third ordercum ulantislinearin the voltage

S3 =
e2

15
I : (28)

Athigh tem peraturesthe electronsin the reservoirsare

notanym orein the ground state,so the correlationsare

partially washed outby therm aluctuations. O ne m ay

then expand y(p),eq.(27),in a series ofeV=2T. The

leading term in thishigh tem peratureexpansion islinear

in the voltage

S3 =
e2

3
I : (29)

Note that although therm al uctuations enhance the

noise (com pared with the zero tem perature lim it),

eqs.(28) and (29) di�er by only a num ericalcoe�cient.

Forthesym m etry reasonsalluded to in theintroduction

(thevanishingofS3;S5,etc.atequilibrium ),itistem pt-

ingtoconjecturethatallodd ordercurrentcum ulantsin-

terpolatebetween twoconstantvaluesastheratioeV=kT

is varied. The experim entalstudy ofthese cum ulants

providesone with a directprobe ofnon-equilibrium be-

havior,notm asked by equilibrium therm aluctuations.

III.IN ELA ST IC C A SE

In our analysisso far we have com pletely ignored in-

elastic collisions am ong the electrons. This procedure

iswelljusti�ed provided thattheinelasticlength greatly

exceedsthesystem ’ssize.However,ifthisisnotthecase,

di�erentanalysisiscalled for.Tounderstand why inelas-

ticcollisionsdom atterforcurrentuctuations,wewould

liketorecalltheanalysisofS2 forasim ilarproblem .The

latter function is fully determ ined by the e�ective elec-

tron tem perature.Collisionsam ong electrons,which are

subjectto an externalbias,increase the tem perature of

thoseelectrons.This,in turn,leadsto the enhancem ent

ofS2,cf.Refs.
15;16.In thelim itofshortinelasticlength

lin � L ; (30)

the zero frequency and zero tem perature noiseis

S2(0)=

p
3

4
eI : (31)

By com paring with the !;T = 0 lim it ofeq.(3)we see

thatinelasticcollisionsenhancethecurrentuctuations.
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In the presentsection we considerthe e�ectofinelastic

electron collisionson S3.

In the present analysis we assum e that the electron-

phonon collision length is large, le� ph � L, hence

electron-phonon scattering m ay be neglected. The

Ham iltonian we areconcerned with is

H = H 0 + H int: (32)

The Coulom b interaction am ong the electrons is de-

scribed by

H int =
1

2

Z

drdr
0�	(r) �	(r 0)V0(r� r

0)	(r)	(r 0); (33)

where

V0(r� r
0)=

e2

jr� r0j
: (34)

W eneed to dealwith thee�ectofelectron-electron inter-

actionsin the presence ofdisorderand away from equi-

librium .Following Ref.8 onem ay introduce an auxiliary

bosonic�eld

� =

�
�1

�2

�

; (35)

which decouplestheinteraction in theparticle-holechan-

nel.Now the partition function (eq.(8))isa functional

integraloverboth the bosonic�eldsQ and � ,

hZi=

Z

Q 2= 1

D Q D �exp(iStotal): (36)

The action is

iStotal= iS[�]+ iS[�;Q ]; (37a)

iS[�]= iTrf� T
V
� 1
0 

2�g; (37b)

iS[�;Q ]= �
��

4�
TrfQ 2g+ Trln

h

Ĝ
� 1
0 +

iQ

2�
+ ��

�
i

: (37c)

Itisconvenientto perform a \gaugetransform ation"8 to

a new �eld ~Q

Q t;t0(x)= exp(ik�(x;t)
�) ~Q t;t0(x)exp(� ik�(x;t

0)�):

(38)

Introducing the long derivative

@x ~Q � r ~Q + i[r k�
�
;~Q ]; (39)

onem ay write thegradientexpansion ofeq.(37c)as

iS[~Q ;�]= i�Trf(�� i!K )T 2(�+ i!K )g� (40)

��

4

h

D Trf@x ~Q g
2 + 4iTrf(� + (�� + i!k�)

�)~Q g

i

:

At this point the vectorK T = (k1;k2) that determ ines

the transform ation (38) is arbitrary. The saddle point

equation forQ ofthe action (40)isgiven by the follow-

ing equation

D @x(~Q @x ~Q )+ i[(� + (�� + i!k�)
�);~Q ]= 0: (41)

Letusnow choosethe param eterization

~Q = ~�exp( ~W ); (42)

where ~W representsuctuation around the saddle-point

~�(x;�)=

�
1 2~F [�](x;�)

0 � 1

�

: (43)

Eq. (43) im plies that the solution ofthe saddle point,

equation (41),determ ines ~F as a functionalof�. W e

do notknow,though,how to solve it. Instead we aver-

age over� on the levelofeq.(41). The solution ofthis

averaged equation,denoted by �F ,isdeterm ined by:

D r 2 �F (�)= I
eefF g; (44)

wherethe r.h.s.isgiven by

I
eef�Fg = D

Z
d!

�

�
hr k1(!)rk1(� !)i

�
�F (�)� �F (� � !)

�
+

(hrk1(!)rk2(� !)i� hrk
2(!)rk1(� !)i)

�
�F (�)�F (�� !)� 1

��
: (45)

W e stressthatouraveraging procedure isnotrelated to

thegenuineinteracting saddlepoint.W ewillbeexpand-

ing about anotherpoint (��) atwhich the �elds ~W and

�;(r k) are nearly decoupled; ~W is param eterized asin

eq.(20).Takingvariation oftheaction with respecttow,

�w,weobtain the following gauge,determ ining k[�]:

D r 2
k2 � �2 � i!k2 = 0

D r 2
k1 + �1 + i!k1 = 2B[!;x]r 2

k2 ; (46)

where

B[!;x]=
1

2!

Z

d�[1� �F (�;x)�F (� � !;x)]: (47)

Though we have failed to �nd the true saddle pointthe

linear part ofthe action expanded around (��) is zero.

It is rem arkable to notice that under conditions (46)

eq.(44)becom es a quantum kinetic equation17 with the

collision integralbeing IeefF g. The above procedure

consists ofan expansion ofthe action,eq.(40),around

its saddle point. The expansion presum es slow uctu-

ations in space and tim e (though the results obtained,

expressing S3 in term s ofthe distribution function and

thee�ectivepropagator,eq.(79),m ay bevalid underless

restrictive conditions). In Fourier space (with respect

to the spatialcoordinate and the sum {rather than the

di�erence{ ofthe tim e coordinates)this im plies ql� 1

and !� � 1. Hence this procedure im plies that the

collision integral,Iee,appearing in the quantum kinetic

equation,eq.(44),accountsonly forelectron-electron col-

lisionswith sm allm om entum transfer.W ethereforeneed

to ascertain thatthese are indeed the sm allm om entum

5



transfer processes which m ake the dom inant contribu-

tion to the electron-electron collision rate. To estim ate

the relative im portance ofthe sm alland large m om en-

tum processeswecom paretheirrespectivecontributions

totheenergyrelaxationtim e,�ee.Electron-electronscat-

teringwith sm allm om entum transferleadstoresult17;18:

1=�ee =
�d=2

�h�dD
d=2

ql� 1 ; (48)

while the contribution com ing from large m om entum

transferis

1=�ee =
�2

64

�2

�

�

pF
ql� 1 : (49)

Asisnow clearly seen,forlow enough energies

� �

�
64�pF

�2��h�dD
d=2

� 2

4� d

; (50)

the contribution to the inelastic m ean free tim e com ing

from scattering with sm allm om entum transferisdom i-

nant;ignoring itwould resultin seriously overestim ating

�ee tim e (and correspondingly the m ean freepath lee).

Com ing back to ourcalculationswenotethatthecor-

relation function ofcurrent uctuations is a gauged in-

variantquantity (doesnotdepend on theposition ofthe

Ferm ilevel). This m eansthatm om enta q �
p
!=D do

not contribute to such a quantity19. In this case the

Coulom b propagator is universal,i.e. does not depend

on the electron charge. The factthatwe addressgauge

invariantquantitiesallowsusto representthegenerating

functionalZ in term softhe�eldsQ and r k (ratherthan

Q and �),asin Ref8.

hZi=

Z

D r K exp
�
� i�D Trfr KT D � 1r K g

�
Z

D ~Q exp

 
2X

l= 0

iSl[~Q ;r K ]

!

: (51)

Herewede�ne

D
� 1 =

�
0 � D r2x + i!�x;x0

� D r2x � i!�x;x0 � 2i!�x;x0B !(x)

�

; (52)

wherethe expansion S = S0 + S1 + S2,isin powersofr K ;the l� th power(l= 0;1;2)isgiven by

iS
0[~Q ]= �

��

4

h

D Trfr ~Q g2 + 4iTrf�~Q g

i

; (53a)

iS
1[~Q ;r K ]= � i��

h

D Trfr k�
� ~Q r ~Q g+ Trf(�� + i!k�)

� ~Q g

i

; (53b)

iS
2[~Q ;r K ]=

��D

2

h

Trfr k�
� ~Q r k�

� ~Q g� Trfr k�
� ~�r k�

� ~�g

i

: (53c)

From eq.(51)weobtain the gauge�eld correlation function

hr k�(x;!)r k�(x
0
;� !)i=

i

D
Y�;�(!;x;x

0); (54)

where

Y (!;x;x0)=

�
� 2i��!

R
dx1D[� !;x;x1]B[!;x1]D[!;x1;x

0] D[� !;x;x0]

D[!;x;x0] 0

�

; (55)

Using eqs.(54,55)werewriteeq.(45)forthe quasi-one-dim ensionalwireas:

D r 2 �F (�)= I
eef�;xg;where (56)

I
ee(�;x)=

i�

2

Z

d!
�
� 2i!��D [x;x1;� !]B [!;x1]D[x1;x;!]

�
�F (�)� �F (� � !)

�
+

(D[x;x;!]� D[x;x;� !])(1� �F (�)�F (� + !))
�
: (57)

The totalnum berofparticlesand the totalenergy of

theelectronsareboth preserved during electron-electron

and elasticelectron-im purity scattering.Thecollision in-

tegral,eq.(57),satis�esthen

Z 1

� 1

I
ee(�;x)d� = 0; (58)

Z 1

� 1

�I
ee(�;x)d� = 0: (59)
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W e now consider the lim it lee � L. The solution of

eq.(44) assum es then the form of a quasi-equilibrium

single-particledistribution function

�F (�;x)= tanh

�
� � e�(x)+ ��

2T(x)

�

: (60)

Here � isthe totalenergy ofthe electron,and e� isthe

localelectro-chem icalpotential,i.e. the sum ofthe lo-

calchem icalpotential� and the electrostatic potential

u (e�(x)= �(x)+ eu(x));�� is the value ofthe electro-

chem icalpotentialbefore the biashasbeen applied and

T(x)isthee�ectivelocaltem peratureoftheelectron gas.

Since the size of a constriction is m uch longer than

Debye screening length �
� 1

D
=

p
4�e2� we m ay use a

quasi-neutrality approxim ation,in this case to assum e

that a value ofchem icalpotential� is constant in the

constriction. It stillrem ains to �nd the e�ective elec-

tronictem perature,T(x),and theelectrostaticpotential

u(x).

In orderto �nd the electrostatic potentialthatenters

eq.(60)weem ploy eq.(58).To facilitateourcalculations

we further assum e thatconductance band is sym m etric

aboutthe Ferm ienergy and thatthe spectraldensity of

single-electron energy levelsisconstant.Integration over

the energy,eq.(58)yields

@
2
x

Z

�F(�)d� = 0 (61)

@x
2
u = 0: (62)

Solving eq.(62) with the requirem ent that the electro-

chem icalpotentialatthe edgesofthe sam ple di�ers by

V ,we �nd thatthe electro-chem icalpotentialalong the

constriction (0 � x � L)isgiven by

e�(x)= eV

�
x

L
�
1

2

�

+ ��: (63)

W e use the energy conservation property ofthe colli-

sion integral,eq.(59). M ultiplying eq.(56) by energy

and integrating overit

@
2
x

Z

��F (�)d� = 0 ; (64)

weobtain an equation forthe electron tem perature:

@
2
x

�
�2

6
(kT(x))2 +

1

2
(eu(x))2

�

= 0: (65)

The boundary condition ofeq.(65)isdeterm ined by the

tem perature ofthe electronsin the reservoirs. Com bin-

ing eqs.(64)and (63)we�nd theelectron tem peraturein

two oppositelim its:

T(x)=

� p
3eV

�L

p
x(L � x) eV � T ;

T eV � T :
(66)

Eqs. ((60), (63) and (66) determ ine the function �F

uniquely.W enow replacetheright-cornerelem entofthe

m atrix ~� (i.e. ~F [�],cf.eq.(43))by itsaveragevalue �F.

To calculate S3 under conditions ofstrong electron-

electron scattering (eq.(30)) one needs to replace the

operatorsÎ
D
and M̂ in eq. (13)by theirgauged values

S3(t1 � t2;t2 � t3)=
e3(��h�D )2

8
�
1

2
~̂M (x1;t1)~̂I

D

(x2;x3;t2;t3)+

(x1;t1 $ x3;t3)+ (x1;t1 $ x2;t2)+

��h�D

8
~̂M (x1;t1)~̂M (x2;t2)~̂M (x3;t3)

�

r k;~Q

; (67)

wheretheaveragingistaken overtheentireaction S and

theG aussianweightfunction forr K ,asin eq.(36).Here

wede�ne (cf.eqs.(14),(15)with eqs.(68),(69))

~̂I
D

(x;x0;t;t0)= Tr

�

~Q x;t;t02 ~Q x0;t0;t2 � �t;t01

�

�x;x0 ; (68)

~̂M (x;t)= Tr

�Z

dt1

�

[~Q x;t;t1;@x]
~Q x;t1;t

�

2

�

; (69)

where the \long derivative",@x,ispresented in eq.(39).

In order to actually perform the functionalintegration

over the m atrix �eld ~Q we use the param eterization of

eq.(42). The operators ~̂I
D

;~̂M m ay be expanded over

w;�w and r k :

~̂M = ~M
0

0 +
~M
0

1 + :::+ ~M
1

0 +
~M
1

1 + ::: (70)

~̂I
D

= ~I0 + ~I1 + ::: (71)

Here the upper index refers to the power of the r k

�elds;the lowerrefersto the powerofw;�w �eldsin the

expansion. W e need to �nd the G aussian uctuations

around the saddle pointofthe action (53). Though we

did not�nd the exactsaddle point,the expansion ofQ

around �� workssatisfactorily.Thecoupling between the

�eldsr k and W which appearsalready in the G aussian

(quadratic)partis sm all,since itisproportionalto the

gradientofthe distribution function:

iS
1
1 = � 2i�gTr

�

�wx;�;�0[r k1x;�0� �r �Fx;� � r �Fx;�0rk1x;�0� �+

r �Fx;�0rk2x;�0� �Fx;� + �Fx;�0rk2x;�0� �r �Fx;�]

�

: (72)

Considered asa sm allperturbation,iS11 doesnota�ect

the results.

The m ore dram atic e�ect on the correlation function

arises from the non-G aussian part of the action, eqs.
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(53b,53c) (by this we m ean non-G aussian term s in ei-

therw;�w orr K ).Afterintegrating overtheinteraction

an additionalcontribution to theG aussian part(propor-

tionalto w �w)ofthe action arises. To �nd the e�ective

action iSe�[W ]weaverageovertheinteraction along the

following lines:

�

exp

�

iS
1 + iS

2

��

rk

=

�

exp

��

iS
1 + iS

2
i+ iS

1 + iS
2
�

�

iS
1 + iS

2

���

rk

’

exp

��

iS
1 + iS

2

�

rk

�

�

�

1+ iS1 + iS
2�

�

iS
1+ iS2

�

rk

+
1

2

�

iS
1+ iS2�

�

iS
1+ iS2

�

rk

� 2�

’exp

��

iS
1 + iS

2

�

rk

+
1

2

��

iS
1 + iS

2

� 2�

rk

�
1

2

�

iS
1+ iS2

� 2

rk

�

: (73)

Thereisno linearterm in r k and theG aussian parthas

been separated outthe following identity hold:

iS
1
0 = iS

2
0 = 0; (74)

(where,again,S10 refersto the com ponentofthe action,

eq.(53),that has zero power ofthe w;�w �elds and one

power ofthe r k �eld). In addition,due to the choice

ofthe gauge,eq.(46),and the condition (lee � L),the

averagingoverr k doesnotgenerateterm slinearin w;�w

in the e�ectiveaction:

hiS21ir k = � 2i��

Z
d�

2�
�w�;�Iee[F ]= 0: (75)

Com bining eqs.(73,74 and 75)we�nd thatthee�ective

action acquiresan additionalcontribution:

�

exp
�
iS

1 + iS
2
�
�

r k

’ exp

�

hiS22i+
1

2
hiS21iS

2
1i

�

(76)

The generalform ofthe e�ective action is rathercom plicated,howeverforthe low frequency noise only diagonal

partofthe action m atters:

iS
e�
2 [w;�w]=

��

2
Tr

�

�wx;�;�

�

� D r2+ Îee
�

wx;�;�� �wx;�;�D r �Fx;�r �Fx;��wx;�;�

�

: (77)

Herethe operator

Î
ee
wx;�;��

Z

d![Y11(!)[w�;�� w�� !;�� !]+

(Y12(!)� Y21(!))[F�w�� !;�� !+ F�� !w�;�]+
Z

d��
1

2!
(F� � F�� !)(Y12(!)� Y21(!))(F��+ ! + F��� !)w��;�� (78)

isa linearized collision integral,i.e.a variation ofthecollision integral(57)with respectto thedistribution function.

Inspecting eq.(67)we�nd (detailsareoutlined in Appendix A)

S3(!1 = 0;!2 = 0)=
3e3A �g2

�hL3

Z L

0

dx1dx2

Z 1

� 1

d�1d�2 �F (�1;x1)D [x1;�1;x2;�2]r
�
�F 2(�2;x2)

�
: (79)

The di�usion propagatorin the presenceofstrong inelasticelectron-electron scattering isgiven by20

D [x1;�1;x2;�2]=

�
@

d�
f0

�
�1 � �(x1)

T(x1)

��

D[x1;x2]

�

� 1�
3

�2

�1 � �(x1)

T(x1)

�2 � �(x1)

T(x1)

�

; (80)

where

f0(x)=
1

1+ exp(x)
:

Evaluating S3 explicitly we�nd thatthe third ordercurrentcum ulantis

S3(!1 = 0;!2 = 0)=
36e3Ag2eV

L4�

Z L

0

dx1dx2D [x1;x2]

�
T(x1)

T(x2)
+ (x1 � x2)

1

T(x2)

@

@x1
T(x1)

�

: (81)

Athigh tem peratures(cf.eq.66)oneobtains
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S3(!1 = 0;!2 = 0)=
3

�2
e
2
I; (82)

while atlow tem peratures

S3(!1 = 0;!2 = 0)=

�
8

�2
�

9

16

�

e
2
I: (83)

O ur calculation was perform ed for a sim ple rectangularconstriction. However,our resultshold for any shape of

the constriction,provided itisquasi-onedim ensional(we haveconsidered a singletransversalm ode only).

Finally we discussthe role ofan applied m agnetic �eld. Considera two-term inalgeom etry and a non-interacting

electron gas.Forsuch a system any currentcorrelation function can be expressed through the channeltransm ission

probabilitiesfTig.O nsager-typerelationsdictatethatthetransm ission probabilitiesareinvariantunderthereversal

ofthe sign ofthe m agnetic ux (\phase locking"),i.e.,Ti(�)= Ti(� �). Thisim pliesS3(�)= S3(� �). Letustake

the zero bias voltage lim it. Because S3 is an even function ofthe m agnetic ux it cannot change its sign under

tim e-reversaloperation. O n the other hand,by its very de�nition,it m ustreverse its sign under the tim e reversal

operation. It therefore m ust vanish. W e conclude that the m agnetic �eld alone,while breaking the tim e reversal

sym m etry,cannotlead to �nite-value odd currentcorrelators.

IV .W H Y T H E STA N D A R D K IN ET IC EQ U A T IO N A P P R O A C H FA ILS

The phase coherence isnotsigni�cantforthe currentuctuationsin the weakly disordered m etals(the statem ent

rem ain trueforanysystem forwhich electron dynam icsisclassical).Thissuggestthatthekinetictheoryofuctuations

m ay be suitable description ofthe problem . Here we state,that even though the dephasing length m ay be short

(lrm ph � L)the isno purely classicalrouteto �nd high ordercurrentcorrelation functions.

O ne possible way to representthe kinetic theory ofuctuationsisthrough Boltzm ann-Langevin equation11. The

deviation �f ofthe exactdistribution function from itscoarse-grained)value (�f)satis�esa stochastic equation with

the random additivenoise(�J):

�
@

@t
+ v � r

�

�f(p;r;t)= Colffg+ �J
ext(p;r;t): (84)

The l.h.s. ofeq.(84)isthe conventionaldriftterm ofthe kinetic equation;Colisa collision integral. The random

ux term �J which isadded to thestandard Boltzm ann equation,inducesuctuationsofthedistribution function f.

Thecorrelation oftherandom uxescan berelated in theuniversalm annerto thecoarse-grained particleux in the

phasespace(which isspeci�c foreach given problem ).Howeverthe very applicability ofthe kinetic equation aswell

astheapplicability ofkinetictheory ofuctuation arecontrolled by thesam eparam eter(in ourcase�F �).However,

the norm alized ratio between high and low ordercurrentcum ulantsissm allby exactly the sam eparam eter.

To see,wherethekinetic(K ogan-Shulm an)procedurefailswetry to go along thestandard way (forthesim plicity

fornon-interacting electrons).In the di�usive approxim ation one m ay keep only the lowestharm onics:

�f(p;r;t)= �f0 (p;r;t)+ n � �f1 (p;r;t); (85)

�J
ext(p;r;t)= �J0(p;r;t)+ n � �J1(p;r;t); (86)

wherep ’ njpF j(heren isunitvectorin thedirection ofthem om entum ).Heref1 and J1 arevectorsin thedirection

ofthe averagecurrent(the x-axis).From eqs.(85,86)one�nds

�f1 = � vF �r �f0(p;r)� ��J1(p;r;t): (87)

In the low frequency lim itparticle conservation guaranteesthatcurrentuctuationsthrough any given crosssection

arethe sam e.Thisallowsusto com putethe currentuctuationsintegrated overthe entiresam plelength,

�I(t)=
e�vF �

3L

Z

dr

Z

d��J1x(�;r;t): (88)

In orderto calculated the third ordercurrentcum ulantS3(0;0)itiscrucialto know the zero frequency lim itofthe

third ordercorrelation function ofthe random ux.
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R 3(r1;r2;r3;�1;�2;�3)�

Z

d(t1 � t2)d(t1 � t3)

h�J1x(�1;r1;t1)�J1x(�2;r2;t2)�J1x(�3;r3;t3)i: (89)

Ifone would go along the standard assum ption (ofPoissonian,and �-correlated in space random ux),one willget

a wrong answer (sm aller as (l=L)2 than the correct one). Instead one can show,that by choosing the correlation

function to be long correlated:

R 3(r1;r2;r3;�1;�2;�3)=
27�

vF (��)
2
�(�1� �2)�(�1� �3)�(r1 � r2)

�(y1 � y3)�(z1 � z3)(rF
2(�1;x1))D(x1;x3)F (�1;x3) (90)

eq.(26)(and sim ilarly eq.79))are reproduced. Here the function F (�F )isrelated to the singe-particle distribution

function (cf. eq.(19)). Eq.(90) shows that the correct high-order correlation functions ofthe random uxes are

non-localin space.Thisisclearly in contradiction with the assum ption m ade within the K ogan-Shulm an form alism .

In otherwords,one usually em ploysthe Boltzm ann-Langevin-K ogan-Shulm an approach approxim ating the actual

probability distribution function ofthe random currentux by a G aussian distribution. Seem ingly,this isjusti�ed

becauseofthelargedim ensionlessconductanceg � 1.In thescattering statespicture,thiscondition isequivalentto

a largenum beroftransm ission channels.W eknow13 thateach channelprovidesitsown independentcontribution to

the currentnoise. According to the centrallim ittheorem ,a processthatconsistsofa large num berofindependent

random contributionsischaracterized by a (nearly)G aussian distribution function,independently ofthedistribution

function ofthe individualcontributions involved. However,because the value ofthe dim ensionless conductance is

indeed large,yet�nite,thedistribution function oftherandom currentux deviatesfrom G aussian.Such deviations

are beyond the validity ofthe Boltzm ann-Langevin approach. S3 is the lowestordercurrentcum ulant that probes

these deviations.

Thisisnotsurprising.Indeed,sincethedistribution function f isa m acroscopicquantity,(atequilibrium )itm ust

satisfy the O nsager regression hypothesis21. The kinetic theory ofuctuations can be viewed as an extension of

the this hypothesisfora non-equilibrium situation22. Since the O nsagerhypothesisisrestricted to paircorrelation

functionsonly,itisnaturalto expectthatthe kinetic theory hasthesam e lim itations.

V .D ISC U SSIO N

W ehavenoted thatdueto generalsym m etry reasonsodd ordercum ulantsofthecurrentm ustbeodd functionsof

the applied voltageand m ustthereforevanish atequilibrium .Provided these cum ulantsareanalytic functionsofV ,

they m ustincrease linearly with voltage biaswhen the latterissm all. they increase linearly with the latter. Thus,

contrary to even ordercum ulants,they are notm asked by a background therm alnoise. Even m ore rem arkably,at

high tem perature,the third ordercurrentcum ulantapproachesa constantvalue. This is in contradistinction with

the second ordercurrentcorrelatorwhich divergeswith the tem perature. Thisisthe reason why quantitiessuch as

S3 aresuitableforthe study ofnon-equilibrium currentnoiseeven atrelatively high tem peratures.

O urresultsforS3,pertaining to both theelasticand theinelasticcases(thehigh and low tem peraturelim its),are

sum m arized in Table I:

T � eV T � eV

lin � L 1=15 e
2
I 1=3 e

2
I

lin � L 0:248 e
2
I 0:304 e

2
I

TABLE I. Lim iting valuesofS3.

In the elastic lim it one can regard the electrons as non-interacting;the problem then is a naturalextension of

the ballistic m ultichannelsetup.Indeed,atlow frequenciesone m ay ignorethe dynam icsofthe electronswithin the

constriction,which allowsusto em ploy the Landauerscattering statesapproach28.The latterconsistsofdescribing

the constriction by a quantum transm ission m atrix,expressing the currentsand theircorrelation functionsthrough
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thetransm ission coe�cients.(Ithasbeen noted,though,thatcoherency isnotessentialforderiving theleading order

contributionsto shot-noisein disordered system s,cf.Refs.23;24).

Since odd order current correlation functions vanish at equilibrium ,they m ust be proportionalto the di�erence

between thedistribution functionson leftand rightrespectively.Butsuch contributionsdonotdivergewith increasing

tem perature,which isa form alreason forthesaturation oftheodd ordercorrelation functionsathigh tem peratures.

Fordisordered system sthetransm ission coe�cientsarerandom variablesand theirstatisticalpropertiesareknown

from Random M atrix Theory (RM T)25;26. Em ploying RM T one m ay average the scattering states result over the

disorder.Thisreproducesthe resultswe haveobtained in the lim itlin � L,and in particulareq.(27).

Finally,we briey com m enton the observability ofhigh ordercurrentcorrelation functions. Consideran am eter

that detects the net charge transm itted through a given cross-section over a tim e interval�. Under the condition

that � is su�ciently long (�n = hIi�=e � 1,where �n is the average num ber ofelectrons passing through a given

cross-section within thetim einterval�),onem ay extractthelow frequency currentuctuationsfrom thestatisticsof

the transm itted charge (known asa counting statistics). Indeed,to describe low frequency currentuctuationsone

hasto require�h=� to besm allerthan therelevantenergy scale.Fortem peratureT � 100K werequire� � 10� 1p sec,

the lattercondition satis�ed forany practicalm easurem ents.The m orerealisticrestriction com esfrom the available

electronics,and weestim ate � � 1nsec.ForhIi� 100 nA we�nd �n � 100.

h(n � �n)3i

(h(n � �n)2i)3=2
�

1

�n1=2
�

1

10
: (91)

Aswe see,in principle a m easurem entofS3 is possible. O ne should note thatin this consideration the nongeneric

parasiticnoise(such asan am pli�ers1=f noisesand etc.) had been ignored.

Zero tem perature current noise in quantum coherent junctions (i.e. the elastic case)14 is a m anifestation ofa

stochastic process that follows binom ialdistribution. The fullcounting statistics in the elastic lim it has recently

been found14;27;20. It rem ains an open problem to �nd the counting statistics in the strongly inelastic lim it. O ur

analysisrevealsthatthe asym m etry ofthe probability distribution function (a m easure ofwhich is S3)is m odi�ed

in a non-trivialway (i.e.,itiseitherenhanced orsuppressed by the electron-electron interaction,depending on the

dim ensionlessparam etereV=T).

Upon com pletion ofthis paper,we have learned ofa related work by Levitov and Reznikov (cond-m at/0111057)

addressing sim ilar questions in quantum coherent conductors. W e acknowledge discussions with M .Reznikov,A.

K am enev,A.M irlin and Y.Levinson.Thisresearch wassupported by the U.S.-IsraelBinationalScienceFoundation

(BSF),by theM inerva Foundation,by theIsraelScienceFoundation oftheIsraelAcadem y ofArtsand Sciencesand

by the G erm an-IsraelFoundation (G IF).

A P P EN D IX A

In thisappendix wepresentthe technicalstepsinvolved in evaluation ofthe S3 in the lin � L lim it.Starting with

eq.(67)onenotesthatthe partwhich contributeto the correlation function atquestion isgiven by:

S3(t1 � t2;t2 � t3)=
(��h�D )2

16

�

~M
0

1(x1;t1)
~I
D

1 (x2;x3;t2;t3)+
��h�D

4
~M
0

1(x1;t1)
~M
0

2(x2;t2)
~M
0

1(x3;t3)+

~M
1

0(x1;t1)
~I
D

1 (x2;x3;t2;t3)+
~M
0

1(x1;t1)
~M
1

1(x2;t2)
~M
1

0(x3;t3)+ (x1;t1 $ x3;t3)+ (x1;t1 $ x2;t2)

�

: (A1)

The �rsttwo term s entering eq.(A1)are sim ilar to those we dealtwith in the non-interacting case (cf. (13)). The

third term in eq.(A1)should bekeptbecauseoutofequilibrium the�eldsr k and �w areno longerdecoupled (eq.72).

However,sincethe coupling between thosetwo �eldsisproportionalto r �F wem ay expand the action in the latter:

S3(t1 � t2;t2 � t3)=
(��h�D )2

16

�

~M
0

1(x1;t1)
~I
D

1 (x2;x3;t2;t3)+
��h�D

4
~M
0

1(x1;t1)
~M
0

2(x2;t2)
~M
0

1(x3;t3)+

~M
1

0(x1;t1)
~I
D

1 (x2;x3;t2;t3)iS
1
1 +

~M
0

1(x1;t1)
~M
1

1(x2;t2)
~M
1

0(x3;t3)+ (x1;t1 $ x3;t3)+ (x1;t1 $ x2;t2)

�

0

: (A2)

Here hi0 im pliesthatthe expectation value iscalculated em ploying the correlatorseqs.(54)and (22). The valuesof

Î
D
and M̂ arethen given by:

11



~M
1

0(x;t)= � 4

Z

d[�]ei(�1� �2)tr k2�1� �2;x[1�
�Fx;�1

�Fx;�2]; (A3)

~I
0

1(x;t2;t3)= � 2

Z

d[�]ei(t2(�3� �6)+ t3(�5� �4)[�F�5;xw�3;�4;x��5;�6 +
�F�3;xw�5;�6;x��3;�4]; (A4)

~M
0

1(x;t)= � 2

Z

d[�]ei(�1� �2)t
�
r �!x;�1;�2 � r �!x;�1;�2

�Fx;�1
�Fx;�2 + �!x;�1;�2r

�Fx;�1
�Fx;�2 + �!x;�1;�2

�Fx;�1r
�Fx;�2

�
; (A5)

~M
1

1(x;t)=

Z

d[�]ei(�1� �2)t[r k1�3� �2;xwx;�1;�3 � r k1�1� �3;xwx;�3;�2]: (A6)

To evaluate S3(!1 = 0;!2 = 0)(eq (A1))we willuse

thefactthatthecurrentuctuationsareindependentof

the choice ofthe cross-section; we therefore m ay inte-

grate eq.(A1)overthe entire volum e ofthe sam ple. W e

�nd thatin the lim itlin � L S3 hasthe structure (cf.

eq.(26))

S3(!1 = 0;!2 = 0)=
3e3A �g2

2L3

Z L

0

dx1dx2

Z 1

� 1

d�1d�2

F (�;x1)hwx;�1;�1 �wx;�2;�2ir
�
F
2(�;x2)

�
: (A7)

Here the expectation value is calculated accordingly to

the e�ective action (77). Perform ing the G aussian inte-

gration we�nd the correlation function:

hwx;�1;�1 �wx;�2;�2i= 2D (x1;�1;x2;�2): (A8)

Herewede�ne the zero frequency a propagator:

[� D r2+ Îee]D (x1;�1;x2;�2)=
�(�1;�2)

��
�(x1 � x2): (A9)

ThepropagatorD isnothingelse,butthekernel(taken at

zero frequency)ofthe kinetic equation (in the di�usion

approxim ation). In the lim it when electron scattering

rate issm all,the inelastic di�usion propagatorbecom es

an ordinary di�usion. In the opposite lim it,one can in-

voketheperturbation theory in L=lin to �nd itsexplicit

form .Togetherwith eq.(A7)itsleadsusto eq.(79).
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