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W e study the current noise through an unbiased quantum electron pum p and is m esoscopic
uctuations for arbitrary tem peratures and beyond the bilinear response. In the bilinear regin e, we
nd the fill distrdbutions of the noise power and the current-tonoise ratio for a chaotic quantum

dots w ith single-channel and m any-channel ballistic point contacts. For a dot w ith m any-channel
point contacts we also calculate the ensem ble-averaged noise at arbitrary tem perature and pum ping
strength. In the lin i of strong pum ping, a new tem perature scale appears that corresponds to
the broadening of the electron distrlbution function in the dot as a result of the tin edependent

perturbations.
PACS numbers: 7323, 7210Bg, 72.70 + m

I. NTRODUCTION

A periodic perturbation of a con ned electron system
may produce a direct current. The iniial theoretical
proposals E:,:_Z] and experin ental realizations [_3{:_5] for
electron pumps were or a pump where the spectrum
is gapped and the charge pumped in one cycle quan-—
tized and not sub Bct to uctuations. R ecently, attention
has shifted to pum ps that are well connected to electron
reservoirs, and, hence, do not have a gapped excitation
spectrum f_d{i'_ﬁ]. If the pum p relies on a tin e-dependent
perturbation thatm ainly a ects the quantum m echanical
phases of the electrons, and not their classical tra cto—
ries, it is referred to asa \quantum electron pum p". Such
a quantum pum p was fabricated by Sw itkes et al. I_l-Q']

T he current that is pum ped through a quantum elec—
tron pum p is sub Ect to m esoscopic uctuations and to
quantum or them al uctuations (oise). M esoscopic

uctuations of the current refer to the fact that them ag—
nitude and direction of the tim eaveraged current vary
from sam ple to sam ple. For a quantum pum p built from
a chaotic quantum dot, as isthe case in the experin ent of
Ref. [_1-9'], the m esoscopic current uctuations were inves—
tigated for various regin es of tem perature, pum ping am —
plitude and dot conductances i_g,:g,:_l-]_;{:_l-é_j] On the other
hand, noise | quantum and them al uctuations of the
current | is a property of the current pum ped through
a particular realization of an electron pum p. N oise In an
electron pum p isbest described by the uctuationsofthe
charge pum ped through the system in a certain num ber
of pum ping cycles. T he statistics of such charge uctu-—
ations was studied in Refs. [_I;'n {:_2-21!] for tem peratures and
pum ping frequenciesm uch an aller than the inverse dwell
tin e (escape rate) ofelectrons in the quantum dot.

In this paper, we consider the m esoscopic uctuations
ofthenoise. W edo not In pose any restrictionson the rel-
ative m agniudes of tem perature T, pum ping frequency
!, escape rate  and pum ping am plitude. This is in —
portant, as In an experim ental realization of a quantum

pump, T and are usually com parable, while both are
much larger than ! . Previous works by Andreev and
K am enev I_l-§‘] and Levitov [}-g‘] addressed the fi1ll count—
Ing statistics, but at tem peratures kT h! onk. The
m ean square charge uctuations forh! ;kT (out in—
cluding the case h! kT ) were considered very recently
by M oskalets and Buttiker P3].

D enoting the quantum m echanical average w ith a bar
charge are described by
h i

s=—0° Q% : @

1
0
Here ( isthe observation tim e and Q is the totalcharge
pum ped through the dot In thetine (. The noise In an
electron pum p can be divided onto a N yquist-Johnson
com ponent SY and pum ping com ponent S¥ . The for-
m er is the them al equilbrium noise due to the them al
uctuations of electrons in the leads, and depends on
the electron tem perature T in the leads and the time-
averaged conductance G ofthe quantum dot through the
uctuation-dissipation theorem ,

sY = 2kTG: @)

T he pum ping contribution S¥ , in contrast, is a true non—
equilbriim noise due to the perturbation of electrons
inside the dot. A swe shall discuss In Sec. ﬂ]::t, this con—
tribbution to the noise can be seen as arising due to the
heating ofelectrons inside the dot as a result ofthe tin e~
dependent perturbation.

In the adiabatic regine h! one needs to vary at
Jeast two system param eters periodically in order to gen—
erate a direct current. C urrent noise, how ever, is already
generated if only one param eter is varied. T he problem
of current noise (and f1ll counting statistics) for a sin-—
gle tin e-dependent scatterer w ith frequency h! was
addressed by Levitov and cow orkers E[g,:g-(_i] Our resulks
can be used to com pute the m esoscopic uctuations of
the current in that case. We nd that themain e ect

,the quantum and them al uctuations ofthe pum ped


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202241v1

of the second tim edependent param eter In a true elec—
tron pum p is to reduce them esoscopic uctuations ofthe
noise.

T he paper is organized as follow s: A ©om alexpression
for the noise In termm s of the tin e—dependent scattenng
m atrix of the dot S is derdved 1 Sec. -H Section ']It con—
siders the m esoscopic uctuations of the noise through a
chaotic quantum dotw ith two (orm ore) tin e-dependent
param eters. For an adiabatic quantum pump at tem —
perature kT we consider the full djstnbutjon of
the m esoscopic  uctuations of the noise in Sec. ﬂ:IIA'
W e focus on the cases of a quantum dot w ih s:ng]e—
channeland m any-channelpoint contacts. Fora dot w ith
m any-channel point contacts, the sam pleto-sam ple uc-
tuations of the noise are m uch am aller than the average.
In Sec. '_ﬂ]-:_r-p-: w e then present the ensem bleaveraged noise
for a dot w ith m any-channel point contacts at arbirary
tem perature and pum ping strength. W e conclude in Sec.
:_1\[: . Fmally, In Appendix we give som e details of the
calculations of the averages over the ensaem ble of chaotic
quantum dots.

II.GENERAL FORM A LISM

W e consider uctuations of charge tranam itted the
sam ple during the observation tine . The sampl is
connected to electron reservoirs through two point con—
tacts wih N and Ny open channels, respectively, see
FJgEl: Tt is sub fct to a periodic perturbation at fre—
quency !=2 ; The perturbation is described by speci-
fying the tim edependence of param eters X 1 (t), X, (t),

.., X 4 (t) characterizing H am iltonian ofthe sam ple. T he
electrons in the tw o reservoirs are held at the sam e chem —
icalpotential and tem perature T at alltim esduring the

pum ping cycl.

I\IL
FIG.1l. Schem atic draw ing of the quantum dot and the
Jeads. There are N, (Nr) propagating m odes in the lft

(right) contact. The shape of the dot is controlled by the
volages of two shapede ning gates. The vectors ar ;g and
by ;r of annihilation operators for the incom ing and outgo—
ing states, respectively, In the left (L) and right R) lads are
related by the scattering m atrix S .

W e calculate the noise of the quantum pump usihg
the scattering form alisn of B uttiker I_Zﬁ] In Buttiker's
original application there are no tin e-dependent pertur-

bations, so that the system is described by a scattering
m atrix that depends on energy, but not on tim e. O n the
otherhand, as long aspum ping frequencies and tem pera-
turesm uch an aller than the escape rate  are considered,
the system wih a tim edependent perturbation can be
described using a scatteringm atrix that dependson tin e,
but not on energy [_1-§,:_1-§,:_l-§{2-2_i] W hen kT,h! and are
all com parable, one needs to use a scattering m atrix S
that depends on both tin e and energy, or, equivalently,
that depends on two tines or two energies. Here we
shallm ake use of a form ulation w ith a scattering m atrix
S ;1% that depends on two tin es. T his form ulation was
used to calculate the the tin e-averaged conductance and
pum ped current in the Ref. [3]. The form alisn is equiv—
alent to the two-energy scattering form alism developed
by Buttiker and cow orkers for tin e-dependent transport
through m esoscopic structures 24271

T he scattering m atrix S (;t°) relates the annihilation
[creation] operators a () BY (@] and b ) bY ()] of
J'noom Ing states and outgoing states in channel =

---- 172N ofthe leads (the ndex Inclides the soin de—
g]:ee of freedom ),

b ()= s ©tha at’; 3a)
Z +1
oY (t) = a’ ) ©Y %) at’: 3b)
Here the indices and  label the propagating chan-—
nels in the point contact contacting the dot to the left
and right reservoirs for ; = 1;:::;2N and ; =
2N + 1;:::;2N , respectively. The 2N 2N m atrices S
and S are J:e]ated as
Y%t =5 @t): @)
Causality requires that S ;%) = 0 ift< t°. W e restrict
our attention to the case where soin rotation nvariance
is preserved, and, hence, S is proportional to the 2 2
uni m atrix in spin grading.
T he expression for the current Iy, In the left lead is
2 L

I, ©=e a¥ a )
-1

P b © : ®)

A sin ilar expression holds for the current Iy in the right
lead. Since we are only Interested in the charge pum ped
through the dot In a long tin e Interval and the charge
on the dot is conserved after each cycle, we replace the
expression for the current operator by a suitable combi-
nation of I;, and Iz,

@) = Nz o ©
N L

XN

Ny
N_IR ®©

Y () b () : (6a)



Here isa diagonalm atrix with elem ents

Ng=N
Np, =N

= (6b)

In temm s of the current operator I, the tim eaveraged

pum ped current I reads
Z

0

dtI @);

0 o

I= ()
where the observation tine  is an integer number of
pum ping cycles. The noise S isde ned as [cf. Eqg. @)]

Z

S = adt® 1)1 1010

0 o
In the leads, the electron distribution function is given
by the Fourder transform f (t) of the Fem i function,

8)

where we de ned

£(t) t f£@: (10)
Usihg Eqg. 6:3) to elin J'na_te the operators b (t) and b¥ ()
from Eq. ('_6§:) and Eq. g_9{) to com pute the quantum m e~

chanical expectation values, we nd the average current

Z Z
I= —Oe O dt dtldtzf(tl 'E)
0
Tr S¥ (it S (Gts) € b € &) ; A1)
and the noise
s=s" +s?; 12)

a¥ a = £ b;
w here the N yquist-Johnson and pum ping contributions
a @a’ = e 9; ©  sY and S? read
|
, Z zZ
N 2e ’ 0 0 2
sV = = dadt® dudbft O ®)Tr € §) € % v Sty ; (13)
)7 ° z
p _ € 0 0 3,0 0
st = — ddt? dudnddddf e OfE  ®)
0 o
Tr ¥ (it S te)sY @) s %) €t v € & e n»n € £ : 14)
(T hese equations can also be derived using the K eldysh ofthe W igner transfom for the m atrix S ;1) :
form alisn , see Ref. I_2§'].) .
For adiabatic pum ping, h! , Equation [11) is 1
pumpng a ) S (") = dt%e " g gt (15)

equivalent to the tin eaveraged current of Refs. '_ ] and
i_é]. T he N yquist-Johnson contribution to the noise is re—
lated to the tin eaveraged conductance G of the system
at tem perature T, see Refs. {_2-55,:_37@] and Eq. 6'_2) above.

A . Bilinear adiabatic pum ping

O f particular interest is the case when the perturba—
tion is slow com pared to the (elastic) escape rate ofthe
electrons from the sam ple into the reservoirs. T his is the

1

Up to corrections of order h!= , the matrix S (";t) is
equal to the \instantaneous" scattering m atrix Sx ("),
which isobtained by \freezing" allparam etersX 5 to their
valuesattine t 1_51_:,:_52_51

If, in addition to being adiabatic, the param eters X 5,

average value, which we set to zero, we m ay further ex—
pand In X y. To nd the noise it issu cient to expand S
up to the second order in X . A rranging the param eters

regin e of the adiabatic quantum pump of Ref. [_fd] n X5 In an n-component vector X = (X 1;:::;X,)7, we
this approxim ation it is advantageous to use an analog | thus nd
2 2 21w Z 41 gm0 h i
P _ e_ 0 d_ d " W 19 " n0 " n0
ST = dtdt cos [( ) (€ I EME™)+ £MEM™)
44 , ;2 ;2
®TO XTENK"GMR O X ©); (16a)
where f'(")=1 f(")andthen n matrix K reads
Al "O 2 Al " 2 "O "O " "O " '@SX (") Y "
Ky (™™ =Tr “Ri(MR5M+ “R5MRi() 2RiM R 5(M) ; Ry(" = ax Sy (M (L6b)
j




In the bilnear regin e and at zero tem perature, the
tin eaveraged current I and the noise S¥ are su -
cient to de ne the total counting statistics of the pum p
f_l-é]: To lowest order In the excursions of the param —
eters X 5, the pum ping cycles are statistically indepen—
dent. A pumping cycle is characterized by quantum —
m echanical probabilities P and P; that an electron is
pum ped from left to right or from right to lft, respec—
tively. Both Pr and P; are sm all, of order X 2, and one
hasI= (!=2 )Pr, B),S¥ = €!=2 )PL + Pg).

For a typical quantum dot with capacitance C and
mean level spacing , the charging energy e 2=2¢C
Thedervativesin Eq. I;L§}gl) should be taken at a constant
valie of the chem icalpotential , which, in the Hartree
approxin ation, is equal to sum of the electron’s kinetic
energy and the electrostatic potential. In the absence of
electron-electron Interactions all derivatives are taken at
constant valie ofthe kinetic energy. A swe prefer to take
derivatives at constant kinetic energy (ie., at constant ")
In both cases, we substitute the param etric derivatives as

ZEEIR

ITrR;

a7

i @Sx Yy _"
ETI‘ ar SX @
E quation C_l-]‘) di ers from a sim ilar expression in Ref.
6] by factor of 1=2 in front of the traces because of the
double size ofm atrix S asa resul ofthe inclision ofsoin.

ITII.APPLICATION TO CHAOTIC QUANTUM
DOTS

W e now consider the m esoscopic uctuations of the
pum ping noise S¥ for the case of a chaotic quantum
dot. The quantum dot is characterized by a m ean level
spacing , escape rate = N =2 , Thouless energy
Erh = h= oy , and capacitance C, w ith chargihg
energy €?=2C . Tt is coupled to two electron reser—
voirs via ballistic point contacts with N and Ny chan—
nels each, see Fig. -'14'

T he dot is driven by periodically varying param eter(s)
X, i= 1;:::n with frequency !, cf. Fig. d. In the
experim ent of Ref. E[(_i], the param eters X ; corresoond
to the voltages on extemal gates that control the dot
shape. The precise relation between the param eters X
used in the theory and in the experin ent is not known
a priori, but can be established using independent m ea—
surem ents of, eg., the derivative of the conductance [_3-;%]
or the rate of change ofthe position ofC oulom b blockade
peaks when the point contacts between the dot and the
we will assum e that the di erent param eters X ; corre—
soond to di erent perturbations of which the m atrix ele-
m ents betw een states (of the closed dot) within a T hou-—
Jess energy from the Fem i evel " = 0 are G aussian

and independently distributed. W e choose the scale for
the param eters X ; such that the mean square deriva—
tive h@" =@X ;) @" =@X 5)i= 45 2= %, where isthe
mean levelspacing and " isan energy level in the closed
dot.
T he transm ited charge Q ism easured during a tine

o, which we willassum e to be a large num ber of pum p—
Ing cycles. T his requirem ent of Jarge ocbservations is dis-
cussed in detail in Ref. t_Z-Q'] For short cbservation tin es
boundary e ects related to sw tching processes In the sys—
tem need to be taken into account.

A .W eak adiabatic low tem perature pum ping

Ifnot only the frequency h! ismuch an aller than the
escape rate , but also kT , the scattering m atrix
S (";t) n Eq. {16) can be taken at the Fem ikvel " = 0,
and we nd the sinple result

Z

2 0
st = aaf’t € O b

0 o

1

5 K © xOEKRxO xw©; @8a)
Kijj=Tr 2RiRj+ 2RjRi 2RiRj (18b)

W e now consider the case of two tin edependent pa-
ram eters, X (£) = K1 ®);X2®)" :

X1)= Xq100s(lt); Xot)= X,cos(t+ ); 19)
in m ore detail. For this case, EqQ. @éa:) is factorized into
a factor F (T;!; o) that depends on the rlkvant tine

and energy scales, and a sam ple speci ¢ contribution,

s¥ = &€F (T;!; o)
+ 2c0s Kq12X 1X2 : 20)

K11Xf+ K22X22

To nd the integralF (T;!; o) forthe physically relevant
Iim i of long ocbservation tines g 1=T , we note that
In this lim it the distrdbution finction f (t) is given by
Fourier transform of the equilbrium Fem i distrdbution
function,

ar ei"t=h ikT
f= — = - : (21)
2 he"*T + 1 2h sinh ( kT t=h)
Substitution into Eq. {-_léa:l) then yields
! h! 2kT
F=— owth— — : (22)
2 2kT h!

In the opposie Iim it o h=kT,F (T;!; o) can be found
using the procedure proposed by Ivanov and Leviov @-(j]
In a nite observation tine , energy levels are resolred
up to h= (, so that wemust set



f(t)— _l;. (23)
2 osin[ £+ i0)=4]1"

Then, ©llow ng Ref. éé], we change the tim e variable

t2 D; oltoz= & * ¢, and perform contour integra-—

tion in the circle #j= 1 n com plex plane. T he result co—

incidesw ith the low -tem perature Iim it ofEq. C_Z-@‘) above.

T he physicalm eaning of the function ¥ (T;!; () wih

0 1=T becom es clear once it is w ritten in energy rep—
resentation,

d"

— - " 14 " 14 " "
F S SECF FhDEC Fhh)  £0EM
+ }f(" Ih1)E("+ Zh!) ©4)
> Sh: Sh :

E quation C_Z-Z_j) m easuresthe change In the num berofequi-
Ibrim electron-hole pairs due to absorption and em is—
sion ofthe pum ping eld quantum h! . At tem peratures
kT h! theFem idistrbution is sharp,and F = ! =2
At high kT h!, the Fem i distribution is sm ooth on
thescalke !,sothatF isamall, F h?=kT .

F luctuations of the noise are described by the second
factor n Eq. ¢_2C_i), which varies from sample to sam ple.
To nd the m esoscopic uctuations of the noise, we use
the pint distrdboution ofthem atricesR ; (1= 1;2) derived
n Ref. B4]. The resultting distribution of thism esoscopic
contrbution depends on tw o param eters,

2 2 2 4 .
C]_=N—(X1+X2); CczN—X]_XzSJn : 25)

Equality C. = C; isachieved ifX; = X, and = =2,
corresponding to the circular contour in the K 1;X )
plane. Below we consider the noise distrbution for a
quantum dot w ith sihglechannel point contacts N1 =
Ng = 1),and fora dotw ith m any-channelpoint contacts
Ny ;Ng 1) separately.

1. Two channelgeom etry, N = 2

For smallN , the fiill distrdbution of the noise can be
dbtained using the m ethod of Ref. 5] to num erically
generate the m atrices R; and R, according to the ap—
propriate distribution, see Appendix for details. Fig—
ure :2: show s the distrbution of the noise power S¥ and
the current-to-noise ratio I=S¥ for a quantum dot w ith
sihglechannel leads N = 2) forthe case C; = C.. The
distrdbutions are shown w ith and w ithout tin ereversal
symm etry (TRS).For reference we have also included the
distributions ©r the case e*=C of weak electron-
electron interactions inside the dot. The case C. < C;
(ie., the dependence on the phase di erence ) is illus-
trated In F1ig. ';_3' The currenttonoise ratio shown in
Fjgs.:_i and ::41 accounts for the pum ping noise S¥ only.
T he N yquist-Johnson noise S presents a di erent noise

source, which will dom inate over the pum ping noise if
kT > h! C,.
1.0
I 4 - ---- TRS, e2/C<<A
I —— TRS, €/C>>A
PN —-— NOTRS, e7/C<<A
A ——— NOTRS, e7C>>A
P(S) 0.5
0.0 L L L
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0

FIG .2. M al panel: D istribution of pum ping noise S¥ for
a chaotic quantum dot w ith single-channelpoint contacts and
tw o tin e-dependent param eters X ; and X ; given by Eq. g_lé)
w_ji_'h Ci1=C¢. TheparametersC; and C. arede ned in Eq.
@E_J) .] The noise is m easured in units of e’c 1F . The plts
are w ith and w ithout tin ereversal symm etry (TR S) and for
e’=C (w eak electron-electron interactions inside the dot)
ore’=C . Inset: D istrdbution ofthe current-to-noise ratio
1=S¥ ,measured n unitsof ! =2 Fe). There isno divergence
at I=s® ! 0.

W e note that the distrbutions of S¥ and I=S¥ are
highly non-G aussian. In particular, the mean hSf i of
the noise distrbution is dom inated by the algebraic tail
for large S¥ , and is not representative of the distrdbution
iself. Forexam ple, n the absence of tin ereversal sym —
m etry and or e?=C ,themean IS ¥ i= 8=3€°CF),
w hile the m ost probabl value is for SP O:S(éClF ).
W e also note that, while the phase di erence a ects
the typical size of the tim e-averaged pum ped current
I / e!C. but not the form of the distribution, chang-
ing hasa smalle ect on the average noise hS¥ i, but
changes the shape of the noise distribution signi cantly,
see F ig.d. T particular, the probability to nd sm allS®
issigni cantly higher for closeto zero than for =2.
T he reason forthisdi erence isthat the case =2 cor-
responds to noise generated by two independent sources,
while close to zero corresponds to only a single noise
source. Furthem ore, the current-noise ratio I=S¥ has
amaxinum at I=S¥ = e, as was predicted by Levitov
f_l-é]. For a quantum dot w ith single-channel point con—
tacts, there isa nite probability densiy to achieve this
optin um currenttonoise ratio, as is seen in the inset
of Fig. :_2 For point contacts w ith m ore than one chan—
nel, the probability density to attain them axin um value
I=S? = e vanishes {_l-g], see, eg. ,Fig. -'_4
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1.0

P(S)
0.5
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0.0 0.5 1.0
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FIG. 3. D istrbbution of the pum ping noise S* @ ain

panel) and the current-to-noise ratio I=S* (lhset) ora quan-—
tum dot with two single channel point contacts and broken
tin ereversal sym m etry, for various values of C.=C;. The val-
uesofC.=C; shown areC.=C;= 1,sin( =4),sin( =12),and 0.
Ifthe variations of the param eters X ; and X , have equalam —
plitudes, this corresponds to phase di erence = =2, =4,

=12, and 0, respectively. T he noise S¥ ism easured in units
ofezch and the current T ism easured in unis ofeC,! =2
ForCc = 0, P (I=SF) is a delta function at I=S¥* = 0 @mot
shown).

2. M uldchannel lim it, N 1

For lJarge N , the ensam ble average and variance of the
noise can be expressed In tem s of an integral over the
unitary group and over the eigenvalues of the W igner—
Sm ith timn edelay matrix R =  ih (@S=@")SY {_§§'] These
Integrals can be calculated using the m ethod of Refs.
t_3-§ ,'g:j], togetherw ith asym ptotic expressions forthe den—
sity and tw opoint correlations of the eigenvalues of the
W ignerSm ith tin edelay m atrix, see Appendix for de-
tails.

The result is

P 2 2
hS™ i= 2&°Fg 1+N— a Ci (26a)
2
vars® = 2°F © 2 3 1+ (1+2 )= c?
N , N
h gl
L+ @+ 4 ) c? (26b)

where we abbreviated g = N ;Ng=N . The factor F de-
pendson ! and T and was de ned in Eqg. (2-2_:) N ote
that the uctuations of S¥ are a factor 1N amaller
than the average. H igher cum ulants ofthe noise are even
an aller, so that we conclude that, for N 1, the noise
distribution becom es sharply peaked at the average hs¥® i

t+

B GOs (5 9= € t o+ 9

ik 31D (T;t0+

and that the rem aining sam pleto-sam ple uctuationsare
G aussian.

1.0
al
3
.. P(IIS)
P(S) o5 L
0.0
0
FIG.4. The same as Fig. :_2 for a quantum dot with

N = Ngr = 5. Curxvesw ith weak and strong electron-electron
interaction are indistinguishable.

In Fig. :9' we show the results of a num erical calcu—
lation of the distrbution noise S¥ and the current-to-
noise ratio I=S*¥ Pradotwih N; = Ng = 5,N = 10.
This value of N can be seen as interm ediate between
the am allN regin e, w here the distributions are strongly
non-G aussian and the largeN regin e where the distri-
butions are G aussian. W e note that orN = 10 the noise
distribution still has pronounced tails for large SF .

B .N oise at arbitrary pum ping for m ultichanneldots

In this subsection we consider a general tin e depen—
dence and am plitude ofthe param etersX 5. W e lin it our—
selves to the calculation of the ensam ble averaged noise,
since the m esoscopic  uctuations of the noise are am aller
than the average by a factor 1=N ifN 1,s=cEq. {_25)

For a calculation of the ensem ble average noise hS® i,
we need to know the correlation functions of scatter-
ingmatrix elements S (¢;t%) Or an ensem ble of chaotic
quantum dots. The indices and refer to the \or-
bial" channels aswellas to the spin of the electrons. In
order to discrim Inate between the orbial and soin de-
grees of freedom ,we st = (i; ), where = 1 refers

In this notation, the scatteringmatrix S = Sioj o is
proportionalto the 2 2 unitm atrix in soin space. The
correlator of the orbital part S7; reads

o t
B+ a5 C(T;t+ ; B @7)

2



wih D and C given by

1
d
D (ity; )= (1 B&)exp > Ng+ 2 &7 (
t
( 2 = d
Cluity; )= (1 B)exp — N.+2 X" ()
, = 2h
Here (z)= 1 ifz> 0 and 0 otherw ise and we abbrevi-
ated
Ngq=N; N.=N + 2x%; (30)
wherex / (= o)(e ) 2 isadinensionlessparam e~

ter describing them agnetic ux penetrating the quantum
dotand ( the ux quantum I_B-gi] Theuniary ensamble,
w hen tin e-reversalsym m etry is fully broken, corresoonds
tothelimitx! 1 .

In the literature, two equivalent approaches have been
taken to calculate correlators such as Eqg. @7) above,
the Ham ittonian and scattering approaches B9 In the
H am iltonian approach the findam entalob fct isthe ran—
dom Ham iltonian ofthe closed chaotic quantum dot and |
Z z

agedt’t e OFEC o

whereg= N Nyg =N isthedot conductance, = N =2
the escape rate, and we assumed g 1=!;h= . The
C ooperon contribution C ofEq. C_Z-z:) does not contribute
to hS? i to leading order in 1=N ; its contrbution is a
factor 1=N am aller, see, eg., Eq. {_2-_6-5_:) .

E quation I_3-1:) gives the ensem bleaveraged noise for
arbitrary ! ,T,and ,and Prarbitrary excursionsofthe
param etersX ;. W enow investigateEq. C_S-]_;) for the case
that there are two tim edependent param eters X ; and
X, wih tim e dependence given by Eq. (_l-_ﬂ) In order
to distinguish regin es of \weak" (pilinear) and \strong"
pum ping, we Introduce the energy scale f3 ,:_59

P —
kT =h! Cg: (32)

Them eaning ofthe energy scale kT becom es clearwhen
we view the pumping process as \diusion In energy
space" : carriers absorb or em it energy quanta of size h!

X(+ =2))&K ( =2) X ( + =2));

)
X ft+ & )

@8)

X+t ) X () @9)

t+ 2 t+ % h
D ( ;

the G reen functions related to i. Once the scattering
matrix S is expressed In tem s of G reen functions, the
correlator C_Z-j) can be analyzed by standard diagram -
m atic technigques. The two temm s C and D then appear
as the cooperon and di uson contributions. T he fiinda-
m ental ob ct of the scattering approach is a statistical
m odel for the scatteringm atrix S ofan ensem ble ofdots.
Equivalence of both m ethods, including the param etric
and energy dependence of S is shown in Ref. 54]
derivation oqu (27) using the scat_temg approach is
given in Ref. [4Q0]. W e refer to Ref. P§] for a discussion
based on the H am ittonian approach.

K now ing the correlator éj), wecan ndtheensemble-
averaged noise hSF i,

— ;Y 31)
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2 2

one orm ore quanta is am all, ie., to the regin e X 2

orkT h!.ForkT h ! m any quanta are absorbed
or em itted, so that the ca In the dot shift their en—
ergiesby anamount h! X2 = T .IfT exceeds
the tem perature T ofthe electrons in the leads, the tin e~
dependent potentials in the dot lead to signi cant \heat-
ing" ofthe electrons inside thedot and T can be viewed
as an e ective electron tem perature inside the dot. The
latter regim e is referred to as \strong" pum ping.

For weak pum ping, kT h!, we can expand D to
rst order .n X 2 and we recoverthe resut Eq. {_2-_6-5_:),now
w fthout a restriction on the tem perature T . For strong
pum ping, kT maxfh! ;kTg, a sin ple expression for
the noise pow er can be obtained if pum ping is adiabatic,
h! . In that case, we note that D In Eq. [_3_1)
contains the fast decay exp( ) and a slow ly varying
contrbution from the tin e-dependence ofthe param eters

at a rate X 2 =h [J:_é_i W eak (pilinear) pum ping corre— X y. Since the X y vary slow Iy on the tin e scale h= , the
soonds to the case when the probability to absorb orem it | Integration over can be done, and the resul is
"
2 Z 0 2 #
rs? 1= =2 afatf € oee B il 1 33)
0 o N +2XK7T (@) TO)X © X ©)
In the 1im it of low tem peratures, kT h! (and, as before, assum ing long cbservation tim es h= g kT;h!), Eq.
83) yieds
2~ 2
e“g! L+ 6C1(1+C1(1 S E +2C;1 S)IK
HSP i= gl L 1( 1( N1 F(}() i 1 ( )] (k); (34)
L+ 2C;@ S)] 1+2C;1+ 8S)



where E (k) and K (k) are full elliptic integrals of the 2nd and 3rd kind, respectively, and we abbreviated

2

C

g = 1 ~c ;
Ci1

4C1 S

—_—: (35)
1+ 2C;(1+ 8)

In the specialcase that the two tim e—deper:.dent param eters X ; (t) and X ; (t) have equalam plitudes, S = jocos J. The
dependence ofthe averaged noise n Eq. C_Bé) on the ratio C.=C; (ie., on the phase di erence ) isweak. For the case

Ce= 0 ( = 0) we nd the asym ptotes
p._ 2" 2 &T )2
hS"i= &g—-C;= &g 7 fkT h! (36a)
r_ h*!
- , 31 Cy 5 3 )
st i= €g— — = e“g—p=kT ifkT h! (36b)
2 2h 2
For the case C. = 0, but at arbirary tem peratures kT, Eq. C_3-§) yields
. 8 9
o, . 2kT 271 d < h! 2(kT )?h! sin? -
¥ i= ‘gl —— — 1 & + =. i B7
h! o sinh® @ kT =h!): )2+ 4 KT )gsjnz h!)2+ 4 kT )2 sin? =

The low tem perature asym ptotics can be easily obtained
from this result, and reproduce the Eq. (36) for kT

h! orkT h! . For intem ediate valuesofkT =h! and
kT=h!,Eq. ¢_3-]|) is plotted in FJgE A s long asboth h!
and kT are much smaller than kT , the integral {37)
is dom inated by h!=kT 1, so that the strong
pum ping asym ptote ofEg. I_?;_6-13') is reached, irrespective
of ! orT.

10'
10”
S
10°
/ s -~ Tiw=0.2
0w L. - Tho=1
S ———- Tlo=5
e —-—- T/w=25
10'7 . . . .
107 10 10° 10' 10°
T/
FIG.5. Noise hS¥ i in units ofezg! , as a function of

the dim ensionless pum ping strength kT =h! and for various
choices kT=h! .

An analyticalexpression for € 0 can, in principle, be
obtained from Eq. C_3-§;) aswell. The qualitative behav—
jor asa function ofpum ping strength and tem perature is
sin ilar to that shown in Fig. § rthe case = 0. The
Iim it of strong pum ping should converge to the limn £ Eq.
C_B-Z_i) ofT = 0, sin ilarly to the case = 0 studied above.

Iv.CONCLUSION

In thispaperwe calculated the current noise generated
In a quantum pump usihg a scattering m atrix fom al-
ism with a scatteringm atrix S (t;t°) that depends on two
tin es. W ith this form alism , we could consider arbitrary
pum ping frequency !, tem perature T , escape rate , and
pum ping strength X . W e then calculated the average
and variance of the noise for an ensamble of quantum
pum ps consisting of a chaotic quantum dot.

O ne issue that has received considerable attention re—
cently is the question whether one can build a noiseless
quantum pum p {_ZIJ_;] W hilk our resuls for the bilinear
pum ping regin e show that there isa nie M esoscopic)
probability for zero noise, it is not possible to have no
noise and a nite pum ped current at the same tine in
the bilinear regine {16,43], cf. Figs. & and 3. This is
di erent beyond the bilinear regin e, where a quantized,
and, hence, noiseless pum p has been proposed usihg a
pum ping contour that encircles a resonance in an aln ost
closed quantum dot [_5§']

W e note that both the equilbrium N yquist-Johnson
noise S¥ and the pum ping noise S¥ depend on the avail
ablk energy window . For pum ping noise, that energy
window is the heating tem perature T , see Eq. C_§2_5); for
N yquist-Johnson noise it is the tem perature T of the
electron reservoirs. T he results {_2-§) and C_§é_;){ C_B-z:) allow
us to com pare the N yquist-Johnson and pum ping con—
tributions to the averaged noise. In the experin entally
relevant case that h! kT, both noise contributions
are proportional to the (dim ensionless) dot conductance
g, but the N yquist-Johnson noise scales as T, while the
pum ping noise scalesas T ifT T and as T %T if
T T . The Nyquist-Johnson and pum ping contribu-—



tions to the noise are com parable at T T .An experi-
m ent cannot separate the two contributions to the noise,
since it m easures the total noise power. The pum ping
contribution to the noise is dom inant as long as T T
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APPENDIX: INTEGRATION OVER THE
MATRICES R.

For the integration over the m atrices R; and R, we
m ake use of the fact that they can be param eterized as

B4]

1 U Al=2 H

Ry= 54

3 VTUY By 3= 120 @)

whereU isanN N unitarym atrix, * isadiagonalN N

theW igner-Sm ith tim edelay m atrix on the diagonal {_B-Q'],
Hy isan N N hemm itian (real symm etric) m atrix is
tin ereversal symm etry is broken (present), and 1, is
the2 2 unimatrix in soin grading.
Fora chaotic quantum dot, the distributionsofthe her-
m iian m atrices H; and H ,, the unitary m atrix U, and
the diagonalm atrix * are all independent. T he m atrices
H5, J= 1;2, have a G aussian distrdoution,
P M)/ exp( TrH?=8); @2)
where = 1 if tin ereversal symm etry is present and
= 2 iftim ereversal sym m etry is broken by a m agnetic
eld. Thematrix U is uniform ly distrbuted in the uni-

tin edelay m atrix have distribution
|

2 X T ¥
P/ 1+ n In nJ
hcm=1 m<n
bl
(m)m3N=2+ 25 b= @3)
m=1

K now ing these distributions, nding the distribution
for snallN becom es a m atter of m ere quadrature. W e
have cbtained the plots of the distrdoutions of S¥ and

I=S* by num erically generating 10’ {10° m atricesR ; dis-
tributed according to the above distrdbution. W e refer to
Ref. t_3-§;] for the details of in plem entation of this proce—
dure. M om ents ofthe noise and the current can be found
by perform ing the G aussian integrationsover H and the
Integrations over the uniary group w ith the help of the
technique of Ref. t_3-§'] For an allN , the rem aining inte—
gration over the , can be done explicitly. For largeN ,
it is su cient to know the density and two-point corre-
latorofthe , iIn orderto nd the rsttwomomentsof
I ors® . The density of tin edelys is 4]

m=1

p
=2 h@ 8)=N

The pair correlation function K, (1; 2) is a universal
function of the arguments ; and ; and the \spectrum

edges"” and . I_4:_4!_5'] W ith the help of the pair cor-
relation finction Elf_;-] we nd that, up to corrections of
order 1=N 4,

* Vgt
X h ¢ 2
m = — 1+ g l)?
m=1
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