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W e study the current noise through an unbiased quantum electron pum p and its m esoscopic

uctuationsforarbitrary tem peraturesand beyond thebilinearresponse.In thebilinearregim e,we

�nd the fulldistributions ofthe noise power and the current-to-noise ratio for a chaotic quantum

dots with single-channeland m any-channelballistic point contacts. For a dot with m any-channel

pointcontactswealso calculatetheensem ble-averaged noiseatarbitrary tem peratureand pum ping

strength. In the lim it ofstrong pum ping,a new tem perature scale appears that corresponds to

the broadening ofthe electron distribution function in the dot as a result ofthe tim e-dependent

perturbations.

PACS num bers:73.23.-b,72.10.Bg,72.70.+ m

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

A periodic perturbation ofa con�ned electron system
m ay produce a direct current. The initial theoretical
proposals [1,2] and experim ental realizations [3{5] for
electron pum ps were for a pum p where the spectrum
is gapped and the charge pum ped in one cycle quan-
tized and notsubjecttouctuations.Recently,attention
hasshifted to pum psthatarewellconnected to electron
reservoirs,and,hence,do nothave a gapped excitation
spectrum [6{9]. Ifthe pum p relieson a tim e-dependent
perturbation thatm ainly a�ectsthequantum m echanical
phasesofthe electrons,and nottheir classicaltrajecto-
ries,itisreferred toasa\quantum electron pum p".Such
a quantum pum p wasfabricated by Switkesetal.[10].
The currentthatispum ped through a quantum elec-

tron pum p is subject to m esoscopic uctuations and to
quantum or therm al uctuations (noise). M esoscopic
uctuationsofthecurrentreferto thefactthatthem ag-
nitude and direction ofthe tim e-averaged current vary
from sam pleto sam ple.Fora quantum pum p builtfrom
achaoticquantum dot,asisthecasein theexperim entof
Ref.[10],them esoscopiccurrentuctuationswereinves-
tigated forvariousregim esoftem perature,pum ping am -
plitude and dotconductances[8,9,11{14]. O n the other
hand,noise | quantum and therm aluctuationsofthe
current| isa property ofthe currentpum ped through
a particularrealization ofan electron pum p.Noisein an
electron pum p isbestdescribed by theuctuationsofthe
chargepum ped through the system in a certain num ber
ofpum ping cycles. The statisticsofsuch charge uctu-
ationswasstudied in Refs.[15{22]fortem peraturesand
pum ping frequenciesm uch sm allerthan theinversedwell
tim e (escaperate)ofelectronsin the quantum dot.
In thispaper,weconsiderthem esoscopicuctuations

ofthenoise.W edonotim poseanyrestrictionson therel-
ative m agnitudesoftem perature T,pum ping frequency
!,escape rate  and pum ping am plitude. This is im -
portant,asin an experim entalrealization ofa quantum

pum p,T and  are usually com parable,while both are
m uch larger than !. Previous works by Andreev and
K am enev [15]and Levitov [16]addressed the fullcount-
ing statistics,but attem peratureskT � �h! only. The
m ean squarechargeuctuationsfor�h!;kT �  (butin-
cluding thecase�h! � kT)wereconsidered very recently
by M oskaletsand B�uttiker[22].
Denoting the quantum m echanicalaverage with a bar

� � � ,thequantum and therm aluctuationsofthepum ped
chargearedescribed by

S =
1

�0

h

Q
2
� (Q )2

i

: (1)

Here�0 istheobservation tim eand Q isthetotalcharge
pum ped through thedotin thetim e�0.Thenoisein an
electron pum p can be divided onto a Nyquist-Johnson
com ponent SN and pum ping com ponent SP . The for-
m eristhe therm alequilibrium noise due to the therm al
uctuations of electrons in the leads, and depends on
the electron tem perature T in the leads and the tim e-
averaged conductance �G ofthequantum dotthrough the
uctuation-dissipation theorem ,

S
N = 2kT �G: (2)

Thepum ping contribution SP ,in contrast,isa truenon-
equilibrium noise due to the perturbation of electrons
inside the dot. Aswe shalldiscussin Sec.III,thiscon-
tribution to the noise can be seen as arising due to the
heatingofelectronsinsidethedotasa resultofthetim e-
dependentperturbation.
In the adiabatic regim e �h! �  one needsto vary at

leasttwo system param etersperiodically in orderto gen-
eratea directcurrent.Currentnoise,however,isalready
generated ifonly one param eterisvaried. The problem
ofcurrent noise (and fullcounting statistics) for a sin-
gletim e-dependentscattererwith frequency �h! �  was
addressed by Levitov and coworkers[19,20].O urresults
can be used to com pute the m esoscopic uctuations of
the current in that case. W e �nd that the m ain e�ect
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ofthe second tim e-dependent param eter in a true elec-
tron pum p istoreducethem esoscopicuctuationsofthe
noise.
Thepaperisorganized asfollows:A form alexpression

for the noise in term s ofthe tim e-dependent scattering
m atrix ofthedotS isderived in Sec.II.Section IIIcon-
sidersthem esoscopicuctuationsofthenoisethrough a
chaoticquantum dotwith two (orm ore)tim e-dependent
param eters. For an adiabatic quantum pum p at tem -
perature kT �  we consider the full distribution of
the m esoscopic uctuations of the noise in Sec. IIIA.
W e focus on the cases of a quantum dot with single-
channeland m any-channelpointcontacts.Foradotwith
m any-channelpointcontacts,thesam ple-to-sam pleuc-
tuationsofthe noisearem uch sm allerthan theaverage.
In Sec.IIIB wethen presenttheensem ble-averagednoise
fora dotwith m any-channelpointcontactsatarbitrary
tem peratureand pum ping strength.W econcludein Sec.
IV. Finally, in Appendix we give som e details of the
calculationsofthe averagesovertheensem bleofchaotic
quantum dots.

II.G EN ER A L FO R M A LISM

W e consider uctuations of charge transm itted the
sam ple during the observation tim e �0. The sam ple is
connected to electron reservoirsthrough two pointcon-
tacts with N L and N R open channels,respectively,see
Fig.1. It is subject to a periodic perturbation at fre-
quency !=2�; The perturbation is described by speci-
fying the tim e-dependence ofparam eters X 1(t),X 2(t),
...,X n(t)characterizingHam iltonian ofthesam ple.The
electronsin thetworeservoirsareheld atthesam echem -
icalpotential� and tem peratureT atalltim esduringthe
pum ping cycle.

bL bR

aL aR
bL

bR
( ) aL

aR( ) NN
L R

2
X

1
X

=S

FIG .1. Schem atic drawing ofthe quantum dot and the

leads. There are N L (N R ) propagating m odes in the left

(right) contact. The shape of the dot is controlled by the

voltages oftwo shape-de�ning gates. The vectors aL ;R and

bL ;R ofannihilation operators for the incom ing and outgo-

ing states,respectively,in theleft(L)and right(R)leadsare

related by the scattering m atrix S.

W e calculate the noise of the quantum pum p using
the scattering form alism ofB�uttiker [23]. In B�uttiker’s
originalapplication thereareno tim e-dependentpertur-

bations,so thatthe system isdescribed by a scattering
m atrix thatdependson energy,butnoton tim e.O n the
otherhand,aslongaspum pingfrequenciesand tem pera-
turesm uch sm allerthan theescaperate areconsidered,
the system with a tim e-dependent perturbation can be
described usingascatteringm atrixthatdependson tim e,
butnoton energy [15,16,19{22].W hen kT,�h! and  are
allcom parable,one needs to use a scattering m atrix S

thatdependson both tim e and energy,or,equivalently,
that depends on two tim es or two energies. Here we
shallm akeuseofa form ulation with a scattering m atrix
S(t;t0)thatdependson two tim es.Thisform ulation was
used to calculatethethetim e-averaged conductanceand
pum ped currentin theRef.[13].Theform alism isequiv-
alent to the two-energy scattering form alism developed
by B�uttikerand coworkersfortim e-dependenttransport
through m esoscopicstructures[24{27].
The scattering m atrix S(t;t0)relatesthe annihilation

[creation] operators a�(t) [ay(t)] and b�(t) [by�(t)] of
incom ing states and outgoing states in channel � =
1;:::;2N ofthe leads(the index � includesthe spin de-
greeoffreedom ),

b�(t)=

Z + 1

� 1

S�� (t;t
0)a�(t

0)dt0; (3a)

b
y
�(t)=

Z + 1

� 1

a
y

�
(t0)(Sy(t0;t))�� dt

0
: (3b)

Here the indices � and � labelthe propagating chan-
nels in the point contact contacting the dot to the left
and right reservoirs for �;� = 1;:::;2N L and �;� =
2N L + 1;:::;2N ,respectively.The2N � 2N m atricesSy

and S arerelated as
�
Sy(t0;t)

�

��
= S��� (t;t

0): (4)

Causality requiresthatS(t;t0)= 0 ift< t0. W e restrict
ourattention to the case where spin rotation invariance
is preserved,and,hence,S is proportionalto the 2� 2
unitm atrix in spin grading.
Theexpression forthe currentIL in the leftlead is

IL(t)= e

2N LX

�= 1

�
a
y
�(t)a�(t)� b

y
�(t)b�(t)

�
: (5)

A sim ilarexpression holdsforthecurrentIR in theright
lead.Since weareonly interested in the chargepum ped
through the dot in a long tim e intervaland the charge
on the dotis conserved after each cycle,we replace the
expression forthe currentoperatorby a suitable com bi-
nation ofIL and IR ,

I(t)=
N R

N
IL (t)�

N L

N
IR (t)

= e

2NX

�;�= 1

�
a
y
�(t)��� a�(t)� b

y
�(t)��� b�(t)

�
: (6a)
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Here� isa diagonalm atrix with elem ents

��� =

�
N R =N � = 1;:::;2N L;

� NL=N � = 2N L + 1;:::;2N :
(6b)

In term softhe currentoperatorI,the tim e-averaged
pum ped currentI reads

I =
1

�0

Z �0

0

dtI(t); (7)

where the observation tim e �0 is an integer num ber of
pum ping cycles.The noiseS isde�ned as[cf.Eq.(1)]

S =
1

�0

Z �0

0

dtdt
0

�

I(t)I(t0)� I(t)I(t0)
�

: (8)

In theleads,theelectron distribution function isgiven
by the Fouriertransform f(t)ofthe Ferm ifunction,

a
y

�
(t0)a�(t)= ��� f(t

0� t);

a
�
(t0)ay�(t)= ���

~f(t� t
0); (9)

wherewede�ned

~f(t)= �(t)� f(t): (10)

Using Eq.(3)to elim inate the operatorsb(t)and b
y(t)

from Eq.(6a)and Eq.(9)to com pute the quantum m e-
chanicalexpectation values,we�nd the averagecurrent

I =
1

�0
e

Z �0

0

dt

Z

dt1dt2f(t1 � t2)

� Tr
�
Sy(t1;t)�S(t;t2)� �(t� t1)��(t� t2)

�
; (11)

and the noise

S = S
N + S

P
; (12)

where the Nyquist-Johnson and pum ping contributions
SN and SP read

S
N =

2e2

�0

Z �0

0

dtdt
0

Z

dt1dt2f(t1 � t
0)~f(t0� t2)Tr

�
�(t� t1)�

2
�(t� t2)� Sy(t1;t)�S(t;t2)�

�
; (13)

S
P =

e2

�0

Z �0

0

dtdt
0

Z

dt1dt2dt
0
1dt

0
2f(t1 � t

0
2)~f(t

0
1 � t2)

� Tr
�
Sy(t1;t)�S(t;t2)S

y(t01;t
0)�S(t0;t02)� �(t� t1)�(t

0� t
0
1)�

2
�(t� t2)�(t

0� t
0
2)
�
: (14)

(These equationscan also be derived using the K eldysh
form alism ,seeRef.[28].)
For adiabatic pum ping, �h! � , Equation (11) is

equivalentto the tim e-averaged currentofRefs.[8]and
[9].TheNyquist-Johnson contribution to thenoiseisre-
lated to the tim e-averaged conductance �G ofthe system
attem perature T,see Refs.[29,30]and Eq.(2)above.

A .B ilinear adiabatic pum ping

O fparticular interest is the case when the perturba-
tion isslow com pared to the(elastic)escaperate ofthe
electronsfrom thesam pleinto thereservoirs.Thisisthe
regim e ofthe adiabatic quantum pum p ofRef.[10]. In
this approxim ation it is advantageous to use an analog

ofthe W ignertransform forthe m atrix S(t;t0):

S(";t)=

Z + 1

� 1

dt
0
e
� i"(t� t

0
)S(t;t0): (15)

Up to corrections oforder �h!=,the m atrix S(";t) is
equalto the \instantaneous" scattering m atrix SX ("),
which isobtained by\freezing"allparam etersX j totheir
valuesattim e t[31,32].
If,in addition to being adiabatic,the param etersX j,

j = 1;:::;n,undergo only sm allexcursions from their
averagevalue,which we setto zero,we m ay furtherex-
pand in X j.To �nd thenoiseitissu�cientto expand S
up to the second orderin X . Arranging the param eters
X j in an n-com ponent vector X = (X 1;:::;X n)T ,we
thus�nd

S
P =

e2

4�0

Z �0

0

dtdt
0

Z + 1

� 1

d"

2�

Z + 1

� 1

d"0

2�
cos[("� "

0)(t� t
0)]
h

f(")~f("0)+ f(")~f("0)
i

�
�
(X T (t)� XT (t0))K(";"0)(X (t0)� X (t))

�
; (16a)

where ~f(")= 1� f(")and the n � n m atrix K reads

K ij(";"
0)= Tr

�
�2R i(")R j(")+ �2R j("

0)R i("
0)� 2�R i(")�R j("

0)
�
; R j(")= � i

@SX (")

@X j

S
y

X
("): (16b)
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In the bilinear regim e and at zero tem perature, the
tim e-averaged current I and the noise SP are su�-
cientto de�ne the totalcounting statisticsofthe pum p
[16]: To lowest order in the excursions of the param -
eters X j,the pum ping cycles are statistically indepen-
dent. A pum ping cycle is characterized by quantum -
m echanicalprobabilities PR and PL that an electron is
pum ped from left to rightor from right to left,respec-
tively.Both PR and PL are sm all,oforderX 2,and one
hasI = (e!=2�)(PL � PR ),SP = (e2!=2�)(PL + PR ).
For a typicalquantum dot with capacitance C and

m ean levelspacing �,the charging energy e 2=2C � �.
Thederivativesin Eq.(16b)shouldbetakenataconstant
value ofthe chem icalpotential�,which,in the Hartree
approxim ation,is equalto sum ofthe electron’skinetic
energy and the electrostaticpotential.In the absenceof
electron-electron interactionsallderivativesaretaken at
constantvalueofthekineticenergy.Aswepreferto take
derivativesatconstantkineticenergy (i.e.,atconstant")
in both cases,wesubstitutetheparam etricderivativesas
[24,33].

@

@X

�
�
�
�
�

!
@

@X

�
�
�
�
"

�

 
1

2
TrR i

�C

e2
� i

2
Tr@SX

@"
S
y

X

!

@

@"
: (17)

Equation (17) di�ers from a sim ilar expression in Ref.
[8]by factorof1=2 in frontofthe tracesbecause ofthe
doublesizeofm atrixS asaresultoftheinclusion ofspin.

III.A P P LIC A T IO N T O C H A O T IC Q U A N T U M

D O T S

W e now consider the m esoscopic uctuations of the
pum ping noise SP for the case of a chaotic quantum
dot. The quantum dotischaracterized by a m ean level
spacing �, escape rate  = N �=2�, Thouless energy
E T h = �h=�erg � �,and capacitance C ,with charging
energy e2=2C � �. Itiscoupled to two electron reser-
voirsvia ballistic pointcontactswith N L and N R chan-
nelseach,see Fig.1.
Thedotisdriven by periodically varying param eter(s)

X i,i = 1;:::;n with frequency !,cf. Fig. 1. In the
experim ent ofRef.[10],the param eters X i correspond
to the voltages on externalgates that controlthe dot
shape. The precise relation between the param eters X
used in the theory and in the experim entis not known
a priori,butcan be established using independentm ea-
surem entsof,e.g.,thederivativeoftheconductance[33]
ortherateofchangeoftheposition ofCoulom b blockade
peakswhen the pointcontactsbetween the dotand the
reservoirsare pinched o� [13]. Following Refs.[8,11,13],
we willassum e that the di�erent param eters X i corre-
spond to di�erentperturbationsofwhich them atrix ele-
m entsbetween states(ofthe closed dot)within a Thou-
less energy from the Ferm i level " = 0 are G aussian

and independently distributed. W e choose the scale for
the param eters X i such that the m ean square deriva-
tive h(@"�=@X i)(@"�=@X j)i= �ij� 2=�2,where � isthe
m ean levelspacingand "� isan energy levelin theclosed
dot.
The transm itted charge Q is m easured during a tim e

�0,which wewillassum eto bea largenum berofpum p-
ing cycles.Thisrequirem entoflargeobservationsisdis-
cussed in detailin Ref.[20].Forshortobservation tim es
boundarye�ectsrelated toswitchingprocessesin thesys-
tem need to be taken into account.

A .W eak adiabatic low tem perature pum ping

Ifnotonly thefrequency �h! ism uch sm allerthan the
escape rate ,but also kT � ,the scattering m atrix
S(";t)in Eq.(16)can betaken attheFerm ilevel"= 0,
and we�nd the sim ple result

S
P =

e2

�0

Z �0

0

dtdt
0
f(t� t

0)~f(t0� t)

�
1

2

�
(X (t)T � X (t0)T )K(X (t0)� X (t))

�
; (18a)

K ij = Tr
�
�2R iR j + �2R jR i� 2�R i�R j

�
: (18b)

W e now consider the case oftwo tim e-dependent pa-
ram eters,X (t)= (X 1(t);X 2(t))T :

X 1(t)= X 1 cos(!t); X 2(t)= X 2 cos(!t+ �); (19)

in m oredetail.Forthiscase,Eq.(18a)isfactorized into
a factor F (T;!;�0) that depends on the relevant tim e
and energy scales,and a sam plespeci�c contribution,

S
P = e

2
F (T;!;�0)

�
K 11X

2
1 + K 22X

2
2

+ 2cos� K 12X 1X 2

�
: (20)

To�nd theintegralF (T;!;�0)forthephysically relevant
lim it oflong observation tim es �0 � 1=T,we note that
in this lim it the distribution function f(t) is given by
Fourier transform ofthe equilibrium Ferm idistribution
function,

f(t)=

Z
d"

2��h

ei"t=�h

e"=kT + 1
=

ikT

2�hsinh(�kTt=�h)
: (21)

Substitution into Eq.(18a)then yields

F =
!

2�

�

coth
�h!

2kT
�
2kT

�h!

�

: (22)

In theoppositelim it�0 � �h=kT,F (T;!;�0)canbefound
usingtheprocedureproposed by Ivanovand Levitov[20].
In a �niteobservation tim e�0,energy levelsareresolved
up to �h=�0,so thatwem ustset

4



f(t)=
i

2�0

1

sin[�(t+ i0)=�0]
: (23)

Then,following Ref.[20],we change the tim e variable
t2 [0;�0]to z = e2�it=�0,and perform contourintegra-
tion in thecirclejzj= 1 in com plex plane.Theresultco-
incideswith thelow-tem peraturelim itofEq.(22)above.
The physicalm eaning ofthefunction F (T;!;�0)with

�0 � 1=T becom esclearonceitiswritten in energy rep-
resentation,

F =

Z
d"

2��h

�
1

2
f("+ 1

2
�h!)~f("� 1

2
�h!)� f(")~f(")

+
1

2
f("� 1

2
�h!)~f("+ 1

2
�h!)

�

: (24)

Equation(24)m easuresthechangein thenum berofequi-
librium electron-hole pairs due to absorption and em is-
sion ofthepum ping �eld quantum �h!.Attem peratures
kT � �h! theFerm idistribution issharp,and F = !=2�.
Athigh kT � �h!,the Ferm idistribution is sm ooth on
the scale� !,so thatF issm all,F � �h!2=kT.
Fluctuationsofthe noise are described by the second

factorin Eq.(20),which variesfrom sam ple to sam ple.
To �nd the m esoscopic uctuationsofthe noise,we use
thejointdistribution ofthem atricesR i(i= 1;2)derived
in Ref.[34].Theresultingdistribution ofthism esoscopic
contribution dependson two param eters,

Cl=
2

N
(X 2

1 + X
2
2); Cc =

4

N
X 1X 2 sin�: (25)

Equality Cc = Cl is achieved ifX 1 = X 2 and � = �=2,
corresponding to the circular contour in the (X 1;X 2)
plane. Below we consider the noise distribution for a
quantum dot with single-channelpoint contacts (N L =
N R = 1),and foradotwith m any-channelpointcontacts
(N L ;N R � 1)separately.

1. Two channelgeom etry,N = 2

Forsm allN ,the fulldistribution ofthe noise can be
obtained using the m ethod ofRef.[35]to num erically
generate the m atrices R 1 and R 2 according to the ap-
propriate distribution, see Appendix for details. Fig-
ure 2 showsthe distribution ofthe noise powerSP and
the current-to-noise ratio I=SP fora quantum dotwith
single-channelleads(N = 2)forthe case Cl = Cc. The
distributions are shown with and without tim e-reversal
sym m etry(TRS).Forreferencewehavealsoincluded the
distributions for the case e2=C � � ofweak electron-
electron interactions inside the dot. The case Cc < Cl

(i.e.,the dependence on the phase di�erence �)is illus-
trated in Fig.3. The current-to-noise ratio shown in
Figs.2 and 3 accounts for the pum ping noise SP only.
TheNyquist-Johnson noiseSN presentsa di�erentnoise

source,which willdom inate over the pum ping noise if
kT >

� �h!
p
Cl.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

S

0.0

0.5

1.0

P(S)

TRS, e /C<<

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
0.0

0.5

1.0

TRS, e /C>>

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
0.0

0.5

1.0

NO TRS, e /C<<

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
0.0

0.5

1.0

NO TRS, e /C>>

0.5 1.0

I/S

2

4

P(I/S)

0.5 1.0

2

4

0.5 1.0

2
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2

4 ∆
∆

∆
∆

2

2

2

2

FIG .2. M ain panel:D istribution ofpum ping noise S
P
for

a chaoticquantum dotwith single-channelpointcontactsand

two tim e-dependentparam etersX 1 and X 2 given by Eq.(19)

with C l = C c.[The param etersC l and C c are de�ned in Eq.

(25).] The noise is m easured in units ofe
2
C lF . The plots

are with and withouttim e-reversalsym m etry (TRS)and for

e
2
=C � �(weak electron-electron interactionsinsidethedot)

ore
2
=C � �.Inset:D istribution ofthecurrent-to-noiseratio

I=S
P
,m easured in unitsof!=(2�F e).Thereisno divergence

atI=S
P
! 0.

W e note that the distributions ofSP and I=SP are
highly non-G aussian. In particular,the m ean hSP i of
the noise distribution isdom inated by the algebraic tail
forlargeSP ,and isnotrepresentativeofthedistribution
itself.[Forexam ple,in theabsenceoftim e-reversalsym -
m etry and fore2=C � �,them ean hS P i= 8=3(e2ClF ),
while the m ostprobable value is forSP � 0:5(e2ClF ).]
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!Cc but not the form ofthe distribution,chang-
ing � has a sm alle�ect on the average noise hS P i,but
changesthe shape ofthe noise distribution signi�cantly,
seeFig.3.In particular,theprobability to �nd sm allSP

issigni�cantlyhigherfor� closetozerothan for� � �=2.
Thereasonforthisdi�erenceisthatthecase� � �=2cor-
respondsto noisegenerated by two independentsources,
while � close to zero correspondsto only a single noise
source. Furtherm ore,the current-noise ratio I=SP has
a m axim um at I=SP = e,as was predicted by Levitov
[16]. Fora quantum dotwith single-channelpointcon-
tacts,there isa �nite probability density to achievethis
optim um current-to-noise ratio,as is seen in the inset
ofFig.2. Forpointcontactswith m ore than one chan-
nel,theprobability density to attain them axim um value
I=SP = e vanishes[16],see,e.g.,Fig.4.
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FIG .3. D istribution of the pum ping noise S
P

(m ain

panel)and thecurrent-to-noiseratio I=SP (inset)fora quan-

tum dot with two single channelpoint contacts and broken

tim e-reversalsym m etry,forvariousvaluesofC c=C l.Theval-

uesofC c=C l shown areC c=C l = 1,sin(�=4),sin(�=12),and 0.

Ifthevariationsoftheparam etersX 1 and X 2 haveequalam -

plitudes,this corresponds to phase di�erence � = �=2,�=4,

�=12,and 0,respectively.The noise SP ism easured in units

ofe
2
C lF and the currentI ism easured in unitsofeC l!=2�.

For C c = 0,P (I=S
P
) is a delta function at I=S

P
= 0 (not

shown).

2. M ultichannellim it,N � 1

ForlargeN ,theensem bleaverageand varianceofthe
noise can be expressed in term s ofan integralover the
unitary group and over the eigenvalues ofthe W igner-
Sm ith tim e-delay m atrix R = � i�h(@S=@")Sy [38].These
integrals can be calculated using the m ethod of Refs.
[36,37],togetherwith asym ptoticexpressionsfortheden-
sity and two-pointcorrelationsofthe eigenvaluesofthe
W igner-Sm ith tim e-delay m atrix,see Appendix for de-
tails.
The resultis

hSP i= 2e2F g

�

1+
2

N
��;1

�

Cl (26a)

varSP =
�
2e2F

�2 g

N

�

3

�

1+ (1+ 2��;1)
2g

N

�

C
2
l

�

h

1+ (1+ 4��;1)
g

N

i

C
2
c

�

(26b)

where we abbreviated g = N LN R =N . The factorF de-
pends on ! and T and was de�ned in Eq.(22). Note
that the uctuations ofSP are a factor � 1=N sm aller
than theaverage.Highercum ulantsofthenoiseareeven
sm aller,so thatwe conclude that,forN � 1,the noise
distribution becom essharply peaked attheaveragehSP i

and thattherem ainingsam ple-to-sam pleuctuationsare
G aussian.
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FIG .4. The sam e as Fig. 2 for a quantum dot with

N L = N R = 5.Curveswith weak and strongelectron-electron

interaction are indistinguishable.

In Fig. 4 we show the results ofa num ericalcalcu-
lation ofthe distribution noise SP and the current-to-
noise ratio I=SP fora dotwith N L = N R = 5,N = 10.
This value of N can be seen as interm ediate between
thesm all-N regim e,wherethedistributionsarestrongly
non-G aussian and the large-N regim e where the distri-
butionsareG aussian.W enotethatforN = 10thenoise
distribution stillhaspronounced tailsforlargeSP .

B .N oise at arbitrary pum ping for m ultichanneldots

In this subsection we consider a generaltim e depen-
denceand am plitudeoftheparam etersX j.W elim itour-
selvesto the calculation ofthe ensem ble averaged noise,
sincethem esoscopicuctuationsofthenoisearesm aller
than theaverageby a factor1=N ifN � 1,seeEq.(26).
Fora calculation ofthe ensem ble average noise hSP i,

we need to know the correlation functions of scatter-
ing m atrix elem entsS�� (t;t0)foran ensem bleofchaotic
quantum dots. The indices � and � refer to the \or-
bital" channelsaswellasto thespin oftheelectrons.In
order to discrim inate between the orbitaland spin de-
greesoffreedom ,we set� = (i;�),where � = � 1 refers
to spin and i = 1;:::;N denotes the orbitalchannels,
i= 1;:::;N L forchannelsin the leftpointcontactand
i= N L + 1;:::;N forchannelsin therightpointcontact.
In this notation,the scattering m atrix S�� = Soij��� 0 is
proportionalto the2� 2 unitm atrix in spin space.The
correlatorofthe orbitalpartSoij reads

hSoij(t;t
0)So�kl(�;�

0)i= �(t� t
0� � + �

0)

�

�ik�jl D (
t+ �

2
;t
0+

� � t

2
;� � t)+ �il�jk C(

t+ �

2
;t
0+

� � t

2
;� � t)

�

; (27)
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with D and C given by

D (t1;t2;�)= �(t1 � t2)exp

�

�

Z t1

t2

�d�

2��h

�
N d + 2 (X T (� � �=2)� XT (� + �=2))(X (� � �=2)� X (� + �=2))

�
�

; (28)

C(t1;t2;�)= �(t1 � t2)exp

(

�

Z t1� �=2

t2� �=2

�d�

2��h

�
N c + 2 (X T (�)� XT (t1 + t2 � �))(X (�)� X (t1 + t2 � �))

�
)

: (29)

Here �(z)= 1 ifz > 0 and 0 otherwise and we abbrevi-
ated

N d = N ; N c = N + 2x2; (30)

wherex / (�=� 0)(�erg�)� 1=2 isadim ensionlessparam e-
terdescribingthem agneticuxpenetratingthequantum
dotand �0 theux quantum [39].Theunitary ensem ble,
when tim e-reversalsym m etryisfullybroken,corresponds
to the lim itx ! 1 .
In theliterature,two equivalentapproacheshavebeen

taken to calculate correlators such as Eq.(27) above,
the Ham iltonian and scattering approaches[39]. In the
Ham iltonian approach thefundam entalobjectistheran-
dom Ham iltonian oftheclosed chaoticquantum dotand

the G reen functions related to it. O nce the scattering
m atrix S is expressed in term s ofG reen functions,the
correlator (27) can be analyzed by standard diagram -
m atic techniques. The two term sC and D then appear
asthe cooperon and di�uson contributions. The funda-
m entalobjectofthe scattering approach isa statistical
m odelforthescatteringm atrix S ofan ensem bleofdots.
Equivalence ofboth m ethods,including the param etric
and energy dependence ofS is shown in Ref.[34]. A
derivation ofEq.(27) using the scattering approach is
given in Ref.[40]. W e referto Ref.[28]fora discussion
based on the Ham iltonian approach.
K nowingthecorrelator(27),wecan �nd theensem ble-

averaged noisehSP i,

hSP i=
2e2g

�0

Z �0

0

dtdt
0
f(t� t

0)~f(t0� t)

 �Z 1

0

D (
t+ t0

2
;
t+ t0

2
�
�h�


;t
0� t)d�

�2

� 1

!

; (31)

whereg = N LN R =N isthedotconductance, = N �=2�
the escape rate,and we assum ed �0 � 1=!;�h=. The
Cooperon contribution C ofEq.(27)doesnotcontribute
to hSP i to leading order in 1=N ; its contribution is a
factor1=N sm aller,see,e.g.,Eq.(26a).
Equation (31) gives the ensem ble-averaged noise for

arbitrary !,T,and ,and forarbitrary excursionsofthe
param etersX j.W enow investigateEq.(31)forthecase
that there are two tim e-dependent param eters X 1 and
X 2 with tim e dependence given by Eq.(19). In order
to distinguish regim esof\weak" (bilinear)and \strong"
pum ping,weintroducethe energy scale[13,30]

kT
� = �h!

p
Cl: (32)

Them eaningoftheenergy scalekT � becom esclearwhen
we view the pum ping process as \di�usion in energy
space":carriersabsorb orem itenergy quanta ofsize�h!
at a rate X 2�=�h [13]. W eak (bilinear) pum ping corre-
spondstothecasewhen theprobabilitytoabsorb orem it

oneorm orequantaissm all,i.e.,to theregim eX 2� � 

orkT � � �h!.ForkT � � �h! m any quanta areabsorbed
orem itted,so thatthe carriersin the dotshifttheiren-
ergiesby an am ount� �h!

p
X 2�= � T �.IfT � exceeds

thetem peratureT oftheelectronsin theleads,thetim e-
dependentpotentialsin thedotlead to signi�cant\heat-
ing" oftheelectronsinsidethedotand T � can beviewed
asan e�ective electron tem perature inside the dot. The
latterregim eisreferred to as\strong" pum ping.
For weak pum ping,kT � � �h!,we can expand D to

�rstorderin X 2 and werecovertheresultEq.(26a),now
withouta restriction on the tem perature T. Forstrong
pum ping,kT � � m axf�h!;kTg,a sim ple expression for
thenoisepowercan beobtained ifpum ping isadiabatic,
�h! � . In that case, we note that D in Eq. (31)
containsthe fastdecay � exp(� �)and a slowly varying
contribution from thetim e-dependenceoftheparam eters
X j.Since the X j vary slowly on the tim e scale�h=,the
integration over� can be done,and the resultis

hSP i=
2e2g

�0

Z �0

0

dt
0
dtf(t0� t)~f(t� t

0)

"�
N

N + 2(X T (t)� XT (t0))(X (t)� X (t0))

� 2

� 1

#

(33)

In the lim it oflow tem peratures,kT � �h! (and,as before,assum ing long observation tim es �h=�0 � kT;�h!),Eq.
(33)yields

hSP i=
e2g!

�

[1+ 6Cl(1+ Cl(1� S2))]E(k)� [1+ 2Cl(1� S)]K (k)

�[1+ 2Cl(1� S)]
p
1+ 2Cl(1+ S)

; (34)
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whereE(k)and K (k)arefullelliptic integralsofthe 2nd and 3rd kind,respectively,and weabbreviated

S =

s

1�

�
Cc

Cl

� 2

; k
2 =

4Cl S

1+ 2Cl(1+ S)
: (35)

In thespecialcasethatthetwo tim e-dependentparam etersX 1(t)and X 2(t)haveequalam plitudes,S = jcos�j.The
dependenceoftheaveraged noisein Eq.(34)on theratio Cc=Cl (i.e.,on thephasedi�erence�)isweak.Forthecase
Cc = 0 (� = 0)we�nd the asym ptotes

hSP i= e
2
g
!

�
Cl= e

2
g
(kT �)2

��h2!
ifkT � � �h! (36a)

hSP i= e
2
g
3!

�2

r
Cl

2
= e

2
g

3

�2�h
p
2
kT

� ifkT � � �h! (36b)

Forthe caseCc = 0,butatarbitrary tem peratureskT,Eq.(33)yields

hSP i= e
2
g!

�
2kT

�h!

� 2 Z 1

0

d�

sinh2(2�kT�=�h!)

8
<

:
1�

�h!
q

(�h!)2 + 4(kT �)2 sin2 �
+

2(kT �)2�h! sin2 �
�
(�h!)2 + 4(kT �)2 sin2 �

�3=2

9
=

;
; (37)

Thelow tem peratureasym ptoticscan beeasily obtained
from thisresult,and reproduce the Eq.(36)forkT � �

�h! orkT � � �h!.Forinterm ediatevaluesofkT �=�h! and
kT=�h!,Eq.(37)isplotted in Fig.5.Aslong asboth �h!
and kT are m uch sm aller than kT �, the integral(37)
is dom inated by � � �h!=kT� � 1,so that the strong
pum ping asym ptote ofEq.(36b)isreached,irrespective
of! orT.
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FIG .5. Noise hS
P
i in units of e2g!, as a function of

the dim ensionless pum ping strength kT
�
=�h! and forvarious

choiceskT=�h!.

An analyticalexpression for� 6= 0 can,in principle,be
obtained from Eq. (33)aswell. The qualitative behav-
iorasa function ofpum ping strength and tem peratureis
sim ilarto thatshown in Fig. 5 forthe case � = 0. The
lim itofstrong pum ping should convergeto thelim itEq.
(34)ofT = 0,sim ilarly to the case� = 0 studied above.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaperwecalculated thecurrentnoisegenerated
in a quantum pum p using a scattering m atrix form al-
ism with a scatteringm atrix S(t;t0)thatdependson two
tim es.W ith thisform alism ,we could considerarbitrary
pum ping frequency !,tem peratureT,escaperate,and
pum ping strength X . W e then calculated the average
and variance ofthe noise for an ensem ble ofquantum
pum psconsisting ofa chaoticquantum dot.

O ne issue thathasreceived considerable attention re-
cently isthe question whetherone can build a noiseless
quantum pum p [41]. W hile our results for the bilinear
pum ping regim eshow thatthere isa �nite (m esoscopic)
probability for zero noise,it is not possible to have no
noise and a �nite pum ped current at the sam e tim e in
the bilinear regim e [16,42], cf.Figs.2 and 3. This is
di�erentbeyond the bilinearregim e,where a quantized,
and,hence,noiseless pum p has been proposed using a
pum ping contourthatencirclesa resonancein an alm ost
closed quantum dot[43].

W e note that both the equilibrium Nyquist-Johnson
noiseSN and thepum ping noiseSP depend on theavail-
able energy window. For pum ping noise, that energy
window isthe heating tem perature T �,see Eq.(32);for
Nyquist-Johnson noise it is the tem perature T of the
electron reservoirs.The results(26)and (34){(37)allow
us to com pare the Nyquist-Johnson and pum ping con-
tributions to the averaged noise. In the experim entally
relevant case that �h! � kT,both noise contributions
areproportionalto the (dim ensionless)dotconductance
g,butthe Nyquist-Johnson noise scalesasT,while the
pum ping noise scalesas T � ifT � � T and as T � 2=T if
T � � T. The Nyquist-Johnson and pum ping contribu-
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tionsto thenoisearecom parableatT � T�.An experi-
m entcannotseparatethetwo contributionsto thenoise,
since it m easures the totalnoise power. The pum ping
contribution to thenoiseisdom inantaslong asT � T �.
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A P P EN D IX : IN T EG R A T IO N O V ER T H E

M A T R IC ES R .

For the integration over the m atrices R 1 and R 2 we
m ake use ofthe factthatthey can be param eterized as
[34]

R j = � i
�

2��h
U �̂

1=2
H j�̂

1=2
U
y 
 112; j= 1;2; (A1)

whereU isan N � N unitarym atrix,�̂ isadiagonalN � N

m atrix containing the eigenvalues�m ,m = 1;:::;N ,of
theW igner-Sm ith tim e-delaym atrixon thediagonal[38],
H j is an N � N herm itian (realsym m etric) m atrix is
tim e-reversalsym m etry is broken (present), and 112 is
the 2� 2 unitm atrix in spin grading.
Forachaoticquantum dot,thedistributionsoftheher-

m itian m atricesH 1 and H 2,the unitary m atrix U ,and
thediagonalm atrix �̂ areallindependent.Them atrices
H j,j= 1;2,havea G aussian distribution,

P (H )/ exp(� �TrH2=8); (A2)

where � = 1 iftim e-reversalsym m etry is present and
� = 2 iftim e-reversalsym m etry isbroken by a m agnetic
�eld. The m atrix U isuniform ly distributed in the uni-
tary group,and the eigenvalues�m ,m = 1;:::;N ofthe
tim e-delay m atrix havedistribution

P /

 

1+
e2

��hC

NX

m = 1

�m

!
NY

m < n

j�m � �nj
�

�

NY

m = 1

�(�m )�
� 3�N =2+ �� 2
m e

� ���h=�� m : (A3)

K nowing these distributions,�nding the distribution
for sm allN becom es a m atter ofm ere quadrature. W e
have obtained the plots ofthe distributions ofSP and

I=SP bynum ericallygenerating107{108 m atricesR j dis-
tributed accordingto theabovedistribution.W ereferto
Ref.[35]forthe detailsofim plem entation ofthisproce-
dure.M om entsofthenoiseand thecurrentcan befound
by perform ing theG aussian integrationsoverH and the
integrationsoverthe unitary group with the help ofthe
technique ofRef.[36]. Forsm allN ,the rem aining inte-
gration overthe �m can be done explicitly.ForlargeN ,
itissu�cientto know the density and two-pointcorre-
latorofthe �m in orderto �nd the �rsttwo m om entsof
I orSP .The density oftim e-delaysis[34]

�(�)=
NX

m = 1

h�(�m � �)i=
N

2��2
p
(�+ � �)(� � �� );

�� = 2��h(3�
p
8)=N �

The pair correlation function K 2(�1;�2) is a universal
function ofthe argum ents�1 and �2 and the \spectrum
edges" �� and �+ [44,45].W ith the help ofthe paircor-
relation function [45]we �nd that,up to correctionsof
order1=N 4,

*  
NX

m = 1

�m

! q+

=

�
2��h

�

� q �

1+ q(q� 1)
2

�N 2

�

:

[1]D .Thouless,Phys.Rev.B 27,6083 (1983).

[2]Q .Niu,Phys.Rev.Lett.64,1812 (1990)

[3]L.P.K ouwenhoven,A.T.Johnson,N.C.van derVaart,

C.J.P.M .Harm ans,and C.T.Foxon,Phys.Rev.Lett.

67,1626 (1991).

[4]H.Pothier,P.Lafarge,C.Urbina,D .Esteve,and M .H.

D evoret,Europhys.Lett.17,249 (1992).

[5]T.H.O osterkam p,L.P.K ouwenhoven,A.E.A.K oolen,

N.C.van der Vaart,and C.J.P.M .Harm ans,Phys.

Rev.Lett.78,1536 (1997).

[6]V.I.Fal’ko and D .E.K hm elnitskii,Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.

95,328 (1989)[Sov.Phys.JETP 68,186 (1989)].

[7]B.Spivak,F.Zhou,and M .T.BealM onod,Phys.Rev.

B 51,13226 (1995).

[8]P.W .Brouwer,Phys.Rev.B 58,10135 (1998).

[9]F.Zhou,B.Spivak,and B.Altshuler,Phys.Rev.Lett.

82,608 (1999).

[10]M .Switkes,C.M .M arcus,K .Cam pm an,and A.C.G os-

sard,Science 283,1905 (1999).

[11]T.A.Shutenko,I.L.Aleiner,and B.L.AltshulerPhys.

Rev.B 61,10366 (2000).

[12]J.E.Avron,A.Elgart,G .M .G raf,and L.Sadun,Phys.

Rev.B 62,10618 (2000).

[13]M .G .Vavilov,V.Am begaokar,and I.L.Aleiner,Phys.

Rev.B 63,195313 (2001).

[14]M .Blaauboerand E.J.Heller,Phys.Rev.B 64,241301

(2001).

9



[15]A.V.Andreev and A.K am enev,Phys.Rev.Lett.85,

1294 (2000).

[16]L.S.Levitov,cond-m at/0103617 (2001)

[17]A. V. Andreev and E. G . M ishchenko, cond-

m at/0104211.

[18]L.S.Levitov and G .B.Lesovik,Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.58,

225 (1993)[JETP Lett.58,230 (1993)].

[19]L.S.Levitov,H.Lee,and G .B.Lesovik,J.M ath.Phys.

37,4845 (1996).

[20]D .A.Ivanov and L.S.Levitov,Pis’m a Zh.Eksp.Teor.

Fiz.58,450 (1993) [JETP Lett.58,461 (1993)];D .A.

Ivanov,H.Lee and L.S.Levitov,Phys.Rev.B 56,6839

(1997).

[21]Yu. M akhlin and A. D . M irlin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87,

276803 (2001).

[22]M .M oskaletsand M .B�uttiker,cond-m at/0201259.

[23]M .B�uttiker,Phys.Rev.B 46,12485 (1992);Phys.Rev.

Lett,65,2901 (1990);Phys.Rev.B 45,3807 (1992).

[24]M .B�uttiker,A.Pr̂etre,and H.Thom as,Phys.Rev.Lett.

70,4114 (1993).

[25]M .B�uttiker,J.Phys.Condens.M atter 5,9361 (1993);

M .B�uttiker,H.Thom as,and A.Pr̂etre,Z.Phys.B 94,

133 (1994).

[26]M . B�uttiker and T. Christen, in Q uantum Transport

in Sem iconductor Subm icron Structures,B.K ram ered.,

NATO ASISer.E,Vol.326 (K luwer,D ordrecht,1996).

[27]Y.M .Blanterand M .B�uttiker,Phys.Rep.336,1(2001).

[28]M .G .Vavilov,Ph.D .Thesis,CornellUniversity,(2001).

[29]M .G .Vavilov and I.L.Aleiner,Phys.Rev.B 60,R16311

(1999);64,085115 (2001).

[30]V.I.Yudson,E.K anzieper,and V.E.K ravtsov,Phys.

Rev.B 64,045310 (2001).

[31]M .B�uttikerand R.Landauer,Phys.Rev.Lett.49,1739

(1982).

[32]The �rst order correction in an expansion in powers of

�h!= is given in Appendix C of Ref.[13].See also B.

W ang,J.W ang,H.G uo,cond-m at/0107078 (2001),and

O .Entin-W ohlm an,A.Aharony,and Y.Levinson,cond-

m at/0201073 (2002)

[33]P. W . Brouwer, S. A. van Langen, K . M . Frahm , M .

B�uttiker,and C.W .J.Beenakker,Phys.Rev.Lett.79,

913 (1997).

[34]P.W .Brouwer,K .M .Frahm ,and C.W .J.Beenakker,

Phys.Rev.Lett.78,4737 (1997);W avesin Random M e-

dia 9,91 (1999).

[35]J. N. H. J. Crem ers and P. W . Brouwer, cond-

m at/0110437 (2001)

[36]P.W .Brouwer and C.W .J.Beenakker,J.M ath.Phys

37,4904 (1996).

[37]M .L.Polianskiand P.W .Brouwer,Phys.Rev.B.64,

075304 (2001).

[38]E. P. W igner, Phys. Rev. 98, 145 (1955), and F. T.

Sm ith,Phys.Rev.118,349 (1960).

[39]C.W .J.Beenakker,Rev.M od.Phys.69,731 (1997).

[40]M .L.Polianskiand P.W .Brouwer,unpublished.

[41]J.E.Avron,A.Elgart,G .M .G raf,L.Sadun,Phys.Rev.

Lett.87,236601 (2001).

[42]A.Alekseev,cond-m at/0201474.

[43]Y.Levinson,O .Entin-W ohlm an,and P.W �ole,cond-

m at/0002187.

[44]E.Br�ezin and A.Zee,Nucl.Phys.B 402,613 (1993).

[45]C.W .J.Beenakker,Nucl.Phys.B 422,515 (1994).

10

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0103617
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0104211
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0104211
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201259
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0107078
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201073
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201073
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0110437
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0110437
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201474
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0002187
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0002187

