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E Jectron transport in m etallic system s is govemed by four key principles of Ferm iiquid physics:
(i) degeneracy, (i) charge conservation, (iii) screening ofthe Coulom b potential, and (i) scattering.
They detem ine the character of m etallic conduction and noise at m esoscopic scales, both near
equilbrium and far from it. Their interplay is describbed by kinetic theory, the serious m ethod of
choice for characterizing such phenom ena. W e review m icroscopic kinetics for m esoscopic noise, and
in particular its natural incorporation of the physics of Ferm 1 liquids. K inetic theory provides a
strictly conservative, highly detailed description of current uctuations in quantum point contacts.
It leads to som e surprising noise predictions. These show the power of a m odel that respects the
m icroscopic conservation law s. M odels that fail in this respect are incorrect.

1. NTRODUCTION
1.1 H istory

Sustained, vigorous progress m arks 100 years of
thought on a comerstone of m odem electronics: the
physics of m etallic charge transport. Its owering began
w ith the classical nsights of Boltzm ann in the 19th cen—
tury and ofD rude and E instein early in the last one. In
the 1930s Som m erfeld and B loch instituted the quantum
description of buk m etallic conduction [L]. That devel-
opm ent culn inated in the m icroscopically robust Ferm i-
Tiquid picture R{4], proposed by Landau and Silin late In
the 1950s. !

Fresh horizons have now opened up through the vision
of m esoscopic transport as quantum -coherent tranam is—
sion. T his In portant innovation is credited to Landauer’s
foresight [B], and has been deepened and extended since
then by Beenakker, Buttiker, In ry, and many others
[6{14]. ks achieveam ents have been in pressive.

A s well as their novel em phasis on coherent scatter-
ing, the m odem theories of conduction advocate a sec—
ond m a pr shift, one that is logically independent of the
m echanian for transport (quantum -coherent or other-
wise). This is claim ed to solve the subtle problem s of
open boundary conditions [16{19], central to conduction

! Tt is in portant to keep in m ind, for the rest of this paper,
that standard Fem i-liquid theory was never conceived as a
theory of the buk. It has always addressed m etallic trans-
port at all scales, Incliding the m esoscopic one. Indeed, its
pedigree derives from extrem e quantum m any-body problem s,
such as nuclar m atter and liquid SHe BI.

in a realm esoscopic system [P]. It is intended to supplant
the long-dom nant picture of charge ow as drift.

In drift, the current isthe collective average respoonse to
which every carrier contributes. It is the e ect ofan ex—
temalcause, the applied volage. O ver against drift, the
new m esoscopic transport revisits the notion of charge

ow aspurely a kind ofdi usion. Here, it is the current
that is regarded as extemally supplied [B]. Introduction
ofcurrent into the system setsup a virtualdensity inbal-
ance betw een the carrier reservoirs interconnected by the
transm issive device. T he observed voltage drop ism erely
a by-product of that virtual im balance.

Figure 1 illustrates the two view points; di usion and
drift are seen In their seem ingly contrasting physical
roles. This sin ple shift of perspective, from drift to dif-
fusion, has been extraordinarily successful in predicting
m esoscopic transport phenom ena. T hese have been care-
f1lly docum ented and explained [9{14].

T he explanatory sin plicity and consequent attractive—
ness of di usive phenom enologies does not m ean, how —
ever, that m icroscopically based analyses of transport
and noise have becom e redundant. M icroscopic m eth—
ods, built upon the legacy that runs from Boltzm ann to
Landau, are pursued w ith unabating vigor [L5{29]. That
said, phenom enological sin plicity has never been a fool
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proof guide to theoretical depth and correctness. The
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FIG.1l. Diusive and drift conospts of m esoscopic transport, com pared.

situation in m esoscopic physics is no di erent.

electrons

(b)

(@) Diusion. An applied

electrom otive force €V de nes a m ign atch between the quasiFem i energies of degenerate electrons at
the source and drain. O nly \rightm overs" at the higher-energy source lead contribute to current ow ; only
\left m overs" at the lowerenergy drain lead contribute to the current counter ow . T he physical current
is phenom enologically identi ed w ith their di erence. T his pseudodi usive current \generates" eV ifand

only if one additionally assum es the validity of E instein’s relation between di usion and conductance.
A1l carriers are at equilibrium ; their rok in transgeort is passive. T here is no electron-hole symm etry in
pseudodi usive transport [18]. (o) D rift. A 1l of the carriers that 1l states in the Fem i sea feel, and

resgoond to, the extemal driving force eE . Each gains average mom entum pg = e€E by accelerating
ballistically during a mean tine  before rescattering. The ux of carrders in deeperlying lled states
is canceled by opposing lled states. Only those electron states kinem atically m atched to holes, w thin

a shell of thickness pgvr at the Femm i surface, contribute to the physical (drift) current. The volum e of
the Ferm i sea rem ains invariant regardless of eE . The volum e is rigidly xed by the equilibriuim Fem i

energy. T here is autom atic electron-hole sym m etry in drift transport [18].

For a m esoscopic theory’s credibility, only two ques—
tions count:

D oes the theory fully respect all of the essential
physics of the Interacting electron gas [B]?

Ifnot, why not? (Som e discussion of this is in Ref-
erences 25,30,31].)

Our goal is straightforward. W e restate, and elaborate,
a plain theoretical fact. If a noise m odel is truly m icro—
scopic { aithful to the long-established and com pletely
orthodox procedures of kinetics and electron-gas theory
[3,15,20] { then it must, and does, produce reliable pre—
dictions at m esoscopic scales. These m ay be quite sur-
prising.

M icroscopically based descriptions, for instance kinetic
ones, outstrip the scope of low — eld phenom enologies to
access the strongly nonequilbriuim regin e. Equally im —
portant is the fact that only a reliable m icroscopic foun—
dation can support the well controlled approxin ations
that are always needed to tum a generic theory into a
pow erfu], practical design tool for novel electronics.

T he heart of any kinetic approach is conservation. M i-
croscopic conservation im plies that di usion and drift
m anifest as com plem entary but interlocking e ects in the
physics. They are in no sense mutually exclusive. This
crucial point needs a closer look.

1.2 D rift or D 1 usion?

Before setting out the plan ofourpaper, we brie y ad—
dress the folklore that tranam issive-di usive m odels are
m ore \physical" than (and som ehow superior to) wholly
kinetic descriptions ofm esoscopic transport. Foruniform
system s, there is a form al congruence between \pure"
drift and \pure" di usion. T hey connect via the E instein
relation [34,35] which links , the low- eld conductivity
ofametal, to D , is equilbrium di usion constant:
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at carrier density n and chem icalpotential . Substiu-
tion of di usion for Wweak- eld) conductance is jasti ed
when the system ’s shortest scattering m ean free path is
much less than is length. However, it is clain ed that
this clearly sem iclassicalA nsatz can be extended even to
quantum -coherent m esoscopics [12].

T he conductivity quanti es the coarsegrained singke—
partice current response; is accessble through the
current-volage characteristic. T he di usion constant is
a negrained twobody response, and is structure is Inti-
m ately tied to current uctuations; D too is observable,
for exam ple via tin eof- ight m ethods that are essen-
tially two-point correlation m easurem ents [36]. Equa-—
tion (1) clearly show s that di usion and drift go hand-
in-hand; it is not an either-or situation.

E Instein’s relation between conductivity and di usion
brings to the fore a central them e, nam ely the under—
king unity of transport and uctuations (oise). This
uniy, which is findam entally m icroscopic, is em bodied
in the uctuation-dissipation theorem (the E instein rela—
tion is a special case). It establishes the proportionaliy
ofdissipative trangport to the uctuations Inherent in the
structure. Such a theoram can never be proved heuristi-
cally [30].

This is the crucial point. D i usive phenom enologies
are forced to invoke the uctuation-dissipation theorem
as an externalassum ption. It is their only m eans to jis—
tify, in an Intuitive w ay, the linear current<olage charac—
teristic on which they absolutely rely. A transportm odel
that chooses to favor di usion, m erely or ntuiive rea—
sons, denies the core m icroscopic unity of noise and con—
ductance. The uctuation-dissipation relation is then no
Ionger a prescriptive, rstprinciples constraint on the
possble physics of the problem . Instead it is reduced to
a highly com pliant, in aginative guiding \rul"; one that
can be m olded to any set of favorite preconceptions.

For noise, di usive (or, m ore accurately, pseudodi u—
sive) descriptions nvariably take this linear theorem on
faith. This is so that the current-current correlator can
be adjisted, by hand, to force it to t the conductance.
Such m aneuvers are necessary only because, quie un—
like m icroscopic theordes (the Kubo form alism [(37] is a
good exam plk), di usive phenom enologies cannot express
{ and thus com pute { their correlators from rst princi-
plks.

T he transm issive-di usive m odels lack a form albasis
for deriving the uctuation-dissipation theorem [30,31].
That resul isprovabk only w ithin a m icroscopic descrip—
tion, em bedded in statisticalm echanics [37], orelse in ki—
netic theory R0]. M odels of the LandauerB uttiker-Im ry
class share little, if any, of that essentialm achinery.

Few m esoscopic system s are truly hom ogeneous on the
length scale overwhich transport unfolds. G enerally, the
m ode of electron transfer through a nonuniform channel
isnot by realspacedi usion alone, orby drift alone (that
is: di usion in velocity space). A ctualm esoscopic trans—
port is som e combination of drift and di usion, physi-
cally conditioned by the nonuniform ities speci c to the

system . For instance, the electron gas n a IV het-
erojunction quantum well [38] is extrem ely nonuniform
in the direction of crystal grow th, nom al to the plane
of conduction. (This also leads to strong quantum con-—

nem ent and to m arked suppression of the uctuations
for the two-din ensional carriers R6].) To Insist that one
transport m ode is absolutely dom nant is to risk distort—
ing the realphysics.

Only a description that treats di usion and drift on
an equal footing, favoring neither one process nor the
other ad hoc, is able to span In a uni ed fashion the
com plte range of transport and noise physics. O rtho-
dox kinetic theory R0], coupled w ith precise m icroscopic
know ledge of the electron gas [3], provides exactly that
description. It accom m odates both nonuniform — eld ef-
fects and nonequilibrium response.

Finally we recall that weak— eld approaches of the
tranam issivedi usive kind tend to assume that the
m etallic electron gas is well described as a group of free,
noninteracting ferm ions sub ect only to elastic scatter-
ing O]. It m eans that selfconsistent collective screening
{ ever preem Inent in the elctron gas { is regarded as
a secondary perturbation (if, n fact, it is believed to
m atter at all). Such theories are not set up to describe
strongly nonuniform Coulomb correlations R6], any m ore
than they can treat the strongly nonequilbrium dom ain
w here dissipative inelastic collisions rule explicitly R8].

1.3 Issues for R eview

To venture Into the important regin es of high— eld
transport and Coulomb correlations, m uch m ore is de—
m anded of a m esoscopic theory than is deliverable by
current descriptions [9{14]. Am ong the sea of literature,
it is stillunusualto nd theories ofm etallic conduction
that explicitly adopt clear and m ly validated m icro-—
sopic m ethods. At and beyond the low—eld lim i, a
am all but grow ing num ber of kinetic approaches exists
21{23,25{29], designed to answer the offten-stated need
[14] fornew m esoscopic approaches, especially aw ay from
equilbrium .

For novel technologies, if not for the sake of funda-
m ental physics alone, closure of this know ledge gap is a
signi cant task. O ur own endeavors are detailed In Refs.
25{28,30{33]. The present work is an up-to-date survey
of that research.

In Section 2 we brie y introduce the two prim ary re—
sults of our exactly conserving kinetics: (i) therm al scal-
ing and (i) Coulom b-induced suppression of nonequilib—
rum uctuationsin am esoscopicm etallic conductor. W e
discuss their physical m eaning, and their place in a co-
herent understanding of m esoscopic noise. W hik these
core concepts are easy to state, their form albasis requires
elbboration. This is given in Sec. 3; we cover the roles
of degeneracy, conservation, and screening. For that we
draw on the Landau-Silin equation of m otion [3], itself



an extension of Boltzm ann transport to charged Fem i
liquids. In Sec. 4 we tum to a signi cant application:
nonequilbrium ballistic uctuations in one dim ension.
O ur strictly conservative kineticm odel leadsto som e sur—
prises. W e state our conclusions in Sec. 5.

2.PHYSICSOF THE BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

2.1 G round Rules for N onequilibrium Transport

In this Section we discuss two elem entary, and indis—
pensable, boundary constraints on an extemally driven
open conductor. They are R5]:

G Ikal charge neutrality over the conductor, its in—
terfaces, and the connected source and drain reser—
voirs. G auss’ theorem im plies unconditional global
charge neutrality; that is, a neutrality that is ab-
solutely independent of the dynam ics within the
active body of the device.

Local therm odynam ic equilibbriuim in each source
and drain lead interfacing w ith the device. Ener-
getic stability m eans that each of these local reser-
voir equilbria is also unconditional and indepen—
dent of ntemal dynam ics.

Both of these are universally understood as crucial for
transport In open system s, yet their m icroscopic conse—
quences seem not to be understood aswell. W e expand
on them .

Figure 2 show s a generic tw o-term inal situation. T he
device is in Intim ate electrical contact w ith its two sta-—
bilizing reservoirs whilke a closed loop, ncorporating an
ideal generator, sustains a controlled current between
drain and source. T he system attem pts to relax via net
charge displacem ent across the source and drain. The
Induced potential { Landauer’s resistivity dipole B] { is
the response. Equivalently, a closed loop with an ideal
battery In seriesw ith the structure can be created, exert-
ing a controlled electrom otive force EM F') ocally across
the active region [L9]. The response is the carrier ux
Induced In the loop.
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FIG.2. An dealized m esoscopic conductor. Tts di usive lkads (S, D) are in unconditional equilbrium . A paired
source and sink of current I at the boundaries explicitly drives the transport. Local charge clouds (shaded) are
Induced by the active n ux and e ux of I. These are regions of vigorous and dynam ic com petition am ong the
current-driven excitation of carriers, their elastic and inelstic dissipative relaxation, and strong Coulom b screening
from the stabilizing lead reservoirs. Together, these com peting e ects establish the selfconsistent dipole potential
E (I)L acrossdistance L. between drain and source; that potential is the electrom otive force in the driven system .

2.2 Charge Conservation for O pen System s

In either of the two scenarios ( xed current or xed
EMF), the speci ¢ action of the external ux sources
and sinks ensures that electronic transport through the
open system conserves charge [L7]. Entry and exit ofthe
current In a m esoscopic conductor cannot be treated by
vague appeals to asym ptotic equilbrium [P]. That isbe-
cause entry and exit of the current is always a dynam ic
nonequilbbrium process.

To guarantee global gauge invariance, all sources and
sinksm ust be considered explicitly as part of the dynam —
ical description of the transport [17]. If not, the price
is clear. It is the loss of charge conservation, and an

iltconceived m odel.

U nder all circum stances, the current sources and sinks,
and theEM F, are bocalized insidea nite volum ethat also
encloses the conductor [18,19]. T his, lke global neutral-
iy, is a necessary consequence of gauge invariance [17].
O utside the active volum e, the undisturbed electron pop—
ulation w ithin each lead (stabilized by its com pensating
positive background) alw ays rem ains chargeneutraland
pins the local Fem i level w ithin that lad. It means
that the nonequilbrium carriers in the active, and nite,
conducting channel have to reconnect sn oothly to the
invariant local equilbriim state beyond the interfaces
Rel.

The reservoir equilbria (each one locally proper to
its lead) rem ain totally una ected by the transport dy-—



nam ics. None of the local density-dependent quanti-
ties within the leads, lncluding their uctuations, ever
changes. None ever resoonds to the possbly extreme
conditions in the driven device. This proves to be a
form idable constraint on what can happen inside.

2.3 Constraint on the TotalC arrier N um ber

Let fyx (r;t) be the tim edependent electron distribou-—
tion for wave vector k, at point r in the active region.
Spin and subband labels are understood (for sin pliciy
we take only twofold spin degeneracy). From the m icro—
scopic ob et fi (r;t), all the physical one-body proper—
ties can be calculated, such as the m ean electron density
n (r;t) and the current density J (r;t).

IfN is the totalnum ber of carriers w thin the region,
ofvolume say, 2 then a sum of localm om entum states

over the entire active region, ofdimension = 1;2,0r3,
Jeads to
Z Z Z Z
dr 2dkf(t) N ar 2 T @)
r;t) = = — r
e) " @) -

where £? is the equilbrium distrbution. The m ean to-
tal carrier num ber is constant and rem ains fully com —
pensated by the nonparticipating positive background,
Integrated over

Equation (2) makes a straightforward statem ent.
G auss’ theorem im plies { unconditionally { that the de—
vice rem ains overall neutral at any driving eld. This
is true if and only if the inner active region is e ciently
screened from the m acroscopic leads by the electron gas
at the interfaces R9]. M ean- eld screening (Poisson’s
equation) thus ensures the lads’ (local) neutrality at all
tin es, while the asym ptotic equilbbrium ofeach lead en—
sures that the totalvolum e , where nonequilbrium pro—
cesses take place, is xed and nite.

W hether in equilbrium or not, we have the principle
that

W ithin the active m esoscopic structure, the m ean
total num ker of m obike carriers is invariant.

Ttis absolutely essentialto include the interface regions (the
bu er zones where all the fringing elds are extinguished by
screening) as part of the active volum e of the driven device.

SExam ples are quasicontinuous energy exchange with
phonons in the them albath ofthe lattice (generating them al
noise), and discrete Poissonian inection/extraction of carri-
ers by the extemal sources/sinks of current (generating shot
noise).

“Them icroscopic structure of £ *? is richer than its sin ple
statisticalm echanics de nition suggests. It is better to recall
its kinetic origin as a quantum -correlated electron-holk exci-
tation taken in its long-wavelength static 1m it [3]:

Belying is aln ost selfevident nature, this rule has pro—
found im plications for the uctuations ofthe nonequilib-
rium state.

2.4 Constraint on TotalF luctuation Strength

R andom extemalperturbationsgive rise to a persistent
uctuation background. T his displaces the instantaneous
distrbution fy (r;t) from its steady-state ensem ble aver-
age. T he sam e extemal stochastic processes > act on the
channelboth at equilbbriim and when i is driven by an
Incted current (orby a battery-generated EM F').

Let N kg T@N =@ be the m ean-square them al
number uctuation. Then G auss’ theorem actsasa con—
straint on Eq. ) for N , taking note that the latter is
(ootentially) a dynam ical quantity. As a result, global
neutrality enforces a  uctuation counterpart to the sum
rulke of Eq. ). This involves, In the one relation,
the m ean-square them al uctuation £ (t) ofthe single-
particle distribution f (t), and its basic equilbrim fom

f 9

£ 4 3)

Forbreviy, we have condensed the notation. W enow use
the com posite state-labels &;r), ° " and so
on, while the generalized sum @wih spin degeneracy) is
de ned by

X X X 5

in which the working volum e  is subdivided, in a stan—
dard way, into su cilently small localcells (r) that are

still large com pared to the particlke volimen ' . (The
unit cell volum e In reciprocal space becomes  (r) 1)
The equilbriim uctuation £ °? is detemm ined from
standard statisticalm echanics: *
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Here the Iocal electrochem ical potential " (r) =

Uy (r), basically the Fem 1 level of the local population,
is given by the global chem icalpotential o set by the
mean— eld (Hartree) potentialUy ().

Equation (3) is a rigorous, nonequilbbriim , kinetic—
theoretical relation 26]. It controls the physics of ther—
m al uctuationsat length scalesgreaterthan them etallic
Ferm iwavelength, which is itself short (02{10 nm ) com —
pared to m esoscopic device sizes (say 50{1000 nm ).

2.5 Tem perature Scaling

Twooutcomes ow from Eg. (3). The rstisthateven
the nonequilbbrium them al uctuations In a degenerate
conductor necessarily scalew ith the therm alenergy kg T,
w hatever the value of the driving voltage. For a speci ¢
iustration, see Fig. 3. The closed m icroscopic form of
the distrbution f (t) is given explicitly in Sec. 3 be-
low . For the m om ent we state a m ilder resul, the sum
rule for the total uctuation strength in the degenerate
Iim it:

X X X

f )= £ kgT

r

@D ["r ©]; @“a)

n which the Fem D irac orm of f 9 is used to ntro—
duce the density of statesD :

X X
2 £e= 2k, T " * (r)
© . (x)
eq eq
£ - I 1im fgm2 Frig
kg T qto tro hl "0+ " g2

for particle band energy "x .

! kg TD ['F ()] (4b)

where " isthe localband energy of a carrier.

There is an Inm ediate corollary for the current auto—
correlation function, which shapes the observable noise
spectrum for the structure. The them al current cor-
relations will scale with f. Equation (4) asserts that
the themm al contribution to noise must exhibit a strict
proportionality to the base tem perature T, even well
aw ay from the linear low — eld regin e W here the Johnson—
N yquist form ula itself 34] enforces T -scaling).

A question arises naturally: How can this behaviorbe
reconciled w ith the appearance of shot noise, a them ally
Insensitive e ect? The kinetic-theoreticalanswer (which
we justify, fiully and form ally, n Sec. 3) is uncom prom is—
ng:

T here is no continuous transfom ation (crossover)
of therm alnoise into shot noise.

A sapurely nontherm al uctuation e ect, shot noise can
never satisfy the rigid sum rule expressed n Egs. (3)
and (4). Nor does it satisfy the uctuation-dissipation
theoram ; an in-depth analysis of this and other essential
distinctionsbetw een shot noise and them alnoise is given
by G illespie R4].

Equation (4), and Fig. 3, directly countem and the
LandauerButtiker account of shot noise as all of one
piece w ith them alnoise. [14]; thus they m ake a nontriv—
ial statem ent. For a kinetic-equation approach to shot
noise see Refs. R7,30]. For com plete technical details of
that approach, see Ref. 39].
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FIG . 3. Tem perature scaling of degenerate hot-electron noise. The nonequilbrium excess spectrum is for carri-
ers con ned in an A 1G aA s/InG aA s/G aA s hetero jinction quantum well at electron density 10*2 am 2 and m cbility
4000 an ?V ! s! . The hot-electron noise is plotted ©r xed tem perature (T goes from 0 to 900 K i increm ents of
150 K ), as a function of applied electric eld. Nom alization is to the Johnson-Nyquist value S E = 0) = 4GkgT . In

the Imi T !
to vanish w ith tem perature, so the ratio [ € )

are classical. T he excessnoise is independent of T so that [S E )

K.

2.6 N oise Suppression via D egeneracy and
Inhom ogeneity

T he second outcom e of the m icroscopic theory leading
toEq. (3),asdetailed In the next Section, isthat am eso—
scopic conductor w hich is strongly nonuniform m anifests
Coulom b suppression of charge uctuations below those
of a uniform reference m edium , w ith otherw ise identical
transport characteristics R6].

O ne other condition is essential for Coulomb suppres—
sion: carrier degeneracy. Suppression is a unigue e ect
of Ferm i statistics, acting in conjinction w ith spatialin—
hom ogeneity and Coulomb screening. It isnot seen In a
classical electron gas, where M axwellB oltzm ann statis-
tics leads to equipartition of the intemal energy [B4].

The m echanisn of suppression is as follow s. D egener-
ate carriers In a nonuniform channel experience som e de—
gree of localization. T hey w i1l low er their totalenergy by
a partial rearrangem ent, setting up a selfconsistent eld
to screen their large charging energy, due to degeneracy
and con nement. The con ning potential can be engi-
neered by spatially dependent doping, discontinuities in
the band structure, or a com bination ofboth, as in m ost
IV heterojinction quantum channels [38].

Taking the latter as our exam ple, ket us ook for the
e ect of the lJarge selfconsistent C oulom b energy on the

uctuations ofthe tw o-din ensionalelectron gas @DEG).
A channel with density ng In the plane of con nem ent
contains n g carriers in area

% Ms))=ks T lg: (5)
m = h? is the 2DEG density of states. For

N ng= DkpT Ihfl+ expl(

Here D =

OwehaveS £ )/ T=Tr for Ferm item perature Ty = "
S (0)FS (0) is ndegpendent of T . In the lim i T

=kp . D egeneracy forces the hot-electron noise
T the electrons

S (0)FS (0) 1. Thedotdashed IneisforT = 300

sin plicity we assum e ground-state occupation only, at
subband energy "o hs). The density dependence of
"o hs) re ects the strong Coulomb repulsion within the
2DEG, con ned In the quantum well perpendicular to
the channel.

E quation (5) can be varied In two ways to arrive at the
charge— uctuation strength over the channel. If the in—
temalpotential is frozen, "o (ns) rem ainsata xed valie.
W ith this varational restriction, the 2DEG form ofEqg.
(3) for the driven channelbecom es R6]

X @N
f @©= N = kBT@—

"o ()
DkgT
1+ exp[("o s)

6)

)= T1
Lifting the restriction on the intemal potential now al-
Jow s forthe natural, selfconsistent relaxation ofthe local

eld due to the charge uctuations. W e do this by in-
cluding the negative-feedback term that com es from the
density dependence of "y (ns( )), present on the right-

hand side of Egq. (5). The selfscreening of £ then
m eans that
X X
kBT—N= ef = 1 b £
1 Nd" @N
= —— 2 kT — (7a)
dng @

"o (ns)

where ©f *? is the equilbrium distribution of uctua-
tions, In the full presence of selfconsistency. Eq. (7a)



can be rearranged to give a closed expression for the to-
talnumber uctuation

N N
N =kgT— = ; (7o)
N d"o
1+
kBT d.ns

In com plete analogy wih the Thom asFem i screening
form ula for the buk electron gas [3].

T hrough the globalneutrality condition, G auss’ theo—
rem again leads straight to a dynam icalsum rule for the
2DEG uctuations:

S = = .
£ )= N T (7c)

o~
o)
=]
&
®

where © (t) denotes the tim edependent m ean-square
distrbbution of the uctuations out of equilbbriim , w ith
11l selfconsistency. Eq. (7c), ke Eq. 3) befre i, is
an exact relation w ith a rigorous kinetictheoreticalbasis
Rel.

classical

0.5 1

ng [1 0"%em™?]

FIG. 4.

E ect of inhom ogeneous Coulomb screening on the quantum -well con ned electron population in an

A 1G aA s/InG aA s/G aA shetero junction, asa function ofsheet electron density ng . Solid line: the suppression coe cient

for degenerate carrier uctuations, ¢

AN =N ; refer to Eq. (7c) In the text. D ot-dashed line: T he unscreened

(freecarrier) ratio N =N ofmean-square number uctuations to mean carrier number. This ratio m easures the

degeneracy of the system ; a an aller valie m eans higher degeneracy. Both N =N and

¢ are Intin ately related to

the system ’s com pressibility; see Egs. (9) and (10). D otted line: in the classical lin it both ratios are unity. W hen
there is no degeneracy, there is no inhom ogeneous C oulom b suppression of the com pressibility.

In Figure 4 we show the behavior of equilbbriuim uc-
tuations in a psesudom orphicA 1G aA s/InG aA s/G aA shet-
erojunction at room tem perature. Under nom aloperat-
ing conditions, even w ithout cryogenic cooling, the quan-—
tum oon ned elctron gas suppresses its them al uctu—
ations by up to 50% below the freeelectron value Eqg.
6)).

Just as Eq. (3) necessarily enforces the tem perature
scaling of all nonequilbriuim them al uctuations, so
must Eg. (7) enforce, In an inhom ogeneous m esoscopic
contact, the scaling of nonequilbrium uctuations w ith
Coulomb suppression. M uch m ore than that, Coulomb
suppression is com pktely determ ined by the equilborium
state. This has de nite { and observable { physical con-
sequences.

W e have preview ed som e of them a pr, and com pletely
generic, resuls of the kinetic approach to m esoscopic
transport. In particular, we have highlighted the m i~
croscopic structure of the uctuations, and of their sum

rules, as being vital to the m akeup of basic nonequilib—
rium processes. W e now discuss the technicalities ofhow
this com es about.

3.NONEQUILIBRIUM KINETICS

T he focus ofthis section is on the conceptual structure
ofthe form alism , w th m athem atics in support. First we
recapiuilate the open-system assum ptions previewed In
Sec. 2. W e link these to the essential sum ruls that
the uctuations ofan electron gasm ust satisfy. Then we
show that transm issive-di usive m odels are in violation
of at least one of these constraints: the com pressibility
sum rule. Finally, we survey our rigorous kinetic solution
for transport and noise.

Together w ith every other m odel of current and noise
In m etals, ncluding the tranam issive-di usive description
©{14], our kinetic approach requires



an idealthermm albath regulating the size of energy
exchanges w ith the conductor, while iself always
rem aining in the equilbriim state;

idealm acroscopic carrier reservoirs (leads) in open
contact w ith the conductor, w ithout them selvesbe—
ing driven out of their local equilborium ;

absolute charge neutrality of the leads, and overall
neutrality of the intervening conductor.

This standard schem e, consistently applied within the
standard fram ew ork of Boltzm ann and, later, of Landau
and Silin [3,4,15], puts speci ¢ and tight constraints on
the behavior of nonequilbbrium current noise.

T he electron gas in each asym ptotic lead is uncondi-
tionally neutral, and satis escanonicalidentities for com —
pressibility and perfect screening R,3]. It has long been
understood that they em body the quantitative e ects of
degeneracy (com pressibility sum rule) and ofG auss’ the-
oram (perfect-screening sum rul).

E ach criterion entails a precise num erical relation be—
tween the m ean charge density and its uctuation. Som e
feeling for the cardinal role ofthe electron-gas sum rulks,
In noise and transport together, can be gained by looking
m ore closely at the com pressibility.

3.1 Com pressibility: a C ase Study in Sum Rules
3.1.1 Com pressibility and E lectron-G as P hysics

T he com pressbility sum rule links the local physical
density of the electron gas n ("r (r)) to the system ’s lo-
cal, screened polarization function ¢ (g ke;! = 0) In
its adiabatic lim i, for wavelengths long relative to the
Inverse Fem iwavevectorkF1 . Thus B]

SCurrent conservation is frequently discussed In the sense
of an augm ented particle ux that includes the displacem ent
term associated with Poisson’s equation. The sum of the
two has zero divergence; consider the equation of conserva-—
tion (continuity)

@n @
-+ =
@t @r

J= 0;

which com es from taking traces over k in the equation ofm o—
tion (referto Eqg. (16) In the text). Poisson’s equation for the
density gives

@n @ @
4e—=— — E
@t @t @r

T hen the continuity equation can be recast as

len 1 .4 2 X g @)
n? @"; nz °% n? (v kg T °

Comparison wih Eq. (3) Inmediately shows the inti-
m ate connection between this canonical equilbrium re—
lation, and the conservation oftotal uctuation strength
in a conductor taken out of equilbrium .

Letusgo to the globalform ofthe com pressbility rule,

@N X
_— = — rh £ ¥ @)i
NZ@ N 7k T (r) (r)
NksT N '
wheret?etraoeoverspjn andm om entum statesish
2= (r) . W e m ake three observations.
In the lim it of the classicalgas, N = N . Then

the dealgas law show s that the right-hand side is
the inverse of the pressure. The pressure is the
therm odynam ic buk m odulus, ° .

In the quantum regine, N < N . The exclu—
sion principle keeps the electrons apart, m aking
the system stier so that (in a lbose sense) this
isthe Fem igasanalog ofvan derW aals’ hard-core
m odel.

E lectron-hole symm etry is fuindam ental. The m i-
croscopic basis of com pressbility lies within the
sam e ekctron-hok pair uctuations that determ ine
the structure of the polarization response fuinction

0@;!); see also Footnote 4, Section 2.4 above.
T he dynam ical evolution of the electron-hole pair
excitations within ( (g;! ) is kinem atically corre—
Jated by m icroscopic charge and current conserva—
tion 5 expressed through the electron-hole symm e~
try of transport R,3]; referalso to Fig. 1 ). The



very sam e, Inherently correlated, electron-hole pro-
cesses determ ine the noise 25,26].

For a nonuniform conductor, we m ust com pute the
total response to a change in global chem ical po—
tential. A sbefore (recallEqg. (7c)) we now have

N p—
N 2 N 2kg T
X h f @i
(r) = .
h £ (x)idUy (¥)
r 1+
ks T  dn ()
N : 10)
NksT N

The Intemal Coulomb correlations, which deter-
m Ine the localm ean— eld potential Uy (r), Increase
the free energy of the electrons. This m akes the
electrons sti er yet, over and above the exchange
correlations evident n Eq. (9). It is a classic it
lustration of Coulomb screening at work, and is
obviously a m apr physical process in m esoscopic
structures whose spatial irreqularities are large, or
else approach the scale ofthe screening length R6].

3.1.2 Com pressibility and Transm issiveD 1 usive
P henom enology

In Section 2 we discussed how the total uctuation
strength of a m esoscopic conductor is nvariant, w hether
it is In equilbriuim or not. W e now see that this is
closely tied to the m icroscopics of the com pressibiliy.
O ne should therefore ask for the corregoonding behavior
of N in a typicaltranam issive-di usive m odel.

A sa concrete exam ple w e take the noise theory ofM ar-
tin and Landauer B] for an electronic conductor. W e
could as well have taken the LandauerB uttiker descrip—
tion [7,14].) In addition, we recall that de Jong and
Beenakker have argued for an equivalence between the
tranam issive-di usive m ethod and that of sam iclassical
(B oltzm ann-Langevin) theory [13].

The m odel of Ref. B] builds up the current-current
correlation fiinction from the set ofallpossible quantum -
transam ission events through the conducting region. W e
take their one-din ensional (1D ) noise calculation for a
sam ple of length L and (constant) tranam ission proba—
bility T . Follow ing their Egs. (2.6){ (2.15), the linear
number uctuation N can be computed.® W e arrive at
the m ean-square value

2 2. n 2 s D S D
N h( N) hNii=L— T“kgT+ T (1 Ty——ocoth ———
i 2" 2 Z#kBT
kg T T 1 T
n el I@ T s 0Ly (s p)=2keT) an
2" 3 2kg T

wheren = 2kg= isthe 1D carrierdensity whike s and
p are, regpectively, the \chem ical potentials" assum ed
for the equilbrium state of the source and drain leads.
Typically, as does every other di usive m odel, the
M artin-L.andauer theory supposes that the EM F poten—
tialeV xesthe di erence between the source and drain
chem ical potentials:

1z)

h i

g 2
@r @t 4 e

The total ux is divergenceless if and only if the origihating
equation of m otion is gauge invariant. There is no way to
guarantee this result otherw ise.

®The quantity N has nothing to do w ith the electron-hole
pair uctuations intrinsic to the system . It isgenerated purely
by the carriers that enter and leave the device, in P oissonian
fashion. As it tums out, N is sinply proportional to the
current uctuation for that m odel. N ote that this is charac—
teristic ofallm odelsbuilt w ith the sam e tranan issive-di usive
argum ents as M artin and Landauer’s.

10

Tt follow s directly that, to leading order In the EM F, the
di usively driven M artin-L.andauer theory predicts

" #
N N TA T) e 2
—_— = — T + ; 3)
N N 3 2kg T
in which
N * kT
N 2m



isthe 1D equilbbrium ratio ofthe totalm ean-square num —
ber uctuation to total carrier num ber.

IfEgs. (2) and (3) are correct, as we w ill prove, then
Eqg. (13) violates the com pressbility sum rule. There—
fore the uctuation structure ofthis di usive m odelalso
violates num ber conservation.

This is the cost of neglecting electron-hole symm e-
try in the construction of pseudodi usive transport. A1l
tranam issive-di usive m odels do this w thout exosption.
For an interesting comm ent on such violations, see Ref.
4], Eg. (51) and subsequent paragraph.

One can now answer the two core questions posed in
our Introduction :

Q .D o tranam issive-di usive theories fillly respect
all of the essential physics of the electron gas?
A .No.

Q . Ifnot, why not?
A .There are two reasons.

(i) The total uctuation N in the tranam issive—

di usive m odels depends on the transport param —
eter T . It vanisheswih T . Aswe have seen, the
com pressibility is an equilbrium property insensi-
tive to extermal sources ofelastic scattering (such as
potentialbarriers) which x T . ThusEq. (13) can—
not recover the physical com pressibility, even in the
elm entary zero— eld lim it of such m odels. Noris it
possbl to invoke C oulom b suppression to account
for the spurious dependence on T . T his unphysical
resul is for a unifom , freeelectron m odel.

(i1) Such theories grossly m istreat the role of the
equilbrium state in each bounding reservoir. T he
relevant themm odynam ic chem ical potentials are
not at all 5 and p, but the undisturbed equilibb—
rium values. These rem ain Iocally invariant w ithin

each lead. O nly then can the electron reservoirs ful-

11 their role: to stabilize, screen, and con ne the

nonequilbrium elds and their uctuations w ithin

the active region [18,19,25,29]. At zero current, of
course, each lead chem icalpotentialalignsw ith the
glbal )

In view ofthe prevalence of pseudodi usive think—
ing, one cannot reassert su ciently strongly the
overw helm ing physical im portance of this uncon—
ditional constraint: the reservoirs’ chem ical poten—
tials are always local and always undisturced.

Unequivocally, these lcatequilbrium quantities
are the only ones that can appear in the transport
description. That is the only rule com patible w ith
the m icroscopic structure of the electron gas, both
in the sam pl and its stabilizing leads.

11

3.2 N onequilibrium C arrier D istribution

Tooon m the uctuation sum rulesEgs. (3) and (7c),
discon m ing In the process the counterfeit uctuation
equation (11),wem ust show that the nonequilbbriim car-
rier uctuations are linear functionals of the equilbbrium
ones. From this follow all of the resuls that we have
already discussed.

W ew illneed the one<electron equilbrium distrdbution.
&t is

"« + Up (r)

9= 1+ exp T
B

14)
The conduction-band energy "y can vary (inplicitly)
wih r if the local band structure varies, as in a
heterojinction. The mean— eld potential Ug (r) van-—
ishes asym ptotically in the leads, and satis es the self-
consistent P oisson equation ( is the background-lattice
dielectric constant)

e@; E= ﬁ hf*? (r)i
Qr

r?U, n () 15)
in which, for later use, Eg (r) is the Intemal eld In
equilbrium (recall that a nonuniform system sustains
nonzero Intemal elds). The @onuniform ) neutraliz—
ing background density n* (r) goes to the sam e constant
value, n, as the electrons in the (unifom ) leads.

W e study the sam iclassical Bolzm ann{Landau-Silin
equation. There is a substantialbody of work, at every
level, on this transport equation. Am ong the analyses
that we have found m ost useful, we cite Refs. 20,40,41]
for Boltzm ann-oriented kinetic descriptions and Refs.
[3,15,42] form ore Ferm iliquid-oriented ones in the spirit
of Landau and Silin.

T he kinetic equation, sub ct to the totalintemal eld

E (r;t), can be w ritten as

@

— + D ; f = W [fl: 1

@t+ E ;9] (t) [£] 16)
HereD [E] W% @=Qr (€E =h) @=Qk isthe convective

operatorand W [£] is the collision operator, whose ker-
nel (local In real space) is assum ed to satisfy detailed
balance, as usual R0]. Even for singleparticle inpu-
rity scattering, Pauliblocking of the outgoing scattering
states still m eans that W is generally nonlnear in the
nonequilbrium function f (t).

Since we follow the standard B oltzm ann{Landau-Silin
form alism [3,20,41], all of our resuls will com ply with
the conservation law s. T he nonlinear properties of these
results extend as far as the Inbuilt lim its of the sam iclas-
sical fram ework. T hese go m uch further than any m odel
restricted to the weak— eld domain. Since we rely ex—
pressly on the whole uctuation structure provided by
Fem iHiquid theory [B], allofthe fundam ental sum rules
are incorporated.

W e develop ourtheory forthe steady-state distribution
f outofequilbriim by expressing it as an explicit finc—
tionalofthe equilbrium distrbution. T he latter satis es
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the second equality follow Ing by detailed balance. Sub-—
tract the corresponding sides ofEq. (17) from both sides
of the tin e-independent version ofEq. (16). On intro-
ducing the di erence function g f 9, one obtains
X
I DEE@N+W® KElg
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W Pgl:
The unit operator in Eq. (18) is
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and the linearized operator W O[] is the variational
derivative

. W]
o [ _—
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Last, the collision term
X
wPgl W oE] W ] WO Elg

carries the residual nonlinear contributions. A though
W [£%9]is dentically zero by detailed balance, W ° , [£%9]
isnot. W emust om ally keep the equilbrium quantiy,
via W ®[g], on the right-hand side ofEq. (18) becausewe
w il require its variational derivative.
G Iobalneutrality enforces the fundam ental constraint
X X

g @©hy@)i= 0: 19)

r

W e need not elaborate; Eq. (19) is the iInm ediate con-
sequence of the generalboundary conditions introduced
at the Section’s beginning. From i, all of the sum rule
resuls are derived.

The lrading right-hand term in Eqg. (18) is responsi-
ble for the functionaldependence ofg on the equilbriim
distrbbution (this is in portant because dependence on
equilibrium —state properties carries through to the varia—
tionally derived steady-state uctuations). T he electric—

eld factor can be w ritten as
E @ Eo@ E@=Ecx@+Eng®);
where E o4t (r) is the extemal driving eld, and the in—
duced eld E jq4 (r) obeys

X

I D EE)+W° F1G o=1

12

4 e .
—hg(r)i: 20)

Equation (20) guarantees that g vanishes in the equilib—
rium lim it. This m aintains the so-called adiabatic con—
nection of the nonequilbrium solution £ to £9.

3.3 N onequilibrium F luctuations; A nalytical Form

Now we consider the nonequilbriim uctuation
f (). It satis es the Well docum ented) linearized
equation ofm otion [40,41]
X @ o

aﬂ-D E)] +W

]l £ @©= 0:

@1)

T his equation rem ains sub Fct to the sam e unconditional
boundary constraintsthat we have discussed. In the Lan—
dau Fem i-liquid regin e, it generates all of the dynam i~
calproperties of the uctuating electron gas. Once i is
solved, all of the physical properties of the current uc—
tuations can be com puted.

For the adiabatict ! 1 lmi, £ () ! £ rep-
resents the average strength of the spontaneous back-
ground uctuations, induced in the steady state by the
idealthem albath. It is one oftw o essential com ponents
that detem ine the dynam ical uctuations. The other
com ponent is the dynam icalG reen fiinction for the inho-
m ogeneous version ofEqg. (21). See Ref. R6].

In a strongly degenerate system f dictates the ex—
plicit T -scaling of all them ally based noise through is
finctional dependence on the equilbriim distribution

f7@). We saw this .n Egs. (4) and (7). Now we
prove i.
D e ne the variational derivative

g
£7

E

o ff] @2)

This operator obeys a steady-state equation obtained
from Eqg. (18) by taking variations on both sides. N ote
that we restrict the vardation by keeping the total inter—
nal eld constant. This provides us w ith the nonequi-
lbrium Fem iliquid response of the system (dom nated
by degeneracy). The selfconsistent Coulomb eld uc-
tuations can be obtained, system atically, by lifting the
variational restriction. See our Ref. 26].
The equation forG is

WO LFEl+ w0 ,[F: 23)



T he explicit and closed form for G, which we do not give
here, is obtained from know ledge the dynam ical G reen
function for the linearized equation ofm otion, Eq. (21)
25,26]. Them ain point, of utm ost physical in portance,
is that the expression
X
f £+ o £

G (24)

0

satis es the steady-state form of Eq. (1) exactly. In
the form above, f is the de nitive solution for the
steady-state, m ean-square uctuation In nonequilbriim
transport.

Egs. (3) and (4) can now be con m ed in steady state
by invoking the unconditional neutrality of g; see Eqg.
(19). This inm ediately In plies

X

G o=0 fPran % (5a)
Hence
|
X X X X
£ = £+ G o £
0

X

= £ 9, (25b)

which establishes the static form of the com pressbiliy
sum rule; an exact constraint on the nonequilbbrium car-
rier uctuations In a mesoscopic conductor. It holds
under very general boundary conditions and m odes of
scattering (quasiparticle interactions are included in the
collision IntegralW [f], as well as extermal collision pro—
cesses) . A wellcontrolled theory ofm esoscopicnoisem ust
take the com pressibility sum ruk into acoount at the very
Jeast (there are severalothers [B]).

T he stationary uctuation properties of a driven sys—
tem are intim ately connected to its dynam ic response.
W e end this technical discussion wih a description of
the noise spectral density.

3.4 N onequilibrium F luctuations: D ynam ics
3.4.1 D ynam ic F uctuation Structure

T he tim edependent G reen function is the variational
derivative (with Coulomb e ects restricted)

f©

£) e
E

R oft t %

i (26)

t Y is the Heaviside unitstep fiinction. In the low -
eld lim i, the Fourder transform ofR isclosely related to
the Intemalm akeup ofthe dynam icpolarization ¢ (g;!)
B]. It can be solved routinely 21,22,40,41].
T he exact solution to the equation ofm otion for the
dynam ical uctuation, Eqg. (21), is
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f @©= R o) £ o: (27a)
0
P
T he conserving nature ofR in plies that R ofty=1
Prall ° I dliowsthat R5]
X X X X
f )= R o) £ o= f o: @7b)

W ith Eqg. (Q7b) and Eqg. (25b) in association, we com —
plete the prom ised derivation of Eq. (3), which essen-
tially xesthe dynam ic globalcom pressibility in a m eso—
scopic conductor out of equilibrium .

From the point of view of m icroscopic analysis, our
derivation is entirely standard and thus de nitive. The
only way to circumvent its negative im plication for
tranam issive-di usive theory, would be to show that is
long-established basis In electron-gasphysics { goingback
alm ost a century { is erroneous.

T he proof for the exact C oulom b—suppressed com press—
bility Eqg. (10) develops along parallel lines, apart from
the added selfconsistency feature. It is fully set out in
Ref. R6].

3.4.2 CurrentC urrent C orrelation

For the current autocorrelation we require the tran-
sient part of the propagatorR [40,41],

C of©)=R o) R o! 1): (28)

T he transient propagator carries all the dynam ical corre—

lations. A s is standard practice 40,41], the ux autocor—

relation can be w ritten down directly in tem s ofC and

f:
X
® @«9

k

X
Sss @cir%D) [ ekl o®
kO
[ eWko] £ o (29)

w here for ilustration we select the x-com ponents of the
velocities. (T his is the m ost relevant term for a uniform
conductorw ith the driving eld acting along the x-axis.)

Let us outline the physical meaning of Eq. (29).
In steady state, the average uctuation strength is

f. Once a spontaneous them al uctuation W ith this

strength) arises w ithin the system , i evolres and decays
as a result of collisional processes. T he transient evoli—
tion, and is characteristic tin e constant, are given by C .
T here are three parts to the exercise:

@) the cbct v° f © represents, in the m ean, a spon—
taneous ux uctuation.

) After tine t, the
C ©v° £ O

(©) T he velociy autocorrelation that describes this dy—
nam icalprocess is vC (t)v° £ °.

uctuation has evolved to



3.4.3 Tem perature Scaling

Since S5y scales with £, which itself scales with
f ®4, our conclusion for the current-current uctuation
iIn a degenerate conductor is inescapable.

In a m etallic system , the currentcurrent correlator
always scales with tem perature T .

T his strict result leaves tranam issive-di usivem odels [14]
in a di cul, indeed untenable, position. On the one
hand, their current-current correlatorm ust revert to the
m andatory Johnson-Nyquist form at low elds. This is
canonically proportionalto T . On the other hand, con—
sider the high—- eld, low —frequency lin it ofthe noise spec-
traldensity in the theory ofRef. B], whose form is iden—
tical for all of the theories In question:

SWv;it=0)
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Thedom inant term isthe last one on the right-hand side,
ascribed to shotnoise processes. It does not scale with
tem perature, as required by the com pressbility sum rule.
Tt ollow s that the current-current correlator in such a
m odel, on which the derivation ofS (V;!) isbased, can—
not be the canonicalone, Egq. 29) #0,41]. Hence

Equation (30) and the LandauerButtiker-Im ry
phenom enology that leads directly to it, are in m an—
ifest and irreconcilabl con ict with canonicalm i-
croscopics.

D oes the strict T -scaling of Sy5 m ean that shot noise
is an ilkde ned concept In the kinetic description of a
degenerate m esoscopic conductor? N ot at all. Shot noise
isa reale ect

The canonically obtained form for Sy; { wih s T-—
scaling { clearly in plies that shot-noise uctuationsofa
degenerate conductor m ust have a physical origin, and
behavior, entirely distinct from its thermm al uctuations.
T herefore

Shot noise m ust have a m icroscopic description en—
tirely distinct from that for \hotelkctron" noise, in—
oorporated within Eq. (29).

W e do not give the kinetictheoretical treatm ent of shot
noise In the present review . Such a treatm ent is avail-
able in our Refs. R7] and [B9]. In essence, shot noise
is a tin eof ight process m easured between the device
boundaries. (Its intuitive m eaning is well depicted by
M artin and Landauer [B], though In a form alisn incom —
patible w ith the electron gas.)
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Shot noise nvolves discrete changes in the total car-
rier number N . By contrast, therm al noise is a volum e-
distrbbuted process. It nvolves continuous changes of
intermal energy. The two are num erically very di er—
ent, though both share the sam e variational, m icroscopic
buiding blocks: C and @f=@ or, in the case of shot
noise, @£=@N .

3.5 Coda

Ourprin ary goalism et. W e have described the struc-
ture and physical consequences of a kinetic approach to
noise that is strictly conserving. T he intent of our rst—
principlesm esoscopics program is aptly put by Im ry and
Landauer B]:

Kubo’s linearresponse theory is essentially an extended
theory of polrizability. Some supplkmentary hand-
waving is nesded to calkulate a dissipative e ect such as
conductance, for a sam pke with boundaries where elec—
trons enter and lave... A fter all, no theory that ignores
the interfaces ofa sam pk to the rest of its circuit can pos—
sbly calulte the resistance of such a sam pk of lim ited
extent.

N o m ore need be said, save for four incidental rem arks.

A properly constituted conductance and uctua-
tion theory of the electron gas IS a theory of the
polarizability 25,29]. A polarization-based m odel
is not a m atter of taste; the physics of electron-
hole processes in the electron gas [B] dem ands
it. A 1l selfstyled altematives are nonconservative.
Furthem ore, the Kubo conductance formula [B7]
em erges directly from an axiom atic derivation of
the uctuation-dissipation theorem (an accom plish—
m ent beyond Ref. O] and its like).

No hand-waving, supplem entary or otherwise, is
needed to calculate dissipation. T hat is autom atic
for a m odel (such as K ubo’s) which guarantees its

uctuation-dissipation theorem from rst princi-
ples R9], rather than having to take i on faith.

Tt isnotm erely wellknown how to include dissipa—
tion; it is obligatory to do so explicitly, m icroscop—
ically, and in perfect ham ony w ith gauge invari-
ance. Even thehum bl D rudem odel { w ith itssup—
posedly \prin itive" understanding { easily achieves
that m uch, at least [18,29,43,44]. T he sam e cannot
be said of purely intuitive schem es.

T ransn issive-di usive phenom enology itself ignores
the avow edly crucial interface physics. T hat iswhy
it m istreatsthe canonicalcom pressibility so grossly.



K inetic theory, unlike the pseudodi usive m indset, re—
soects the sum rules that have been established { uni-
versally and decades ago R{4] { as de nitive expres-
sions of the Fem iliquid origin of electron-hole corre-
lations. They govem two phenom ena, conduction and
noise. It remains to give a m apr application of what
is, in every way, a thoroughly conventionalm icroscopic
approach: the behavior of high-current them alnoise in
one-din ensional ballistic w ires and quantum point con—
tacts.

4. BALLISTIC N O ISE

W e review our results for 1D ballistic noise, reported
recently and m ore fully in Ref. R8]. That work has the
com plete details. T he quantity that we w ish to calculate
is the long-tin e lim it of the them alnoise correlation
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fora 1D m esoscopic conductor of length L. O ur calcula—
tion coversboth di usive and ballistic cases, but we focus
on the latter.

4.1 Transport P roblem

RecallFig. 2 for a m esoscopic w ire in close electrical
contact w ith its reservoirs. T he w ire is uniform , exoept
possbly in the restricted fringing regions w here the cur-
rent, as it is n gcted and extracted, strongly perturbs the
localelectrons. This induces a net charge displacam ent,
resoonsble for Landauer’s resistivity dipole B], which is
also the EM F . Under the conditions of strong screening
and phase breaking in posed by the reservoirs, it can be
argued that the carriers crossing the active region have no
detailed m em ory of the boundary disturbances. W ithin
the w ire, they are M arkovian and obey the spatially ho—
m ogeneous form of the kinetic equation, Eq. (16).

Furthem ore, the explicit presence of the current
source and sink [L7], wih their associated regions of
strong relaxation by scattering, m eans physically that
the dissipative e ects of inelastic collisions m ust be ex—
plicitly represented. Once again, we stress that vague
appeals to dissipative relaxation in the leads’ asym ptotic
equilbrium state 9] avail nothing to the description of
real driven m esoscopic transport.

T he ballistic kinetic equation is
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The uniform driving eld is E V=L . For the colli-
sion operator we adopt a Boltzm ann-D rude form that
includes the inelastic collision tine i, ("x) aswellas the
elastic tine <1 ("x). The structure of the inelastic col
lision contribution on the right-hand side autom atically
ensures charge and current conservation.

T he solution to Eq. (32) can be w ritten down analt—
ically for collision tin es that are ilndependent of particle
energy 28]. In the sense of our open-system kinetics, the
1D w ire is collision-free (that is, ballistic) when the dom —
nantm ean free paths v i, and v o1 (forFem ivelociy
Vg ) are at theirm axim um span. T hat happensonly when
both are equalto the \ballistic length" L between the re-
gions of strong relaxation, at the current entry and exit
points. T he ballistic length is therefore set by the Iongest
m ean free path in the problem , which cannot be greater
than the distance between the sites for relaxation.

This ballistic condition leads straight to Landauer’s
ideal quantized conductance R8]:

eZ

(33)
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fora single, occupied subband w ithin the (open) 1D w ire.
W hen conditions are nonideal, so that the wire is ei-
ther \elastic{di usive" (1< i = L=w ) or \nelastic{
dissipative" (i < e1= L=v), then
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T he second ratio on the right-hand side plays the role of
the LandauerB uttikertrananm ission probability T except
that nelastic e ects are fully included; the tranam issive—
di usive treatment of T adm its only coherent, purely
elastic, scattering [9,14].

4.2 B allistic H ot-electron N oise

N onideality in the 1D conductance is welldocum ented
In m any ballistic tests of Landauer’s quantized form ula.
N onideal conductance appears even In the m ost re ned
state-ofthe-art m easurem ents, notably the recent ones
by de P icciotto et al. 45]. It is of great interest to pre—
dict the corresponding nonidealbehavior of the nonequi-
Ibrium them alnoise.

O ur oconserving kinetic theory, worked out according
to the m ethods descrbbed in Sec. 3, results In a noise
soectral density that is exact for the trangport m odel of
Eqg. (32). Expressed as the them al hot—electron excess
noise within a given subband of carrier states in the 1D
conductor, say the ith one, it is
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where ¢ 1=n;kp T isthe classicalcom pressibility. T he
subscripts \i" on all quantities identify the subband; for
Instance (In the case that inelastic phonon em ission m od—
i es the ideal conductance), we have
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Note once again the overall T -scaling of the excess
noise n Eq. (35). This is due to is obviously inti-
m ate link w ith the com pressibility, entering via the factor
= fl = n ;=n;j. I is the necessary consequence ofm
croscopic conservation. As we saw above, tranam issive—
di usive approaches are seriously defective in that essen—
tial regard.

W e m ake several com m ents on the nature of the bal-
listic hotelectron spectral density.

T he dependence on collision tin es (the last right-
hand factor in Eq. (35)) is greatly enhanced over
that 0ofG ;. Asthe 1D structure is taken beyond its
low current regim g, the excess therm alnoise should
re ect much more strongly the onset of nonideal
behavior.

The nonlinear orm of $°(V ) as a function of V
show s that it is not shot noise. This is not too
astonishing, in view ofour earlier discussion.

W hen inelastic e ects are dom Inant, i,;; is small
and m akes the ratio S;°=G; snall Conversly,
when i;; becom es arti cially lJarge (the inelastic
mean free path is m ade to exceed is m axim um
physical lim i, L), then S{°=G ; diverges.

T his divergence indicates that noise m odels relying
on elastic scattering alone, for their current-volage
resoonse, are them odynam ically unstable beyond
the zero— eld lin it. T here is sin ply no m echanian
for eld-excited carriers to shed excess energy. T he
excess then m anifests as an uncontrolled broaden—
ing of their distribbution, and a very large them al
noise spectrum .

In the highly degenerate regim e, the noise spec—
trum scaks as = §F = kg T=2( "), where ",
is the subband threshold energy. For a well lked
subband, the noise is strongly suppressed. In the
classical lim i, Si*° becom es independent of tem per-
atureas ;= ¢! 1.

E xperim entson 1D ballistic w ires or on quantum point
contacts are designed so that the subband occupancies in
their structures can be system atically changed via a gate—
controlpotential [46,45]. W e have described the m arked
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behavioral change in the hot-electron noise as a function
of subband density n;. This suggests som e intriguing
possbilities for excessnoise m easurem ents in 1D w ires,
particularly at higher sourcedrain elds.

4.3 Results

T he llow ing scenario now unfolds. W hen a subband
is depopulated (classical lim it; "  kgT),the factor
i= StofS¥S isat tsm axinum value, unity. Atthe same
tim e, the conductance G ; isnegligble, since it scalesw ith
n; which vanishes. The vanishing ofG ; m eans that there
is little spectral strength in the noise.
A s we cross the subband threshold wih G; now ris—
ing from nearly zero up to €= h), the factor ;= &

1

starts to drop in m agniude. W ell above the threshold

(quantum lim it; " kg T), G; isamaximum , but
i= = ksgT=2( ") 1.Agai there s little spectral
strength.
W e see that S*® must pass through a m axinum close
to the energy threshold = ". Below i, the noise is

that of a low -density gas of classical carriers. Above, i
is that of a highly degenerate Fermn i system .

Our results are shown in Fig. 5 for a 1D wire wih
two subbands R8]. The peaks in the hot-electron noise
are dram atic, som ew hat unexpected, and m uch less likely
to be resolved in tw o—or three-din ensionalsystem s. T he
peak structures are due directly to the strong in uence of
electron degeneracy (ndeed, of the com pressbility sum
rule) In 1D m etallic system s.

In the sam e F igure, w e display the corresponding ideal-
noise spectraldensity oftranam issive-di usive theory [14]
(refer to Eqg. (30) In the previous Section). A s we have
shown, that approach badly violates the com pressiblity
sum rule and hence charge conservation. In any case,
at high elds it is overshadowed by the hotelectron ex-—
cess noise as com puted In our conserving kinetic m odel.
At low elds, where both kinetic and phenom enologi-
calm odelsbehave quadratically w ith V , the hotelectron
noise is still dom inant R8].

W e also m odel the e ect of nonideal inelastic scatter—
ing by pltting the second (upper-subband) noise con-—
trbution as a function of three di erent collision-tin e
ratios ; = pnp=epsnamely, 2 = 0:6;0:8,and 1. There
is a pronounced loss In strength for the second peak as
the Inelastic e ects are m ade stronger. T he correspond—
ing plots of conductance (right-hand scal) arem uch less
a ected. The sharp 2llo in the excess them al noise
should therefore be a prin e signature of dynam ical pro—
cesses that could m odify ballistic transport as ocbserved.
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FIG . 5. Excess them alnoise and conductance of a ballistic w ire, calculated w ithin a strictly conserving
kinetic m odel. Left scale: the excess noise at the high voltage V. = 9k T=e, nom alized to the ideal
ballistic Johnson-N yquist noise 4G gkg T , isplotted as a function of chem icalpotential . R ight scale: the
corresponding quantized tw o-probe conductance G, nom alized to the universal quantum G, = e’= h.
T he lJargepeaks in the excessnoise occur at the subband crossing pointsofG located atenergies"; = Skg T

and ", = 17kg T . The noise is rem arkably high at the crossing points, where the subband electrons are
chssical. Tt is low at the plateaux In G, where subband degeneracy suppresses them alnoise. T here is
a pronounced sensitivity of S*S to nonideality in G, controlled by the ratio ; = 4= e;;i. The snaller
the ratio, the stronger the inelastic collisions. S*° m anifests nonideality m uch m ore strongly than G

itself. D ashed line: the corresponding excessnoise prediction of the nonconserving tranan issive-di usive

theory; sse Eq. (30). It ismuch sm aller than them alhot-electron noise.

5.5UMM ARY

In thispresentation we have stressed one idea above all:
that transport and noise are deeply Intertw ned. Their
connection ism icroscopic. Thism eansthat am icroscopic
analysis (provided, for Instance, by kinetic theory) is the
only e ective vehicle for accessing the physics of m eso—
soopic noise and transport, in a logically seam less way.

There exists a distinctive set of fundam ental iden—
tities that m ust be satis ed within every truly m icro-
scopicm odel ofm esoscopic conduction. The uctuation-—
dissipation theorem is one such [R0,37]. It is essential
to the understanding of noise as a phenom enon conpint
w ith transport.

A longside that basic theorem , the Ferm iliquid struc-
ture of the electron gas provides the rem aining fiinda—
m ental relations: the sum ruks [B]. They are as criti-
caltom esoscopic transport asthe uctuation-dissipation
relation itself. How scant the regard has been for the
electron-gas sum rulesw ithin m esoscopics { despite those
rules’ long and thoroughly docum ented history R{4] {
can be gauged by the absence of any reference to them ,
even In the m ost authoritative accounts of contem porary
m esoscopic theory [10{12,14].

Satisfaction ofthe sum rules ism andatory for any the—
ory that clain s to describe degenerate electrons. This
appliesm ost especially to every candidatem odelofm eso—
scopic noise.

In the area of nonequilbrium m esoscopic conduction,
w e have covered the physical genesis and signi cance of
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one ofthe prim ary sum rules, that forthe com pressibility.
T here are three conclusions:

A correctly form ulated kinetic theory ofm esoscopic
transport and uctuations, for open m etallic con—
ductors, w ill satisfy the com pressibility sum rule.
This severely constrains the uctuation spectrum
even at high elds. W e have shown that the sam e,
Invariant, sum rule is valid well beyond the near—
equilbriim regim e.

In an inhom ogeneous m etallic conductor, strong
Intemal Coulom b correlations m odify the uctua-
tions. They, and hence the current noise, are self-
consistently suppressed by the increased electro—
static energy. T he additionalC oulom b suppression
Jow ers the value of the equilbrium com pressibility.

The suppressed com pressbility persists, w ithout
any alteration, even when the degenerate system
is driven out of equilbrium . W e predict that the
signature of this suppression will be ound In re—
duced levels of excess hot-electron noise for certain
quantum -wellcon ned channels R6].

T he com pressibility sum rule isviolated by allm eso
scopic noise m odels based on the paradigm of (co-
herent) tranam ission linked to di usion. The lat—
ter, especially, is incom patible w ith the open reser—
voirs’ crucial fuinction in controlling the m agnitude
ofnonequilbrium noise in a degenerate m esoscopic
conductor.



T he overall tem perature scaling ofthe them al uc—
tuation spectrum is a necessary consequence of
degeneracy, expressed through the com pressibiliy
sum rule. That scaling too is violated by every
transm issive-di usive m odel, w thout exception.

Sum -rule violations place a prodigious question m ark
over a theory’s physical coherence. No am ount of ratio—
nalization can undo this degree of Inconsistency.

In one dim ension, our strictly conserving kinetic the-
ory of transport and noise recovers { as it should { the
quantized Landauer conductance steps observed in open
(thus phase—incoherent) contacts R8]. It also m akes pos—
sble the calculation of nonequilbriim hot-electron noise
in a one-dim ensionalballistic device 8,32,33].

A s the carrder density in the device changes, strking
peaks appear In the excess thermm al noise. These fea-
tures contain detailed inform ation on the dynam ics of
nonideal trangoort in the sam ple. They are unrelhted to
shot noise, which is a quite distinct form of nonequi-
lbrium electron-hole uctuation. Num erically, they
dom inate the corresponding prediction of tranam issive—
di usive phenom enology.

E lsewhere we apply our kinetic analysis of ballistic
noise to the celebrated quantum -point-contact noisem ea—
surem ents by Reznikov et al. 46]. O ur conservative ki-
netic com putation show s that the linear dispersion ofex—
cesscurrentnoise, w th EM F, is far from being the unique
signature of shot noise. The much-enhanced sensitivity
of hot-electron noise to electron-phonon processes, aswe
have discussed, accounts for the cbservationsequally well
B32,47].

In the future, we will expand our set of applications
to cover the ne details of low -din ensional m esoscopic
conduction. A s to the Reznikov et al. data (6], a sec-
ond and ba ing set of observations should be exam ined:
the anom alous sequence of strong noise peaks at the low —
est subband threshold, for xed levels of the source-drain
current. T here, the Landauer-B uttiker noise theory [14]
predicts, not the strong (@nd quite unexpected) peaks
that actually appear 6], but a totally featurelessm ono—
tonic drop In the noise signalright across the low est sub—
band threshold.

Those anom alous peaks have been analyzed [B3,47].
They are quite them al. They respond in a most re—
m arkable way to eld-induced, nelastic electron-phonon
scattering. Their resolution rests with the unexpected
behavior that kinetic theory reveals for the spoectrum of
excited ballistic electrons.
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