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1. Introduction

In condensed m atterphysics,the interactions between the constituents of

the system are typically known.The building blocks are m ere electrons,

protonsand neutrons,theircollectivebehaviorhasbeen shown to lead to a

variety ofastonishingphenom ena.Classicexam plesofsuch quantum corre-

lated system saresuperconductivity [1],superuidity [2]and thefractional

quantum Halle�ect (FQ HE) [3].In these instances,the departure from

usualbehaviorisoften sym ptom aticofthepresenceofa non trivialground

state:aground statewhich cannotbedescribed by asystem aticapplication

ofperturbation theory on thenoninteracting system .

Investigations on such ground states naturally lead to that ofthe ele-

m entary excitations ofthe system .O ne typically probes the system with

an externalinteraction which triggersthepopulation ofexcited states.The

subsequentm easurem entofthetherm odynam icalpropertiesthen provides

som e crucialinform ation.From a di�erentangle,transportm easurem ents

dealwith open system s connected to reservoirs.There are severalways

to approach the issue of(quasi)-particle correlations using transport ex-

perim ents.O ne can chose to study a system where interactions are m ost

explicit,such astheFQ HE,otherwise,to look forstatisticalinteractionsin

Ferm iand Bose system s.Noise being a m ulti-particle diagnosis,itcan be

em ployed to study both issues.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0209517v1
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The aim of this chapter is to describe two situations where positive

noisecorrelationscan bedirectly m onitored using a transportexperim ent,

either with a superconductoror with a correlated electron system .To be

m oreprecise,thepresenttextreectsthepresentationsm adeby thethree

authorsduring the DelftNATO workshop.Bellinequalities and quantum

m echanicalnon-locality with electronsinjected from a superconductorwill

beaddressed �rst[4].Next,noisecorrelationswillbecom puted in a carbon

nanotubewhereelectronsareinjected in thebulk from a STM tip [5].The

�rst topic is the result ofan ongoing collaboration with G .Lesovik and

G .Blatter over the years.The unifying them e is that in both branched

quantum circuits,entanglem entisexplicitand can be illustrated via noise

correlations. Entanglem ent can be achieved either for pairs of electrons

in the case ofsuperconductorsources connected to Ferm iliquid leads,or

alternatively forpairsofquasiparticleexcitationsofthecorrelated electron

uid.

A norm alm etalfork attached to a superconductorcan exhibitpositive

correlations[6,7],which had been attributed prim arily tophotonicsystem s

in thesem inalHanbury-Brown and Twissexperim ent[8].They arisewhen

thesourceofparticlesisa superconductor[6,9,10,11,12,13]orthey also

occurin system swith oating voltageprobes[14].Here,evanescentCooper

pairscan be em itted on the norm alside,due to the proxim ity e�ect[15].

TheseCooperpairscan eitherdecay in onegiven lead,which givesa nega-

tive contribution to noise correlations,orm ay splitatthe junction on the

norm alsidewith itstwoconstituentelectronspropagatingin di�erentleads.

Thislatter e�ect constitutes a justi�cation forpositive noise correlations.

If�lters,such asquantum dots,are added to the leads,such a m echanism

generatesdelocalized,entangled electron pairs[7,16].In orderto exitfrom

the superconductor,a Cooper pair has to be split between the two nor-

m alleads.This provides a solid state analog ofEinstein-Podolsky-Rosen

(EPR)stateswhich were proposed to dem onstrate the non-localnature of

quantum m echanics [17].Photon entanglem ent has triggered the proposi-

tion ofnew inform ation processing schem es based on quantum m echanics

forquantum cryptography orforteleportation [18].Concreteproposalsfor

quantum inform ation prossessing devices based on electron transportand

electron interactions in condensed m atter have been recently presented.

[7,16,19,20].Here we willanalyze whether a non-locality test can be

conceived for electrons propagating in quantum wave guides.It is indeed

possibleto perform theexactanalog ofa Bellinequalitiesviolation [21]for

photonsin a condensed m attersystem [4].

Ascited above,positive correlation do notnecessarily require a super-

conducting source ofelectrons.A particulargeom etry using a one dim en-

sionalcorrelated electron liquid can be studied for the sam e purposes.In
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particular,it allows to probe directly the underlying charges ofthe col-

lective excitations in the Luttinger liquid.In order to m ake contact with

experim ents,thesetup consistsofananotubewhosebulkiscontacted by an

STM tip which injectselectronsby tunneling,whileboth extrem itiesofthe

nanotubecollectthecurrent.Thecurrent,thenoise and the noisecorrela-

tionsarecom puted,and thee�ectivechargesaredeterm ined by com parison

with the Schottky form ula.Foran \in�nite" nanotube,the striking result

isthatnoisecorrelationscontributeto second orderin theelectron tunnel-

ing,in sharp contrastwith a ferm ionicsystem which requiresfourth order.

The noise correlations are then positive,because the tunneling electron

wave function is split in two counter propagating m odes ofthe collective

excitationsin thenanotube.

The transportproperties ofquasiparticles willbe addressed from �rst

principles.Theunderstanding ofinteractions{ statisticalorotherwise{ in

noise correlations experim ents willbe approached here from the point of

view ofscattering theory and ofthe K eldysh technique [22].

2. H anbury{B row n and T w iss correlations

Particularly interesting is the role of electronic correlations in quantum

transport.Correlations can have severalcauses.First,they m ay originate

from theinteractionsbetween theparticlesthem selves.Second,correlations

are generated by a m easurem entwhich involves two or m ore particles.In

the latter case,non-classicalcorrelations m ay occur solely because ofthe

bosonic or ferm ionic statistics ofparticles,with or without interactions.

The m easurem entofnoise { the Fourier transform ofthe current{current

correlation function { constitutes a two particle m easurem ent,as im plied

in the average ofthe two currentoperators:

S��(! = 0)=
1

2

Z

dt(hI�(t)I�(0)+ I�(0)I�(t)i� 2hI�ihI�i) : (1)

Here I� isthe currentoperatorin reservoir�,and the tim e argum entson

the average currentshave been dropped,assum ing a stationary regim e.

Considerthe case ofphotonspropagating in vacuum :the archetype of

a weakly interacting boson system .It was shown [8]that when a photon

beam isextracted from a therm alsource such asa m ercury arc lam p,the

intensity correlations m easured in two separated photo-m ultipliers are al-

ways positive.O n average,each photon scattering state em anating from

the source can be populated by severalphotons at a tim e { due to the

bunching property ofbosons.Asa resultwhen a photon isdetected in one

ofthe photo-m ultipliers,it is likely to be correlated with another detec-

tion in the other photo-tube.The positive correlations can be considered
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as a diagnosis ofthe statistics ofthe carriers perform ed with a quantum

transportexperim ent.

2.1. NO ISE CO RRELATIO NS IN NO RM AL M ETALS

W hatshould betheequivalenttestforelectrons? A beam ofelectronscan

beviewed asa train ofwavepackets,each ofwhich ispopulated atm ostby

two electrons with opposite spins.Ifthe beam is fully occupied,negative

correlations are expected because the m easurem ent ofan electron in one

detectorisaccom panied by the absence ofa detection in the otherone,as

depicted in Fig.1a.It was understood recently [23]that ifthe electrons

propagate in a quantum wire with few lateralm odes,m axim aloccupancy

could bereached,and theanti-correlation signalwould then besubstantial.

Considerthe device drawn in Fig.1a :electronsem anating from reser-

voir3 have a probability am plitude s1(2)3 to end up in reservoir1(2).For

sim plicity weassum ethateach lead isconnected to a singleelectron chan-

nel.The scattering m atrix describing thism ulti-term inalsystem isherm i-

tian because ofcurrentconservation.O n generalgrounds,itispossible to

derive the following sum rule for the autocorrelation noise and the noise

correlations[24]:

X

�

S��(! = 0)+
X

�6= �

S��(! = 0)= 0 : (2)

Note thatthissum ruleonly holdsfornorm alconductors,butitnotvalid

for conductors which involve superconducting reservoirs.The scattering

theory ofelectron transport[22]then speci�eshow to com putethecurrent

and the noise correlations between the two branches.The currentin lead

� isgiven by

hI�i=
e

h

Z

dE

0

@ Tr[1� � s
y
��s��]f�(E )�

X

�6= �

s
y

��
s��f�(E )

1

A ; (3)

with s�� the am plitude to go from reservoir � to reservoir �,1� is the

identity m atrix forlead �,and f� theassociated Ferm ifunction.Thezero

frequency noise correlations in the zero tem perature lim it are found in

generalto be[24]:

S�� =
e2

h

X

6= �

Z

dE Tr[sy�s��s
y

��
s�]f(E )[1� f�(E )]: (4)

Notethatwhen considering thetunnellim it,thelowestnon vanishing con-

tribution isoffourth orderin thetunnelingam plitude�� s�� forferm ionic
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Figure 1. a)Hanbury-Brown and Twissgeom etry in a norm alm etalfork with electrons

injected from 3and collected in reservoirs1and 2.O ccupied (em pty)electron wavepacket

states are identi�ed as black (white)dots.b)Hanbury-Brown and Twiss geom etry in a

superconductor{norm alm etalfork.Cooper pairs are em itted from the superconductor,

and thetwo constituentelectronscan eitherpropagatein thesam elead,orpropagate in

an entangled state in both leads.

particles.Applying the above results to the three-term inalsituation de-

picted in Fig.1 in the presence ofa sym m etric voltage bias V between 3

and 1(2)so thatno ow occursbetween 1 and 2:

S12(0)= �
2e3jV j

h
js13s23j

2
: (5)

These electronic noise correlations were m easured recently [25] by two

groupsworking eitherin the integralquantum Halle�ectregim e orin the

ballistic regim e,with beam splittersdesigned with m etallic gates.

Negative correlations here are m ost natural,because the injection of

electrons is m ade from a degenerate Ferm igas.Yet there exist situations

wherethey can bepositive in a ferm ionic system .

2.2. FO RK G EO M ETRY W ITH A SUPERCO NDUCTO R SO URCE

Ifthe reservoir which injects electrons in the fork is a superconductoras

in Fig.1b,both positive and negative noise correlations are possible [6].

Chargetransferbetween theinjectorand thetwo collectors1 and 2 isthen

speci�ed by the Andreev scattering process,where an electron isreected

as a hole.Positive correlations are linked to the proxim ity e�ect,as su-

perconducting correlations (Cooper pairs) leak in the two norm alleads.

Depending on the natureofthe junction in Fig.1b,itm ay bem orefavor-

ableforapairtobedistributed am ongthetwoarm sthan forapairtoenter

a lead as a whole.The detection ofan electron in 1 is then accom panied

by the detection ofan electron in 2,giving a positive correlation signal.

In the scattering theory fornorm al{superconductor(NS)system s[26],

the ferm ion operatorswhich enterthe currentoperatorare given in term s
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ofthe quasiparticle states using the Bogolubov transform ation: �(x) =
P

n

�

un(x)n � � �v�n(x)
y
n � �

�

.Here,yn � arequasiparticlecreation opera-

tors,n = (i;�;E )containsinform ation on thereservoir(i)from which the

particle (� = e;h)isincidentwith energy E and � labelsthe spin.

Thecontraction ofthesetwooperatorsgivesthedistribution function of

theparticlesinjected from each reservoir,which fora potentialbiasV are:

fie � f(E � eV )forelectronsincom ing from i,sim ilarly fih � f(E + eV )

for holes,and fi� = f(E ) for both types ofquasiparticles injected from

the superconductor (f is the Ferm i{Dirac distribution).The solution of

the Bogolubov{de G ennes equations provide the electron and hole wave

functionsdescribingscatteringstates� (particle)and i(lead)areexpressed

in term s ofthe elem ents sij�� ofthe S{m atrix which describesthe whole

NS ensem ble:

ui�(xj) = [�ij��ee
ik+ xj + sjie�e

� ik+ xj]=
p
v+ ; (6)

vi�(xj) = [�ij��he
� ik� xj + sjih�e

ik� xj]=
p
v� ; (7)

where xj denotesthe position in norm allead j and k� (v� )are the usual

m om enta (velocities)ofthetwo branches.

Specializing now to theNS junction connected to a beam splitter(inset

ofFig.2),6� 6m atrix elem entsaresu�cientto describeallscattering pro-

cesses.Atzero tem perature,thenoisecorrelationsbetween thetwo norm al

reservoirssim plify to:

S12(0)=
2e2

h

Z eV

0

dE
X

i= 1;2

�
h X

j= 1;2

(s�1iees1jeh � s
�
1ihes1jhh)

�

s
�
2jehs2iee � s

�
2jhhs2ihe

�

+
X

�= e;h

(s�1iees14e� � s
�
1ihes14h�)(s

�
24e�s2iee� s

�
24h�s2ihe)

i

; (8)

where the subscript 4 denotes the superconducting lead.The �rst term

representsnorm aland Andreev reection processes,whilethesecond term

invokesthetransm ission ofquasiparticlesthrough theNS boundary.Itwas

noted [27]that in the pure Andreev regim e the noise correlations vanish

when the junction contains no disorder:electron (holes) incom ing from 1

and 2 are sim ply converted into holes (electrons) after bouncing o� the

NS interface.The centralissue,whether changes in the transparency can

inducechangesin the sign ofthecorrelations,isnow addressed.

W enow consideronly thesubgap orAndreev regim e,wereeV � �,the

superconductinggap,forwhich asim plem odelforadisordered NS junction
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Figure 2. Noise correlation between the two norm alreservoirsofthe device (inset),as

a function ofthe transm ission probability ofthe beam splitter,showing both positive

and negative correlations.Inset:the device consistsofa superconductor(4){norm al(3)

interface which is connected by a beam splitter (shaded triangle) to reservoirs (1) and

(2).�= 0:5 correspondsto m axim altransm ission.

isreadily available.The junction iscom posed offourdistinctregions(see

insetFig.2).Theinterfacebetween 3 (norm al)and 4 (superconductor)ex-

hibitsonly Andreev reection,with scattering am plitudeforelectronsinto

holesrA =  exp(� i�)(the phase of = exp[� iarccos(E =�)]’ � iisthe

Andreev phase and � isthe phase ofthe superconductor).Next,3 iscon-

nected to two reservoirs1 and 2 by a beam splitterwhich isparam eterized

by a singleparam eter0< � < 1=2 identicalto thatofRef.[28]:thesplitter

is sym m etric,its scattering m atrix coe�cients are real,and transm ission

between 3 and the reservoirs is m axim alwhen � = 1=2,and vanishes at

� = 0.

Perform ing theenergy integralsin Eq.(8):

S12(�)=
2e2

h
eV

"2

2(1� ")4

�

� "
2
� 2"+ 1

�

: (9)

The noise correlations vanish at � = 0 and � =
p
2� 1.The correlations

(Fig.2)arepositive(bosonic)for0 < � <
p
2� 1 and negative (ferm ionic)

for
p
2 � 1 < � < 1=2.At m axim altransm ission into the norm alreser-

voirs (� = 1=2),the correlations norm alized to the noise in 1 (or 2) give

thenegativem inim alvalue:electronsand holesdo notinterfereand propa-

gateindependently into thenorm alreservoirs.Itisthen expected to obtain

thesignatureofa purely ferm ionicsystem .W hen thetransm ission � isde-



8 T.M ARTIN AND A.CREPIEUX AND N.CHTCHELK ATCHEV

SN-FF

superconductor

(b)
2

superconductor

SN-NN

(c)

d

superconductor

(a)

reflection
Andreev

e h

h
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e

normal

N

N

1N

3

Figure 3. Norm al-m etal{superconductor (NS) junction with norm al-m etal leads ar-

ranged in a fork geom etry.(a)W ithout�lters,entangled pairsofquasi-particles(Cooper

pairs)injected in N 3 propagate into leadsN 1 orN 2 eitherasa whole orone by one.The

ferrom agnetic �lters in setup (b)separates the entangled spins,while the energy �lters

in (c)separate electron-and hole quasi-particles.

creased,m ultipleAndreev processesstarttaking som eim portance.Further

reducing the beam splitter transm ission allows to balance the contribu-

tion ofsplitCooperpairswith thatofCooperpairsentering the leadsas

a whole.Note thatinclusion ofdisorderor/and additionalleadshasbeen

discussed by m any authors,using eitherthescattering approach [9,12,13]

orcircuittheory [10]to treatthedi�usivelim it.To sum m arize,both posi-

tiveand negativenoisecorrelationsarepossiblethere,and such resultsare

discussed in detailin the contributions of[29]and [30]contained in this

volum e.In particular,the possibility forpositive noise cross-correlation is

reduced forasym m etricm ultichannelconductors.Although sam plespeci�c,

the scattering theory resultsofRefs.[6,13]are found to be ratherrobust

in the presenceofdisorder.

2.3. FILTERING SPIN/ENERG Y

Applying spin or energy �lters to the norm alarm s 1 and 2 (Fig.3),it is

possible to generate positive correlations only [7].For electron em anating

from a superconductors,it is possible to project either the spin or the

energy with an appropriate �lter,withoutperturbing the entanglem entof

therem aining degreeoffreedom (energy orspin). Energy �lters,which are

m oreappropriatetowardsacom parison with photon experim ents,willhave

resonantenergiessym m etricaboveand below thesuperconductorchem ical
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potentialwhich serve to selectelectrons(holes)in leads1(2).Thepositive

correlation signalthen reads:

S12(0)=
e2

h

X

�

Z ejV j

0

d"T
A
� (")[1� T

A
� (")]; (10)

wherethe index � = h;�;2,(� = ";#)identi�esthe incom ing hole state for

energy �lters(positive energy electronswith arbitrary spin are injected in

lead 1 here).� = h;";1 (h;#;2) applies for spin �lters (spin up electrons

{ with positive energy { em erging from thesuperconductorare selected in

lead 1).T A
�

isthen the corresponding (reverse)crossed-Andreev reection

probability [31]foreach typeofsetup:theenergy (spin)degreeoffreedom

isfrozen,while the spin (energy)degree offreedom isunspeci�ed.eV < 0

insuresthatthe constituentelectronsofa Cooperpairfrom the supercon-

ductorareem itted intotheleadswithoutsu�eringfrom thePauliexclusion

principle.M oreover,because ofsuch �lters,the propagation ofa Cooper

pairasa whole in a given lead isprohibited.Note the sim ilarity with the

quantum noisesuppression m entioned above.Thisisnoaccident:by adding

constraintsto oursystem ,ithasbecom e a two term inaldevice,such that

the noise correlations between the two arm s are identicalto the noise in

one arm :

S11(! = 0)= S12(! = 0): (11)

Thepositivecorrelation and theperfectlocking between theauto and cross

correlations provide a serious sym ptom ofentanglem ent.O ne can specu-

late (however withouta rigorous proofyet) thatthe wave function which

describesthetwo electron state in the case ofspin �ltersreads:

j�spin
";� i= �j";�;� ";� �i+ �j� ";�;";� �i; (12)

where the �rst (second) argum ent in j�1;�2i refers to the quasi-particle

state in lead 1 (2)evaluated behind the �lters," isthe energy and � isa

spin index.Thecoe�cients� and � can betuned by externalparam eters,

e.g.,a m agnetic �eld.Note thatby projecting the spin degreesoffreedom

in each lead,the spin entanglem ent is destroyed,but energy degrees of

freedom arestillentangled,and can help provideam easurem entofquantum

m echanicalnon locality nevertheless.A m easurem ent ofenergy " in lead

1 (with a quantum dot)projectsthe wave function so thatthe energy � "

hasto occurin lead 2.O n the otherhand,energy �ltersdo preserve spin

entanglem ent,and areappropriate to m ake a Belltest(see below).In this

case the two electron wavefunction takesthe form :

j�energy
";� i= �j";�;� ";� �i+ �j";� �;� ";�i: (13)
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Figure4. TransferofaCooperpairon twoquantum energy levelsE 1;2 with a�nitewidth

�1;2.Thesuperconductorislocated on therighthand side.Thetransferofa Cooperpair

gives an entangled state in the dots because it im plies the creation and destruction of

thesam equasiparticlein thesuperconductor.Thesourcedrain voltageeV form easuring

noise correlationsisindicated.

Electronsem anating from theenergy �lters(coherentquantum dots)could

be analyzed provided a m easurem entcan be perform ed on the spin ofthe

outgoing electronswith ferrom agnetic leads.

2.4. TUNNELING APPROACH TO ENTANG LEM ENT

W erecalla perturbativeargum entwhich supportstheclaim thattwo elec-

trons originating from the sam e Cooper pair are entangled. Consider a

system com posed of two quantum dots (energies E 1;2) next to a super-

conductor.An energy diagram is depicted in Fig.4.The electron states

in the superconductor are speci�ed by the BCS wave function j	 B C Si =
Q

k(uk + vkc
y

k"
c
y

� k#
)j0i.Tunneling to the dotsisdescribed by a single elec-

tron hopping Ham iltonian:

H T =
X

k�

[t1kc
y

1� + t2kc
y

2�]ck� + h:c:; (14)

with c
y

k�
createsan electron with spin �.Now letassum ethatthetransfer

Ham iltonian actson a single Cooperpair.

Using the T-m atrix to lowest(2nd)order,the wave function contribu-

tion ofthe two particle state with one electron in each dotreads:

j�	12i = H T

1

i� � H0
H Tj	 B C Si

=
X

k

vkukt1kt2k

�
1

i� � Ek � E1
+

1

i� � Ek � E2

�

� [c
y

1"
c
y

2#
� c

y

1#
c
y

2"
]j	 B C Si; (15)
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reflection(a) (b)
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3

5
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a b

F F21

1 2

d d

e e

particle source

-ba-a b

normal
metal

h
e

Figure 5. a) Schem atic setup for the m easurem entofBellinequalities:a source em its

particlesintoleads1and 2.Thedetectorm easuresthecorrelation between beam slabelled

with odd and even num bers.FiltersF
d

1(2) selectthespin:particleswith polarization along

thedirection � a(� b)aretransm itted through �lterF d

1(2) into lead 5 and 3 (6 and 4).b)

Solid state im plem entation,with superconducting source em itting Cooperpairsinto the

leads.FiltersF
e

1;2 (e.g.,Fabry-Perotdouble barrierstructuresorquantum dots)prevent

Cooperpairsfrom entering a single lead.Ferrom agnetswith orientations� a; � b play

the role ofthe �lters F
d

1(2)
in a);they are transparent for electrons with spin aligned

along theirm agnetization axis.

whereE k istheenergy ofa Bogolubov quasiparticle.ThestateofEq.(15)

hasentangled spin degrees offreedom .Thisisclearly a resultofthe spin

sym m etry ofthetunnelingHam iltonian.G iven thenatureofthecorrelated

electron statein thesuperconductorin term sofCooperpairs,H T can only

producesingletstatesin the dots.

3. B ellinequalities w ith electrons

In photon experim ents,entanglem ent is identi�ed by a violation ofBell

inequalities (BI){ which are obtained with a hidden variable theory.But

in the case of photons,the BIs have been tested using photo-detectors

m easuring coincidence rates [32].Counting quasi-particles one-by-one in

coincidencem easurem entsisdi�culttoachievein solid-statesystem swhere

stationary currents and noise are the naturalobservables [26].Here,the

BIs are re-form ulated in term s ofcurrent-current cross-correlators (noise

correlations)[4].

In orderto derive Bellinequalities,we considerthata source provides

two stream s ofparticles (labeled 1 and 2) as in Fig.5a injecting quasi-

particlesinto two arm slabelled by indices1 and 2.Filter Fd
1(2)

are trans-
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parentforelectronsspin-polarized along thedirection a(b).Assum ing sep-

arability and locality [21]the density m atrix for joint events in the leads

�;� ischosen to be:

� =

Z

d�f(�)��(�)
 ��(�); (16)

wherethelead index � iseven and � isodd (orvice-versa);thedistribution

function f(�)is positive.��(�) are standard density m atrices for a given

lead,which are herm itian.The totaldensity m atrix � isthe m ostgeneral

density m atrix one can build forthe source/detector system assum ing no

entanglem entand only localcorrelations[33].

ConsiderthecurrentoperatorI�(t)in lead � = 1;:::;6 (seeFig.5)and

theassociated particlenum beroperatorN �(t;�)=
Rt+ �
t

I�(t
0)dt0.Particle-

num bercorrelatorsare de�ned as:

hN �(t;�)N�(t;�)i� =

Z

d�f(�)hN �(t;�)i�hN �(t;�)i� ; (17)

with indices�=� odd/even oreven/odd.The average hN �(t;�)i� depends

on the state ofthe system in the interval[t;t+ �].An average over large

tim e periodsisintroduced in addition to averaging over�,e.g.,

hN �(�)N�(�)i�
1

2T

Z T

� T

dthN �(t;�)N�(t;�)i� ; (18)

whereT=� ! 1 (a sim ilarde�nition appliesto hN�(�)i).Particle num ber

uctuationsare written as�N�(t;�)� N�(t;�)� hN�(�)i.

Letx;x0;y;y0;X ;Y berealnum berssuch that:

jx=X j;jx
0
=X j;jy=Y j;jy

0
=Y j< 1 : (19)

Then � 2X Y � xy� xy0+ x0y+ x0y0� 2X Y .De�ne accordingly:

x = hN 5(t;�)i� � hN3(t;�)i� ; x
0= hN 50(t;�)i� � hN30(t;�)i� ;(20)

y = hN 6(t;�)i� � hN4(t;�)i� ;y
0= hN 60(t;�)i� � hN40(t;�)i� ;(21)

where the subscripts with a ‘prim e’indicate a di�erent direction ofspin-

selection in thedetector’s�lter(e.g.,leta denotethedirection oftheelec-

tron spinsin lead 5 (� a in lead 3),then the subscript50in Eqs.(20)and

(21)m eansthatthe electron spinsin lead 5 are polarized along a0 (along

� a0in the lead 3).ThequantitiesX ;Y arede�ned as

X = hN 5(t;�)i� + hN 3((t;�)i� = hN 1(t;�)i� ; (22)

Y = hN 6(t;�)i� + hN 4(t;�)i� = hN 2(t;�)i� ; (23)
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where prim ed quantities (50,30),(60,40) also apply.The Bellinequality

followsafterappropriate averaging:

jF (a;b)� F (a;b0)+ F (a0;b)+ F (a0;b0)j� 2 ; (24)

F (a;b)=
h[N 1(a;t)� N1(� a;t)][N2(b;t)� N2(� b;t)]i

h[N 1(a;t)+ N 1(� a;t)][N2(b;t)+ N 2(� b;t)]i
; (25)

with a;b thepolarizationsofthe�ltersF1(2)(electronsspin-polarized along

a (b)can go through �lterF1(2) from lead 1(2)into lead 5(6)).Thisisthe

quantity we want to test,using a quantum m echanicaltheory ofelectron

transport.Here itwillbe written in term sofnoise correlators,asparticle

num bercorrelatorsatequaltim ecan beexpressed in generalasa function

ofthe �nite frequency noise cross-correlations.Assum ing shorttim es (see

below),one obtainshN �(�)N�(�)i� hI�ihI�i�
2 + �S��(! = 0)where hI�i

is the average currentin the lead � and S�� denotes the shotnoise.O ne

then gets:

F (a;b)=
S56 � S54 � S36 + S34 + ��

S56 + S54 + S36 + S34 + �+
; (26)

with �� = �(hI5i� hI3i)(hI6i� hI4i).Consider now the solid-state ana-

log ofthe Bell-device assketched in Fig.5b where the particle source isa

superconductor(S).The testofthe Bellinequality (24)requiresinform a-

tion aboutthe dependence ofthe noise on the m utualorientations ofthe

m agnetizations� a and � b ofthe ferrom agnetic spin-�lters.

Consideran exam pleofthesolid-stateanalogoftheBell-device[Fig.1(b)]

where the particle source is a superconductor.The chem icalpotentialof

thesuperconductorislargerthan thatoftheleads,which m eansthatelec-

trons are owing out ofthe superconductor.Two norm alleads 1 and 2

are attached to it in a fork geom etry [7,16]and the �lters Fe
1;2 enforce

the energy splitting ofthe injected pairs.Fd1;2-�ltersplay the role ofspin-

selective beam -splitters in the detector.Q uasi-particles injected into lead

1 and spin-polarized along the m agnetization a enter the ferrom agnet 5

and contribute to the current I5,while quasi-particles with the opposite

polarization contributeto thecurrentI3.Fora biased superconductorwith

grounded norm alleads,we�nd in the tunneling lim itthe noise

S�� = esin2
�
���

2

� Z jeV j

0

d"T
A ("); (27)

which integralalso representsthecurrentin a given lead (wehavedropped

thesubscriptin T A (")assum ingthetwochannelsaresym m etric).Here� =

3;5,� = 4;6orviceversa;��� denotestheanglebetween them agnetization

ofleads� and �,e.g.,cos(�56)= a � b,and cos(�54)= a � (� b).Below,we
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need con�gurationswith di�erentsettingsa and b and wede�netheangle

�ab � �56.V isthebiasofthe superconductor.

The �-term s in Eq.(26) can be dropped ifhI�i� � 1;� = 3;:::;6,

which correspondsto theassum ption thatonly one Cooperpairispresent

on average.Theresulting BIsEqs.(24)-(26)then neitherdepend on � nor

on theaveragecurrentbutonly on theshot-noise,and F = � cos(�ab);the

lefthand side ofEq.(24)hasa m axim um when �ab = �a0b = �a0b0 = �=4

and �ab0 = 3�ab.W ith thischoiceofanglestheBIEq.(24)isviolated,thus

pointing to thenonlocalcorrelationsbetween electronsin theleads1,2 [see

Fig.5(b)].

Ifthe �lters have a width � the current is oforder eT A �=h and the

condition forneglecting thereduciblecorrelatorsbecom es� � �h=�T A .O n

theotherhand,in orderto insurethatno electron exchangebetween 1 and

2 one requires� � �tr=T
A (�tr isthe tim e ofightfrom detector 1 to 2).

TheconditionsforBIviolation requirevery sm allcurrents,because ofthe

speci�cation that one entangled pair at a tim e is in the system .Yet it is

necessarytoprobenoisecrosscorrelationsofthesesam esm allcurrents.The

noiseexperim entswhich weproposehereareclosely related to coincidence

m easurem entsin quantum optics.[32]

Ifwe allow the �lters to have a �nite line width,which could reach

theenergy splitting ofthepair,theviolation ofBIcan stilloccur,although

violation isnotm axim al.M oreover,when thesourceofelectron isa norm al

source,itispossible to show thatin \standard device geom etries",where

single electron physicsisatplay,Bellinequalitiesare notviolated:in this

situation the term �� dom inates over the noise correlation contribution.

Nevertheless,itwould bepossible in practice to violate Bellinequalitiesif

the norm alsource itself,com posed ofquantum dots as suggested in Ref.

[34,35],could generate entangled electron statesasthe resultofelectron-

electron interactions.

Notethatthereareotherinequalitieswhich testentanglem entforparti-

clessourceswith thenum berofterm inalstwoand largerthan (see,e.g.,Ref.

[33]);testsofsuch inequalitiescan beim plem ented in a sim ilarm anneras

discussed above.Forexam ple,onecan useClauser-Horne(CH)inequalities

[36](instead ofBellInequalities)to testtheentanglem entin thesolid-state

system sshown in the Fig.5.The derivation ofCH-inequality issim ilarto

that ofBI;it is based on the lem m a:ifx;x0;y;y0;X ;Y are realnum bers

such that x;x0 2 [0;X ]and y;y0 2 [0;Y ].The following inequality then

holds:

� X Y � xy� xy
0+ x

0
y+ x

0
y
0� Y x

0� X y � 0 : (28)

The de�nitions for x;x0;y;y0 are the sam e as in Eqs.(20) and (21),but

X = hN
(0)

5 (t;�)i�,Y = hN
(0)

6 (t;�)i�,where hN
(0)

6 (t;�)i� is the num ber

ofparticles com ing into the arm ofthe detector � = 5;6 when it doesn’t
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includethespin-�lter[36,37].Finally wegettheCH-inequality in a sim ilar

m annerasthe Bellinequality,with thesam e assum ption ofsm alltim es:

S56(a;b)� S56(a;b
0)+ S56(a

0
;b)+ S56(a

0
;b

0)� S56(a
0
;� )� S56(� ;b)� 0 ;

(29)

where S56(a
0;� ) is the shotnoise when there is no spin-�lter on the way

ofthe particles com ing from the source into the the detector arm 6.In

the tunneling lim it S56(a
0;b)=S56(a

0;� )= sin2(�56=2) and Eq.(20) gives

S56. CH-inequalities are m axim ally violated when �a;b = �a0;b0 = �=2,

�a;b0 = �=4,and �a0;b = 3�=4 [thischoice ofanglesisdi�erentthan in BI

case];then the left-hand sideofEq.(29)is(
p
2� 1)=2.

CH-inequalitieshaveoneworking advantage com pared to BIs:Eq.(29)

includesonly correlationsbetween term inals5 and 6,thenum berofcorre-

latorsin Eq.(29)isdecreased com pared to theBI’s.M oreover,in thecase

ofCH the spin-�ltersofthe detector can include only one ferrom agnetin

each arm ratherthan two asin Fig.5b.

4. Electron injection in the bulk ofa nanotube

So far,noise wascom puted fornon{interacting system s.Ifone putsaside

the factthatelectrons are converted into holes the calculation ofnoise in

NS system sissim ilarto thenorm alcase.Recallnow theclassic resultsfor

the FQ HE.The long wave length edge excitations along a quantum Hall

barcan be described by a Luttingerliquid [38].Backscattering can be in-

duced by bringing together two counter{propagating edges using a point

contact.In the absence ofim puritiesorbackscattering,the m axim aledge

currentisIM = �e2=h,while forweak backscattering,the currentvoltage

characteristic ishighly non linearforLaughlin fractions,i.e.hIB i� V2�� 1

(hIB i is the average backscattering current and V is the voltage bias be-

tween the two edges).A two term inalnoise m easurem entperform ed on a

gated m esoscopic device in thisregim e providesa directlink to the quasi-

particlecharge.Q uasiparticlesarescattered from oneedgeto theotherone

by one,so theusualSchottky form ula SB = 2e�hIB iwhich relatesthezero

frequency backscattering noise to the average currentowing between the

two edges applies [39],with an e�ective carrier charge e� = �e contains

the electron �lling factor[40,41,42].Thisfractionalcharge wasm easured

recently by severalgroups [43,44].Statisticalinteraction between quasi-

particle have been addressed theoretically [45]in an Hanbury-Brown and

Twissgeom etry.

Attention isnow turningtowardsconductorswhich areessentially freeof

defectsand which have one{dim ensionalcharacter.Carbon nanotubescan

havem etallicbehavior,with two propagatingm odesattheFerm ilevel,and

constitute good candidatesto study Luttingerliquid behavior.In particu-
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Figure 6. Schem atic con�guration ofthe nanotube{STM device:electronsare injected

from the tip atx = 0:currentism easured atboth nanotube ends,which are setto the

ground

lar,theirtunneldensity ofstates{ and thustheirI(V )characteristics{ is

known to have a powerlaw behavior[46,47,48].

Nanotube Luttinger liquids are non-chiralin nature,so a straightfor-

ward transposition oftheresultsobtained forchiraledgesystem sisnotob-

vious.Nevertheless,non{chiralLuttingerliquidsalsohaveunderlyingchiral

�elds[49,50].Such chiral�eldscorrespond to excitationswith anom alous

(non-integer)charge,which haseluded detection so far.

Thetransportgeom etry (Fig.6)im plies:tunnelingfrom thetip (norm al

or ferrom agnetic m etal) to the nanotube,and subsequent propagation of

collective excitationsalong the nanotube.In the absence oftunneling,the

Ham iltonian isthussim plythesum ofthenanotubeHam iltonian,described

by a two m ode Luttingerliquid,togetherwith the tip Ham iltonian.Using

the standard conventions [51], the operator describing an electron with

spin � m oving along thedirection r,from m ode� isspeci�ed in term sofa

bosonic�eld:

	 r��(x;t)=
1

p
2�a

e
i�kF x+ irqF x+ i

p
�

2

P

j�
h�� j�(�j�(x;t)+ r�j�(x;t))

; (30)

with a ashortdistancecuto�,kF theFerm im om entum ,qF them om entum

m ism atch associated with thetwo m odes,and theconvention r= � ,� = �

and � = � are chosen for the direction ofpropagation,for the nanotube

branch,and forthespin orientation.Thenon-chiralLuttingerliquid bosonic

�elds �j� and �j�,with j� 2 fc+ ;c� ;s+ ;s� g identifying the charge/spin

and total/relative �elds,havebeen introduced.Thecoe�cientsarede�ned

as h��c+ = 1,h��c� = �,h��s+ = � et h��s� = ��.The Ham iltonian

which describesthecollectiveexcitationsin thenanotubehasthestandard

form :

H =
1

2

X

j�

Z 1

� 1

dx

�

vj�(x)K j�(x)(@x�j�(x;t))
2 +

vj�(x)

K j�(x)
(@x�j�(x;t))

2

�

;(31)
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with an interaction param eter K j�(x)and velocity vj�(x)which allows to

addressboth hom ogeneousand inhom ogeneousLuttingerliquids.

For the STM tip,one assum es for sim plicity that only one electronic

m ode couples to the nanotube,so it can be described by a sem i-in�nite

Luttinger liquid (with interaction param eter K = 1) for sim plicity.For

the sake ofgenerality,we allow the two spin com ponents ofthe tip �elds

to have di�erent Ferm ivelocities u�F ,which allows to treat the case ofa

ferrom agneticm etal.Theferm ion operatoratthetip location x = 0isthen:

c�(t)=
1

p
2�a

e
i~’� (t) : (32)

Here,~’� isthechiralLuttingerliquid �eld,whoseK eldysh G reen’sfunction

(here atx = 0)isgiven in [52].

Thetunneling Ham iltonian isa standard hopping term :

H T(t)=
X

"r��

�(")(t)[	 y
r��(0;t)c�(t)]

(")
: (33)

Here the superscript(") leaves either the operatorsin bracket unchanged

(" = + ),or transform s them into{ their herm itian conjugate (" = � ).

The voltage bias between the tip and the nanotube is included using the

Peierlssubstitution:thehopping am plitude�(") acquiresa tim edependent

phase exp(i"!0t),with the bias voltage identi�ed as V = �h!0=e.W e use

the convention �h ! 1.Sim ilarly,one can de�nethe tunneling current:

IT(t)= ie
X

"r��

"�(")r��(t)[	
y
r��(0;t)c�(t)]

(")
: (34)

For this problem which im plies propagation of excitations along the

nanotube it is also necessary to com pute the (total) charge currentusing

the bosonized �eldsEq.(30):

I�(x;t) = 2evF

r
2

�
@x�c+ (x;t): (35)

Notethatthecontribution from term scontaining 2kF oscillationshasbeen

dropped.

The K eldysh technique is em ployed to com pute the non-equilibrium

currents hITi and hI�(x)i,and noises ST and S�(x;x
0)to second order in

�.The contribution ofthe nanotube �elds and ofthe tip are regrouped

into two tim e ordered products.Each can be related to an correlator of

severalexponentiated bosonic�elds.Such correlatorsarereadily expressed

in term softhe K eldysh G reen’sfunctionsG ��
j�
,G

��

j�
,G

��

j�
,G

��

j�
,associated

with the �elds �j� and �j�,as wellas the tip G reen’s function g�.The



18 T.M ARTIN AND A.CREPIEUX AND N.CHTCHELK ATCHEV

following resultsapply to both hom ogeneousand inhom ogeneousLuttinger

liquids:

hI�(x)i= �
evF �

2

2�2a2

X

��1r1�1

Z + 1

� 1

d� sin(!0�)e
2�g�1(�1� �1)

(�)

� e
�

2

P

j�
(G

��

j� (�1� �1)
(0;0;�)+ G� �

j� (�1� �1)
(0;0;�))

� e
� r1
2

P

j�
(G

��

j� (�1� �1)
(0;0;�)+ G

� �

j� (�1� �1)
(0;0;�))

�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d�
0
@x

�

G
��

c+ (��1)
(x;0;�0)� G

��

c+ (�� �1)
(x;0;�0)

+ r1G
��

c+ (��1)
(x;0;�0)� r1G

��

c+ (�� �1)
(x;0;�0)

�

;

(36)

S�(x;x
0
;! = 0)= �

e2v2F �
2

(�a)2

X

��1r1�1

Z + 1

� 1

d� cos(!0�)e
2�g�1(�1� �1)

(�)

� e
�

2

P

j�
(G

��

j� (�1� �1)
(0;0;�)+ G� �

j� (�1� �1)
(0;0;�))

� e
� r1
2

P

j�
(G

��

j� (�1� �1)
(0;0;�)+ G

� �

j� (�1� �1)
(0;0;�))

�

Z + 1

� 1

d�1@x

�

G
��

c+ (��1)
(x;0;�1)+ r1G

��

c+ (��1)
(x;0;�1)

� G
��

c+ (�� �1)
(x;0;�1)+ r1G

��

c+ (�� �1)
(x;0;�1)

�

�

Z + 1

� 1

d�2@x0
�

G
��

c+ (� ��1)
(x0;0;�2)+ r1G

��

c+ (� ��1)
(x0;0;�2)

� G
��

c+ (� �� �1)
(x0;0;�2)+ r1G

��

c+ (� �� �1)
(x0;0;�2)

�

:

(37)

Here,�;�1;�2 = � areindiceswhich specifyon which branch oftheK eldysh

contourthe tim es�;�1;�2 and 0 areattached.

5. N anotube noise correlations and e�ective charges

An accepted diagnosisto detecte�ective oranom alouschargesisto com -

pare the noise with the associated current with the Schottky form ula in

m ind.Consideran in�nite,hom ogeneousnanotubecharacterized by inter-

action param etersK N
j�
.Thecurrentreads:

hI�(x)i =
e�2

�a

�
X

�

1

u�
F

�
sgn(!0)j!0j

�

�(� + 1)

�
a

vF

��

sgn(x); (38)

hIT(x)i = 2jhI�(x)ij; (39)
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where� istheG am m afunction.W ethusobtain anon-lineardependenceon

voltage j!0j
� when interactionsarepresent,with exponent� =

P

j�(K
N
j�
+

(K N
j�
)� 1)=8.A striking result is that despite the fact that electrons are

tunnelingfrom theSTM tip tothebulk ofthenanotube,thezerofrequency

currentuctuationsareproportionalto thecurrent(forx0= x > > a)with

an anom alouse�ective charge:

S�(x;x;! = 0) =
1+ (K N

c+ )
2

2
ejhI�(x)ij; (40)

ST = ehITi: (41)

M ore can be learned from a m easurem entofthe noise correlations.In-

deed,ourgeom etry can be considered asa Hanbury-Brown and Twiss[8]

correlation device.Such experim entshavenow been com pleted forphotons

and m orerecently forelectronsin quantum waveguides.Heretheinteresting

aspectisthatelectronic excitationsdo notrepresentthe righteigenm odes

ofthenanotube.Forx = � x0> > a the noise cross-correlationsread:

S�(x;� x;! = 0)= �
1� (KN

c+ )
2

2
ejhI�(x)ij: (42)

Note that the prefactors in Eqs.(40) and (42) can readily be interpreted

using the language ofRef.[49,50].According to these works,a tunneling

eventto thebulk ofa nanotubeisaccom panied by thepropagation oftwo

counter-propagatingchargesQ � = (1� KN
c+ )=2in oppositedirections.Each

charge isaslikely to go rightorleft.

Thecurrentnoiseand noisecorrelationscan beinterpreted asan average

overthetwo typesofexcitations:

S�(x;x) �
(Q 2

+ + Q 2
� )

2
=
1+ (K N

c+ )
2

4
; (43)

S�(x;� x) � � Q+ Q � = �
1� (KN

c+ )
2

4
: (44)

The currentoperatorforthe nanotubecharge ism easured in the sam e

positive x direction at both extrem ities ofthe nanotube.Ifone m easures

the currentaway from the electron source (the STM ),which corresponds

to the standard convention for m ulti-term inalsystem s,such correlations

becom e positive.Here the noise correlations have the added particularity

that they occur to second order in a perturbative tunneling calculation.

Strictly positivenoisecorrelationsareknown to occurin superconducting-

norm alsystem swith �lters,with applicationstoward entanglem ent[7,19,

53].Asnoted before,positivecorrelationsdonotconstitutearigorousproof

for entanglem ent.In the present case,one single electron is injected,but
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Figure 7. An additionalelectron injected in thebulk ofthenanotubegivesriseto right

and leftm oving chiralexcitationswhich have entangled charge degreesoffreedom .

it enters a correlated system where electrons are not \welcom e" as the

eigenstates ofthe nanotube consistofa coherentsuperposition ofbosonic

m odes.Itthereforehasto besplitinto leftand rightexcitations,unlessone

im posesonedim ensionalFerm iliquid leads(K L
j�
= 1).Here,wearedealing

with entanglem entbetween collective excitationsoftheLuttingerliquid.

A drawingwherethetwotypesofcharges\ow away"from thetip while

propagatingalongthenanotubeisdepicted in thelowerpartofFig.7.Both

chargesQ � areequally likely to go rightorleft,and they areem itted asa

pairwith oppositelabels.W ritten in term softhechiralquasiparticle�elds,

theaddition ofan electron atx = 0 with given spin � on a nanotubein the

ground state jO LLigives:

X

r�

	 y
r��(0)jO LLi=

1
p
2�a

X

�

Y

j�

n

[~ 
y

j�+
(0)]Q j� + [~ 

y

j��
(0)]Q j� �

+ [~ 
y

j�+
(0)]Q j� � [~ 

y

j��
(0)]Q j� +

o

jO LLi;

(45)

whereforeach sector(charge/spin,total/relativem ode)thechargesQ j�� =

(1� KN
j�)=2havebeen introduced,and chiralfractionaloperatorsarede�ned

as:

~ j��(x)= exp

2

4i

s
�

2K N
j�

h��j�~’
�
j�
(x)

3

5 ; (46)

with ~’rj� the chiralbosonic�eldsofthe(nonchiral)Luttingerliquid which

tim e evolution issim ply obtained with the substitution ~’rj�(x)! ~’rj�(x �

rt).Consequently,quantum m echanicalnon-locality isquite explicithere.

Thisentanglem entisthe directconsequence ofthe correlated state ofthe

Luttinger liquid:the addition ofan electron does not yield an eigenstate

ofthe Luttinger liquid Ham iltonian.Electrons m ust be decom posed into

speci�cm odes,which happen to propagatein oppositedirections.Itdi�ers

signi�cantly from itsanalogswhich usesuperconductors[7,13,16,19,53].
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W hen consideringforinstancethetotalchargesectorj� = c+ ,thewave

function issim ilarto a tripletspin state(a sym m etriccom bination of\up"

and \down" states,or\plus" and \m inus" charges)forelectrons,with the

electronsbeing replaced by chiralquasiparticle operators.Yet,each chiral

�eld ~’r
j� can be written as a linear superposition ofboson creation and

annihilation operators,and these bosonic �eldsappearin an exponential.

Thisexpressesentanglem entbetween \m any{boson" states.

W e m ention briey thee�ectofone-dim ensionalFerm iliquid contacts.

They can be included as in Ref.[54]by connecting both nanotube ends

to Luttingerliquidswith interaction param etersK L
j� = 1.Standard results

propertoFerm iliquid system sarethen recovered.Toa�rstapproxim ation,

the Luttingerliquid param etersofthenanotubedisappearfrom transport

quantities(currentornoise)when such quantitiesareevaluated in theleads.

However,higher order corrections in the voltage stillcarry a dependence

on K N
j�.The charge noise follows a Schottky form ula S� = ehI�i,and the

noisecorrelationsto order�2 vanish { forferm ions,theleading orderbeing

in �4.

6. C onclusion

Hanbury{Brown and Twissgeom etriesprovideaphysicaltestofm esoscopic

transport.They can beused tocheck thebosonic/ferm ionicstatisticsofthe

carriers,oralternatively to generate entangled stream sofparticles.Infor-

m ation aboutstatisticsisnecessarily contained in quantum m easurem ents

which involve two particlesorm ore:here the zero frequency noise correla-

tions play the role ofthe intensity correlator in the early quantum optics

experim entofRef.[8].

A generalform ofBI-tests in solid-state system s has been proposed,

which isform ulated in term sofcurrent-currentcross-correlators(noisecor-

relations),the naturalobservablesin the stationary transportregim e ofa

solid state device.For a superconducting source injecting correlated pairs

intoanorm al-m etalforkcom pleted with appropriate�lters[7,16],theanal-

ysis ofsuch BIs shows that this device is a source ofentangled electrons

with opposite spinswhen the fork isweakly coupled to a superconductor.

Thepossibility ofa Belltestforthissuperconductor-norm al\fork" de-

vicesputselectronic entanglem entin condensed m attersystem son a �rm

footing.Itisnow appropriate to im agine practicalinform ation processing

deviceswhich exploitthisentanglem ent,in asim ilarm annerasin quantum

optics.In particular,a proposalfor electron teleportation consisting of5

quantum dots(2 superconducting dotsand 3 norm aldots)togetherwith a

superconducting circuitwaspresented atthe workshop.The spin state of

an electron can betransfered toanotherdotwithoutdirectm attertransfer,
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and theteleportation sequenceisselected with theelectrostaticinteractions

between the dots.Detailsofthisproposalare presented elsewhere [55].

A diagnosis for detecting the chiralexcitations of a Luttinger liquid

nanotube hasbeen presented,which isbased on the knowledge oflow fre-

quency current uctuation spectrum in the nanotube.Typicaltransport

calculationseitheraddressthepropagation in a nanotube,orcom putetun-

neling I(V) characteristics. Here,both is necessary to obtain the quasi-

particle charges.Also,both the noise autocorrelation and the noise cross-

correlationsare needed to identify thechargesQ � .

G ranted,thisrelieson theassum ption thatonedim ensionalFerm iliquid

leads are avoided.M ultiple scattering at the contacts [56]m ay allow to

preserve the contribution of the noise cross-correlations to second order

in the tunneling am plitude.In particular,specialcircum stances such as

em bedded contacts[13],transportquantitiesseem notberenorm alized by

the contact param eters.This type ofgeom etry could in fact be tested to

analyze the type of contacts which one has between the nanotube and

its connections.Ifthe ratio S�(x;� x;!0)=hI�(x)i doesnotdepend on the

tunneling distance (log�),this is a clear indication that contacts do not

a�ectthisquasiparticle entanglem ent.
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