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A bstract

W e consider a tw o—level systam coupled to am esoscopic two-term inal
conductor that acts asm easuring device. A s a convenient description
of the conductor we Introduce is scattering m atrix. W e show how is
elem ents can be used to calculate the relaxation and decoherence rates
ofthe two-level system . Specialem phasis is Jaid on the charge screen—
Ing in the conductor that becom es Im portant In the m any-channel
lin i. Finally we give som e exam ples that illustrate charge screening
In di erent lim is.

T he detection of quantum states by m eans of m esoscopic detectors is of
fundam ental in portance from the point of view of quantum m easurem ent
theory. It is also In portant due to the recent interest in di erent schem es of
quantum com putation orwhich the read-out processm ust be a key step fl].
A detector, typically, has a back action B]on them easured system and thus
can also be usad to introduce decoherence In a controlled way. Here we are
concemed w ith a sin ple prototype of a detector that consists of a m esoscopic
conductor capacitively coupled to the state of a nearby quantum system (see
Fig. {I)). Them ost basic quantum system isa two state system here taken
to be two m esoscopic quantum dots weakly coupled to each other.

R ecent experin ents dem onstrated elegantly the e ect of a detectoron a
phase coherent m esoscopic system 3,4, 5,4]. D 1 erent aspects of weak m ea—
surem ent were addressed In several theoretical discussions: the relation be-
tween detector noise and decoherence [}, 8], their connection to m easurem ent


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0210612v3

tin e ] and to scattering theory {3,10Q,11]. M aster equation approaches have
been used to study the tim e evolution of system and detector {12,13]. T hese
equations have been re ned to describe also conditional evolution depending
on the outcom e of them easurem ent {14,'15]. Tunnel contacts and singlke elec—
tron transistors have been identi ed as candidates for e cient m easuram ent
devices [[6].

For such devices it isnaturalto ask whether their speed can be In proved
by Increasing their size. O ne is tem pted to expect that the sensitivity ofa de—
tector grow s when we add m ore and m ore conductance channels. T he bigger
the detector the Jss the uncertainty due to the shot noise com pared to the
signal of the detector. H owever, this e ect com petes w ith the charge screen—
Ing between di erent conductance channels through the detector that grow s
aswellw ith Increasing channelnum ber. T his screening tends to suppress the
sensitivity of the detector.

Charge screening is offen neglected in m esoscopic physics. Typically n—
vestigated quantities are dccurrents and low frequency current noises which
are Insensitive to digplacem ent currents in the system . However, there are
quantities that depend crucially on screening: ac-oconductance m easuram ents
pick up screening currents in the system : At contacts which pem it the ex—
change of particles these becom e noticeable only if the frequency gets of
the order of the inverse dwell tim e In the system ; at nearby capacitors only
displacam ent currents contribute and can be m easured at arbitrary low fre—
quencies [17]. Furthem ore non-linear current-voltage characteristics depend
on the charge distribution inside m esoscopic conductors f1§]. In the case of
m esoscopic detectors the quantity of interest is the charge uctuations in the
detector. Like the currents nduced into a nearby gate this quantity is sub—
“Bct to screening already In the low —frequency lim it! E arlier work focused on
the e ect of screening on the decoherence rate induced by the m easuram ent
process under the assum ptions that both detector and system are described
by a scattering m atrix {1, [9]. & is the ain of this work to investigate the
e ect of charge screening in the detectoron the DD system shown i Fig. .

1 Themodel

Them odelwe consider is shown in Fig. 1. A double dot (DD ) plays the role
ofa twolevel system : T he topm ost electron in the DD can either occupy the



Figure 1: A mesoscopic detector is capacitively coupled to one side of a
double dot.

upper or the lower dot. A m esosoopic two-temm inal conductor (M C) serves
as a detector: is conductance is sensitive to the charge on the upper dot.
A set of capacitances C1;C,;C; describbes the coupling between charges of
systam Q; and detector Q (We often use the capacitance in series C ! =

c,'+C,'+ C,'). Single electron m ovem ent in such a setup was recently
m easured [§].

T hree di erent tin e scales describe the Interaction of system and detec—
tor: In the system we distinguish the them al relhxation to an equillbbrium
distrdoution (described by a rate 1) and the often m uch faster decoherence
of superpositions of states in the upper and lower dot (described by a rate

gec) » The decoherence depends as well on tem perature kT as on the volt—
age di erence ey jbetween the tem inals of the detector. Applying such a
volage di erence pem its to m easure the state of the system which leads to



additional decoherence. T he m easurem ent process takes som e tim e which is
needed to overcom e the uncertainty due to shot noise in the detector and
is characterized by a third rate , . The deccherence rate 4. at zero tem —
perature is Intin ately related to the m easurem ent rate , and satis es the
nequallty gec » K3,20]. An inportant m easure of the quality of the

detectoristhee ciency = ;= gec. Ideally onewould liketo nd detectors
wih an e ciency 1.
Even in the singlke channel case an ideal detector = 1 is found only

under som e special conditions (tin ereversal and space-inversion sym m etry
Pd). It is shown in Ref. P1]that an e cient m ultichannel detector is sub—

et to a third condition that links sensitivities and shot noises of di erent
channels @T,=dU )=R,T,) = const.where T, = 1 R, denotes the trans-
m ission probability of channeln. A violation ofthis condition can reduce the
e ciency ofmultichannel detectors drastically In the presence of disorder.

In general a large m esoscopic detector is therefore not much faster than a
single channel detector.

In this publication we concentrate on another property that lowers the
detection speed of m ultichannel detectors. The charge uctuation In one
channel can be screened by the charge of other channels. Thise ect willde-
pend strongly on the geom etry ofthe detector. In order to be able to describe
a large variety of detectors we therefore represent the M C by a scattering
matrix s that connects In— and outgoing states ( ; Ilabel kft and right
reservoir) . This enables us to treat m ultichannelM C sw ith arbitrary trans
m ission probabilities T, . W e only consider the case ofweak coupling betw een
M C and DD and m ay thus use a standard m aster equation B loch-Red eld
approach P2]) in Jowest order perturbation theory to study the evolution of
the reduced density m atrix of the DD . On this level of approxin ation the
dynam ics ofthe DD is in uenced only via the charge uctuation spectrum
Soo oftheM C.At Iow frequencies this spectrum is fully characterized by a

generalized W igner-Sm ith tin e delay m atrix P3] (  labelthe reservoirs)
1 X  ds
N o= & = 1)
2 1 du

T he derivative d=dU istaken w ith resgpect to the electrostatic potential in the
M C . The Pollow ing constants that appear also in the context of actransport



(1] describe the geom etry of the detector (e denotes the electron charge)
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D ocorresoonds to the density of states at Fem ienergy in the scattering re—
gion, C is an e ective electrocheam ical capacitance that characterizes the
strength of interaction, R 4 expresses the equilbriim contrution {17]to the
charge uctuation spectrum Sy, and R, the non-equilbbrium contribution
1, 23]. The fth constant R, is of di erent origh F] and cannot be ex—
pressed by m atrix (l) only. Tt describes the ratio of detector sensitivity and
shot noise In the presence of screening.

The two—Zlevel system is conventionally represented by the Ham iltonian
PfDD = 3%+ 5" where % denote Paulim atrices. The energy di erence
between upper and lowerdot is and ?)ooounts for tunneling between the

dots. The full kevel splitting is thus = 2+ 2,

2 Relaxation and decoherence rates
T he relaxation, decoherence and m easuram ent rates are given by the follow —
ing expressions P1] here and in the Dllowingwe ssth  1):

2 2

C
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2 C 2
dec = 2 T2 C_ CquT + Rvej‘]j) + ™2 )
C 2
m 2 C_ Rm ej‘] j: (5)

They have fom ally the sam e appearance as the rates given in 13]. The
geom etric structure of the detector is contained in the ve param eters given
in @). In the ©llow Ing we analyze the behavior of these param eters to discuss
the screening properties of the detector.



T he param eter R ; does not exceed the range 1=2> R, > 1=2N whereN
is the dim ension of the scattering m atrix. T his dem onstrates that the relax—
ation and decoherence rates  1e1; dec dO Not sim ply scale w ith the num ber of
channels through the system . Them ulichannel result for the relaxation and
decoherence rates cannot be ocbtained as a sum of rates due to each channel
The constantsR  and R, are renom alized by a denom inator (TN )2 depend-
Ing on all channels. T his denom inator origihates from screening. For a large
number N ofopen channels R4 behaves as 1N w hereas the electrochem ical
capacitanceC ! C tendsto a constant. The constant R, decreases also like
1N . W e nd therefore the som ew hat surprising resul that relaxation and
decoherence decrease In the large channel lin it. This result is a consequence
of screening in the M C which reduces the charge uctuationsw ith increasing
channelnumberN .

3 Coulom b interaction and screening

W e brie v explain the derivation of our results. The Coulomb Ham iltonian
of ourm odel contains three tem s

A 2 A A
£, = Q1 Qo) N Q10 .

2C; c; 2c ©
Tts rsttem contrdbutes to the kevel splitting oftheDD (Q ¢ is a badkground
charge depending on the applied voltage (Vi + Vi )=2). T he charging energy
e?=2C; must be large com pared to kT ;e¥ jto allow us to consider only two
levels ofthe DD . T he second tem QAlQ\=Ci couples systam and detector. To
derive a m aster equation for the reduced density m atrix we assum e weak
coupling and treat this tem perturbatively. W e apply a M arkov approxin a—
tion which is strictly speaking only valid at long tin e scales (com pared to
the correlation tim e of the detector). This pem its us to consider only the
low —-frequency m atrix elem ents of the charge operator that are given by the
W igner-sm ith m atrix ). The third term a ects the uctuation spectrum
Soo = 1 dtRed ©)F (0)ie" t of the charge operator § . In contrast to ear-
lier work (with the exception of Ref. [l1]) we do not com pletely disregard
thisterm , but lnclude it on the levelofRPA . T hisallow s usto treat screening
In a G aussian approxin ation valid for geom etries in which C oulom b blockade
e ects are weak.



To get Insight into the uctuation spectrum , we study the tin e evolution
of the charge ¢ on the M C wihin RPA . This charge is com posed of two
com ponents: the bare charge o) » that arises from the noninteracting problem
and the screening charge which is a response to the selfoconsistent potential
U on theM C .W e therefore have in frequency representation

d=d¢, D(P; Jd=cu —J;: (7)

In the st equation,D = QK i=QU is the Iinear resoonse function. The
second equation expresses the self-consistency condition for the potentjaltf .
T hese two equations can be com bined by elin inating the potentjaltf . The
total charge on the M C is found to be

¢=a+D()=C) " &y gdl : ®)

This result show s nicely the two possibl e ects of the random phase ap-

proxin ation. On the one hand, the prefactor 1+ D (! )=C) ! reduces the

uctuations ofthe bare charge d, which iscom pensated partially by a screen—

Ing charge. O n the other hand, we get a back action of the charge ¢, ofthe

upper dot on the charge Q in theM C . However, thisback action is sm allby
a factor C=C; and can be om ited In second order perturbation theory.

4 Exam ples

The exam ples of this section are not m eant to m odel the geom etry of a
realistic m easuring apparatus. But they dem onstrate nicely the in uence of
the geom etry on the speed and e ciency of the m easuring process.

Asa rstgeneric exam pl we discuss a short quantum point contact
which isde ned by two sharp barrers of distance ‘. Ttspotential is given by
V X;y;z)= 2 (z)+ Y x;y) wih

ZZ)= (I=m)Vv @+ =2)+w (2 =2)1: ©9)

N ote that this potential violates nversion symmetry orv€ w. Fo§ conve—
nience we introduce the ollow ing param eters: the wave vectorky =  2mEy
wherem isthe e ective m ass of the electron and E  the Fem ienergy. W e



consider the Iim it ofa M C much shorter than the Fem iwave length F e
U sing the general ormula {1}) we calculate the density of state m atrix (we
sth 1)

N =
|
: 1
m 1 kZ + 2w? 2vw + ik v W) 10)
2ke kgt hw)? Oy ik (v W) E + 2v

It isnow straightforward to cbtain the m easurem ent e ciency oftheM C at
Zero tam perature

n Rn _ Vw2 <
dec Ry vPw? + kg (\% W)2=4

1: 11)

Foran asymmetricM C with v& w the e ciency is suboptin al.

For a long quantum point contact wih V' charge screening
gets e ective. The constants R 4 and R, that determ ine the relaxation and
decoherence rates then decrease w ith Increasing num ber of open channelsN .
W e illustrate this e ect using the ollow Ing toy potential

Vo
otz 12)
Z

Z (z) =
Tts scattering m atrix can be found in P4]. To get the fiilldensity of statem a—
trix {I}) we replace the potentialderivative d=dU in @) by a param etric deriva—
tive d=dV, . T he elem ents of {I}) can be expressed by digam m a-functions. A s
a con ning potential we choose Y = m ! ’y*=2. As in a two-din ensional
electron gas only the lIowest m ode In z-direction is occupied. Fig. ' com —
pares the cases of ine ective charge screening D C and e ective screening
D C . It show s the deccherence (m easuram ent) rate at zero tem perature
kT and nite biaseyV jdepending on the number of open channels through
the constriction. W e change this num ber by varying the con nem ent fre—
quency !, . The decoherence rate reachesm axim alvalues if one tranan ission
channel n is halfopen T, = 1=2. This corresponds to a maxinum in the
sensitivity dT,=dV,. In the case of lne ective screening the decoherence rate
does not depend on the num ber of open channels, whereas screening reduces
deooherence In the case of m any open channels.
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Figure 2: The e ect of screening on the decoherence rate g at zero
tem perature kT and nite voltage bias ey Jj (see text).

5 Conclusions

In this work we have investigated the weak m easurem ent of a two state sys—
tem (a double quantum dot) capacitively coupled to a m esoscopic conductor.
W e have presented expressions for the relaxation rate, the decoherence rate
and the m easurem ent rate In tem s of capacitance coe cients and In temm s

of potential derivatives of the scattering m atrix. T he discussion illustrates
that scattering theory is usefl not only for the discussion of dctransport
processes In m esosoopic physics but In fact has a much w ider range of ap—
plicability. W e have em phasized screening in the detector: as illustrated in



Fig. 2 the decoherence rate and sin ilarly the relaxation and m easurem ent
rate) are rappidly reduced w ith increasing channel num ber. O ur discussion
isbased only on a single uctuating potential in the detector but in princi-
pk a r» ned calculation which takes into acoount a m ore realistic potential
distrbution ispossble REI.
This work was supported by the Swiss N ational Science Foundation.

N ote added in proof: Recently an instructive, infom ation theoretical
discussion ofthe problem treated In thiswork wasprovided by C lerk, G irvin,
and Stone R4].
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