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W e form ulate generalconditions necessary for a linear-response detector to reach the quantum

lim itofm easurem ente�ciency,where the m easurem ent-induced dephasing rate takeson its m ini-

m um possible value. These conditions are applicable to both non-interacting and interacting sys-

tem s. W e assess the status ofthese requirem ents in an arbitrary non-interacting scattering based

detector,identifying the sym m etries ofthe scattering m atrix needed to reach the quantum lim it.

W eshow thattheseconditionsare necessary to preventtheexistenceofinform ation in thedetector

which isnotextracted in the m easurem entprocess.

PACS num bers:

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

Issues of quantum m easurem ent in m esoscopic sys-

tem s have recently garnered considerable interest,both

because of their relevance to attem pts at quantum

com putation1 and quantum -lim ited am pli�ers2. A gen-

eralconsequence ofany quantum m easurem ent is that

it m ust induce decoherence in the system variable con-

jugate to that being m easured. This basic fact natu-

rally leadsto the issue ofm easurem ente�ciency: what

conditions m ust a particular detector satisfy so that it

induces the absolute m inim um am ountofdephasing re-

quired by quantum m echanics? This m inim um dephas-

ing rate isidenticalto the m easurem entrate �m eas,the

rate at which inform ation is extracted during the m ea-

surem ent process;thus,the m easurem ent e�ciency ra-

tio � � 1 is de�ned by � = �m eas=�’, where �’ is

the m easurem ent-induced dephasing rate. Besides be-

ing ofgreatconceptualinterest,near-idealm easurem ent

schem es are necessary to detect signatures ofcoherent

qubit oscillations in the output noise of a detector3,4,

and are essentialifone wishes to construct a quantum

lim ited am pli�er(i.e.an am pli�erwhose noise energy is

the m inim um allowed by quantum m echanics)2. W hile

the question ofm easurem ent e�ciency has received at-

tention in the context ofgeneralm easurem ent theory5,

itisonly recently thatithasbeen considered in thecon-

textofsolid state detectors.Averin3 hasconsidered the

statusofthequantum lim itin anum berofsolid statede-

tectors,whilerecently Pilgram and B�uttiker6 considered

the quantum lim it for a system in which a m esoscopic

conductoractsasa detector.

In this paper,we form ulate generalconditions which

areneeded foranarbitrarydetectorin thelinear-response

regim e to reach the quantum lim it ofdetection,where

� = 1.Thesegeneralconditionsarevalid forboth inter-

acting and non-interacting system s,and can be given a

directphysicalinterpretation.W ealso discussthequan-

tum lim it in term s ofa sim ple concept from quantum

inform ation theory,the accessibleinform ation.To m ake

these considerationsm ore concrete,we apply them to a

m esoscopicscattering detectorsim ilarto thatconsidered

in Ref. 6,identifying precise conditionsand sym m etries

needed to reach the quantum lim it. W e �nd that the

required sym m etries are m ost easily understood ifone

considersthescatteringdetectorin term sofinform ation;

thesesym m etriesarenotthe sam easthoseusually con-

sidered in m esoscopicsystem s.Forexam ple,we�nd that

tim ereversalsym m etry isnotnecessary forreaching the

quantum lim it. W e also �nd that,surprisingly,an adia-

batic pointcontact7 system rem ainsa quantum lim ited

detectoreven forvoltageslargeenough thatseveralchan-

nelscontribute to transportand thatthe energy depen-

dence of scattering is im portant; previous studies8,9,10

have only shown that the quantum lim it is achieved in

thesm allvoltageregim e.O urresultsforthe m esoscopic

scattering detectorarecom plem entary to thoseobtained

in Ref.6.

II. G EN ER A L C O N D IT IO N S

A . M odeland D erivation ofthe Q uantum Lim it

W estartbyconsideringagenericsystem consistingofa

qubit(i.e.atwo-levelsystem described asaspin 1=2)cou-

pled to an arbitrary detector. The system Ham iltonian

isH = H qubit+ H detector+ H int,whereH qubit = � 1

2

� z,

H int = A�zQ , and we leave H detector unspeci�ed. Q

is the detector \input" operator which couples to the

qubit,while A characterizes the strength ofthe qubit-

detector coupling. M ixing e�ects, where the detector

causes transitions in the qubit,are neglected by taking

[H int;H qubit]= 0;such e�ects alwayscause a deviation

from the quantum lim it. W e work in the weak-coupling

regim e(A ! 0),and can thususelinearresponsetheory

to describe the output ofdetector. Taking I to be the

detector observable that is m easured (i.e.the \output"

operator),onehasto lowestorderin A:

hI(t)i= hI(t)i�0 + A�ĥ�z(t)i�Q (1)

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0211001v1
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where the zero-frequency linear-response coe�cient (or

\forward gain")� isgiven by

� �
� i

~

Z 1

0

d�h[I(�);Q (0)]i�0 (2)

=
2

~

Im

Z 1

0

d�hI(�)Q (0)i�0 (3)

Here,�0 istheinitialdensity m atrix ofthedetector,and

�Q is the initialdensity m atrix ofthe qubit. W e have

assum ed that the qubit splitting frequency 
 is m uch

sm aller than the rate which characterizes the detector,

which allows us to approxim ate the detector’s response

to the qubit as instantaneous. Alternatively, one can

restrictattention to the case where the qubitisin a �z
eigenstate,and thus h�z(t)i is tim e independent. The

operatorson theRHS in theaboveequation evolvein the

Heisenberg picturegenerated by H 0 = H qubit+ H detector.

Next,we connectthe detectornoisein the outputop-

eratorI and inputoperatorQ to,respectively,the m ea-

surem entrate�m eas and thedephasingrate�’.De�ning

the uctuating partofan operatorA as eA = A � hAi�0,

the required zero-frequency noise correlators are given

by:

SI = 2

Z + 1

� 1

dtheI(t)eI(0)i�0

= 4�~
X

i;f

Pi�(Ei� Ef)jeIifj
2 (4a)

SQ = 2

Z + 1

� 1

dtheQ (t)eQ (0)i�0

= 4�~
X

i;f

Pi�(Ei� Ef)jeQ ifj
2 (4b)

SIQ = 2

Z + 1

� 1

dtheI(t)eQ (0)i�0

= 4�~
X

i;f

Pi�(Ei� Ef)(eIif)(eQ fi) (4c)

Here,weusetheshorthand O if = hijO jfi,wherejii,jfi

are eigenstates of H detector with energies E i;E f. The

probability Pi isde�ned ashij�0jii;weassum ethat�0 is

diagonalin the basisofeigenstates.Taking the detector

noise to be G aussian,the standard expressions for the

dephasingrate�’ and m easurem entrate�m eas aregiven

by:1

�’ =
A 2

~
2
SQ �m eas =

A 2�2

SI
(5)

W ebrieyreview theoriginofEqs.(5).Thedephasing

ratedescribesthem easurem ent-induced decay oftheo�-

diagonalelem ents ofthe qubit density m atrix. It can

be derived by looking atthe decay atlong tim esofthe

phase correlatorV (t)= h�+ (t)�� (0)i,where �+ (�� )is

the spin raising (lowering)operator:

V (t) =

D

exp

�

� i

Z t

0

dt
0(
+ 2AQ (t0)=~)

�E

(6)

’ e
� ie
 texp

�
� 2A2

~
2

Z t

0

dt1

Z t

0

dt2heQ (t1)eQ (t2)i

�

! e
� ie
 t

e
� �’ t (7)

Here,e
 = 
+ 2AhQ i �0=~.

The m easurem ent rate describes how long the m ea-

surem ent m ust be on before the signalassociated with

the two qubitstatescan be distinguished from the noise

in I. The quantity ofinterestisthe tim e-integralofthe

detectoroutput,m (t)=
Rt
0
dt0I(t0). O ne needsthatthe

distributions ofm (t) corresponding to the two di�erent

qubit states (i.e.p(m (t)j") and p(m (t)j#)) be statisti-

cally distinguishable. Assum ing G aussian distributions,

distinguishability isde�ned as:

hm (t)i" � hm (t)i# �
p
2(�"(t)+ �#(t)); (8)

where� denotesthevarianceofthedistribution,and thep
2 factor is included in order to m ake the �nalupper

bound on � unity. Using Eq.(1)for hI(t)i,and letting

�m eas = 1=�m eas,the condition becom es:

2A��m eas � 2
p
2�

s �
1

2
SII

�

�m eas; (9)

which directly yieldsthe expression in Eq.(5)for�m eas.

Notethatwehavetaken �" = �# in the laststep;thisis

su�cienttoobtain theleadingorderexpressionfor� m eas.

Torelate�’ and�m eas,we�rstnotethattherighthand

sidesofEqs.(4a)-(4c)im plicitly de�ne an innerproduct

(i.e.,interpret the m atrix elem ents f~Iifg and f~Q ifg as

de�ning vectors).TheSchwartzinequality then im m edi-

ately yields:

SISQ � jSIQ j
2 = ~

2(� � �
0)2 + (Re SIQ )

2 (10)

wherewehaveintroduced the reciprocalresponsecoe�-

cient(or\backwardsgain")�0:

�
0�

2

~

Im

Z 1

0

d� ĥQ (� )̂I(0)i�0 (11)

�0 would describes the response ofhQ (t)i to a pertur-

bation which couples to the operator I. Note that as

� and �0 are de�ned in term s ofcom m utators,we m ay

substitute I ! eI,Q ! eQ in their de�nitions. G eneral

stability considerations lead to the condition ��0 � 0.

Using Eqs.(5),wethushave:

�m eas

�’
=

~
2�2

SQ SI
�

~
2�2

~
2(� � �0)2 + (ReSIQ )

2
� 1 (12)

Thebestonecandoism easurethequbitasquicklyasone

dephasesit11.Notethatthisderivation only requiresthe
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validity oflinearresponseand theweak-couplingapprox-

im ationswhich giverisetoEqs.(5);verylittleisspeci�ed

ofthedetector.Sim ilarderivationsofthequantum lim it

arepresented in Refs.3 and 5.

The inequality ofEq.(12)isin m any waysintuitively

reasonable. Both dephasing and m easurem ent involve

entanglingthestateofthequbitwith statesin thedetec-

tor.In principle,therem ay bedegreesoffreedom in the

detectorwhich becom eentangled with thequbitwithout

providing any detectable inform ation in a m easurem ent

ofhIi;any such entanglem entwould lead to �’ > �m eas.

M ore precisely,im agine that when the m easurem ent is

initially turned on,the system isin a productstate:

j (t= 0)i=
1
p
2

�

j"i+ j#i

�


 jD i; (13)

wherejD iistheinitialstateofthedetector,and j"i,j#i

denote qubit �z eigenstates. At som e later tim e t,the

stateofthe system m ay be written as:

j (t)i=
1
p
2

�

j"i
 jD"(t)i+ j#i
 jD#(t)i

�

; (14)

To say that we have m easured the state ofthe system

im plies that the states jD "(t)i and jD #(t)i are distin-

guishable;to say thatthe qubithasbeen dephased only

im plies that the detectorstates jD "(t)i and jD #(t)i are

orthogonal.W hile distinguishability im pliesorthogonal-

ity,theoppositeisnottrue;thus,in general,�’ > �m eas.

Notethatin thisform ulation,thedephasing ratewillbe

related to the overlap between the two detectorstates:

jhD "(t)jD #(t)ij’ e
� �’ t (15)

B . N ecessary C onditions for R eaching the

Q uantum Lim it

W e have thus seen that on a heuristic level,reaching

thequantum lim itrequiresthatthedetectorhaveno\ex-

traneous" degreesoffreedom which couple to the qubit.

Equivalently,allinform ation on thestateofthequbitre-

siding in the detectorshould be accessiblein a m easure-

m ent ofhIi. The virtue ofthe derivation presented in

thelastsubsection isthatthesestatem entscan begiven

a precise m eaning. O ne sees that three conditions are

necessary to reach the quantum lim it: (i) the Schwartz

inequality ofEq.(10)m ustbe optim ized,(ii)the cross-

correlatorReSIQ m ust vanish,and (iii) the backwards

gain �0 m ustvanish. Conditions(i)and (ii)can be suc-

cinctly re-expressed asa single condition,leading to the

following necessary and su�cientrequirem ents:

f8i;fjPi 6= 0;E f = E ig;hfjeIjii= iChfjeQ jii (16)

�
0�

2

~

Im

Z 1

0

d� ĥQ (� )̂I(0)i�0 = 0 (17)

Here, C is a realnum ber which is independent of the

detector eigenstatesjii and jfi. Eqs.(16)and (17)are

centralresultsofthispaper.The�rstoftheseequations

expressesthefactthatto reach thequantum lim it,there

m ust be a close sim ilarity between the detector’s input

and outputoperators{ asfarasthezero-frequency noise

correlators are concerned,the operators I and Q m ust

be proportionalto one another. This required sim ilar-

ity between the detector input and output is a form al

expression ofthe intuitive idea that a quantum lim ited

detectorhasno\extraneous"internaldegreesoffreedom .

The second condition,Eq.(17),expresses the fact that

a quantum -lim ited detectorm usthavea strong intrinsic

directionality which discrim inatesbetween theinputand

output.The outputoperatorisinuenced by behaviour

attheinput,butnotvice-versa.Thisrequirem entiscon-

sistent with our tacit assum ption that the quantity hIi

can be m easured without problem s. To m easure I,one

needs to introduce a coupling in the Ham iltonian to I;

the vanishing of�0 im pliesthatthisadditionalcoupling

willnot contribute to hQ (t)i, and thus cannot further

dephasethe qubit(c.f.Eq.(6)).

O n a technicallevel,Eq.(16) follows from the opti-

m ization oftheSchwartzinequality and therequirem ent

thatRe SIQ = 0 (i.e.conditions(i)and (ii)above).The

vanishing of�0 (Eq.(17))can be interpreted in term sof

causality. To see this,we �rstintroduce the frequency-

dependentcross-correlatorSIQ (E ):

SIQ (E ) = 2

Z 1

� 1

dtheI(t)eQ (0)i�0e
iE t=~

= 4�~
X

i;f6= i

Pi�(E + Ei� Ef)eIif eQ fi: (18)

W e m ay usethisto write:

�(�0)=
1

2~

 

+ (� )Im [SIQ (0)]

�
1

�
P

Z 1

� 1

dE
Re [SIQ (E )]

E

!

(19)

If �0 = 0, it follows from the above that at E = 0,

theim aginary partofSIQ (E )coincideswith the Hilbert

transform ofthe realpartofSIQ (E ):

Im [SIQ (E )]

�
�
�
�
�
E = 0

=

 

�
1

�
P

Z 1

� 1

dE
0Re [SIQ (E

0)]

E 0� E

! �
�
�
�
�
E = 0

(20)

Ifthisheld forallE ,itwould follow from theTitchm arsh

theorem 12 thatSIQ (t)= heI(t)eQ (0)i�0 iscausal:itwould

vanish for t < 0. This would clearly be su�cient to

satisfy Eq.(17).M oregenerally,thevanishing of�0 only

requiresthe weakercondition ofEq.(20).
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C . T he Q uantum Lim it and Inform ation T heory

W eclosethissection by form alizingtheconnection be-

tween the quantum lim it and inform ation. A deviation

from the quantum lim it (i.e.� < 1) im plies the exis-

tence in the detector of\m issing inform ation" regard-

ing the state ofthe qubit,inform ation which is not re-

vealed in a m easurem ent of hIi. The dephasing rate

thus corresponds to what the m easurem ent rate would

be if we could m ake use of all the available inform a-

tion.Thisnotion can be quanti�ed by borrowing a con-

cept from quantum inform ation theory, the accessible

inform ation13,14,15,16. To de�ne this, note �rst that if

we choose a speci�c detector quantity (or set ofquan-

tities) Y to m easure (described by,e.g.,a set ofcom -

m uting observables),we can think of our system as a

noisy classicalcom m unication channel. The two possi-

ble inputs to the channelare the qubit states j"i and

j#i;interaction with thedetectorfora tim etthen leads

to two corresponding detectorstatesjD "(t)iand jD #(t)i

(c.f. Eq.(14)).17 Finally, the outputs from the chan-

nel are the outcom es of the m easurem ent of Y . The

\noise" here is a result ofthe intrinsic uncertainties of

Y in the statesjD "(t)iand jD #(t)i;theoutputwillthus

bedescribed by theconditionalprobability distributions

p(yj");p(yj#)determ ined by these states,where y rep-

resents possible outcom es ofthe m easurem ent. Letting

�p(y)= [p(yj")+ p(yj#)]=2,them utualinform ation R of

thischannelis18:

R[Y ]= H [�p(y)]�
1

2

�

H [p(yj")]+ H [p(yj#)]

�

(21)

where H [p(y)]isthe Shannon inform ation entropy asso-

ciated with the distribution p:

H [p(y)]= �
X

yi

p(yi)log(p(yi)) (22)

Note thatwe have chosen to equally weightourtwo in-

puts to the channel. Assum ing that this choice is op-

tim al,Shannon’s noisy channelcoding theorem im plies

that R[Y ]is the m axim um rate at which m essages can

bereliably transm itted down thechannelby m odulating

thestateofthequbitand m aking m easurem entsofY .18

Alternatively,R[Y ]m ay be considered as being related

to a generalized m easurem ent rate describing the cho-

sen m easurem ent Y . For exam ple,ifthe distributions

p(y(t)j")and p(y(t)j#)are G aussian,one �ndsthatat

sm alltim es(i.e.beforethetwodistributionsarewellsep-

arated):

R[Y ]G aussian =
1

8

(hy(t)i" � hy(t)i#)
2

�"(t)�#(t)
(23)

This corresponds to our de�nition ofthe m easurem ent

rate,c.f.Eqs.(8) and (9). W e thus have a new way to

interpretthe m easurem entrate �m eas:given thatone is

m onitoring hIi,�m eas represents the m axim um rate at

which inform ation can be sentto the detectorby m odu-

lating the qubit.

The quantum m echanicalaccessible inform ation I is

now de�ned by m axim izing them utualinform ation R[Y ]

overallpossible m easurem entschem es Y . Rem arkably,

for the case considered here (where the detector is de-

scribed by a purestate)itcan becalculated exactly13;a

sim pli�ed proofis presented in Appendix A,where we

also dem onstrate that there are several possible opti-

m alm easurem ent schem es. Letting jhD "(t)jD #(t)ij
2 =

cos2(�(t)),we have:

I = m ax
fY g

R =
1

2

h

(1+ sin�(t))log(1+ sin�(t))+

(1� sin�(t))log(1� sin�(t))

i

(24)

Thisexpression correspondsto having equally weighted

ourtwoinputstates,aswedid in Eq.(21);onecan check

thatthischoicem axim izesI.Atsm alltim es(�’t� 1),

com parison against Eq.(15) yields �(t) ! 0, and we

have:

I ’ �(t)2 = �’t (25)

Asexpected,the growth ofthe accessible inform ation is

determ ined by thedephasing rate.Achieving � = 1 thus

im pliesthattheratethatweactuallyobtain inform ation,

�m eas,coincides with the growth ofthe totalaccessible

inform ation. Thus,there isno \m issing" inform ation in

the detector. W e can also think ofEqs. (24) and (25)

asproviding an alternaterouteforderiving thequantum

lim itinequality �’ � �m eas,i.e.:

R[Y ]’ �m east� I ’ �’t (26)

Theutility ofthinking aboutback action e�ectsand the

quantum lim itin term sofinform ation willbecom eclear

in thenextsection,wherewediscussthem esoscopicscat-

tering detector. Note also thatthe relation between in-

form ation and state disturbance has been studied in a

slightly di�erentcontextby Fuchsetal.14

III. M ESO SC O P IC SC A T T ER IN G D ET EC T O R

To m ake the preceding discussion m ore concrete,we

now considerthestatusofthequantum lim itin aslightly

lessgeneraldetectorset-up,them esoscopicscatteringde-

tectorconsidered in Ref.6.W edeterm inetheconditions

needed to reach the quantum lim it ofdetection by di-

rectly applying thegeneralconditionsderived in thelast

section,nam ely theproportionalitycondition ofEq.(16),

and the causality condition ofEq.(17). This is in con-

trast to Ref. 6,which developed conditions needed for

the quantum lim itby directly calculating �’ and �m eas.

W eexplicitlyshow thataviolation ofEq.(16)im pliesthe

existenceofunused inform ation in thedetector,inform a-

tion which isnotextracted in the m easurem entprocess.
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FIG .1: Schem atic ofthe m esoscopic scattering detector,in

which thecurrentthrough a phasecoherentscattering region

is used to detect the qubit. Q denotes the charge in the

scattering region, while IR (IL ) is the current in the right

(left)contact.

The detector here is a two term inalscattering region

(seeFig.1)characterized by a scattering m atrix s.Tak-

ing the contact to both the right and left reservoirs to

have N propagating transverse m odes, s willhave di-

m ension 2N . The output operator ofthe detector I is

sim ply the current through the region;the state ofthe

qubitaltershIiby m odulating the potentialin the scat-

tering region. Note that while we focus on the lim it

ofa weak coupling between the qubit and detector,so

that the linear response approach ofthe previous sec-

tion isvalid,we do notassum e thatthe voltageissm all

enough thathIi/ V .19 Them esoscopicscattering detec-

tordescribesthe setup used in two recent\which path"

experim ents20,21. These experim ents used a quantum

pointcontactto detectthe presenceofan extra electron

in a nearby quantum dot. As the dotwas im bedded in

an Aharanov-Bohm ring,the dephasing induced by the

m easurem entcould be studied directly.

W e start by considering the sim plest situation, also

considered in Ref. 6,where the state ofthe qubit pro-

videsauniform potentialchangein thescatteringregion.

In this case the input operator Q is the totalcharge in

the scattering region. Unlike Ref. 6,we do not explic-

itly consider the e�ects of screening here. W ithin an

RPA schem e,consideration ofsuch e�ectsallowsan ex-

plicitcalculation ofthequbit-detectorcoupling strength

A,butdoesnotresultin any otherchangesovera non-

interacting approach. In the weak coupling regim e,the

particularvalueofA doesnota�ecttheapproach to the

quantum lim it.

Letting ay�n (E )representthe creation operatorforan

incident wave in contact � = L;R,transverse m ode n,

and atenergy E ,the detectorcurrentoperatorforcon-

tact� takesthe form 22:

I� =
e

h

Z

dE

Z

dE
0

X

�;= L ;R

NX

n;m = 1

h

a
y

�n
(E )A �n;m (�;E ;E

0)am (E
0)

i

(27)

A �n;m (�;E ;E
0)= ����� �nm �

�

[s�� (E )]
y
s�(E

0)

�

nm

(28)

A positive currentcorrespondsto a currentincidenton

the scattering region;note thatthroughoutthissection,

we neglectelectron spin forsim plicity. The totalcharge

Q in the scattering region m ay be de�ned in term s of

the totalcurrent incident on the scattering region{ in

the Heisenberg picture,@tQ (t) = IL (t)+ IR (t) . O ne

obtains:

Q = e

Z

dE

Z

dE
0

X

�;= L ;R
h

a
y

�n
(E )N

�n;m
(E ;E 0)am (E

0)

i

(29)

N (E ;E + ~!) =
1

2�i

�

s
y(E )

s(E + ~!)� s(E )

~!

�

:(30)

In the lim itwhere ! ! 0,N (E ;E + ~!)reducesto the

well-known W igner-Sm ith delay tim e m atrix:

N (E )=
1

2�i

�

s
y(E )

d

dE
s(E )

�

(31)

Finally,theassum ption thatthequbitcouplesto theto-

talchargein thescatteringregion isequivalenttoassum -

ing thatthe potentialit createsis sm ooth in the W K B

sense. W e can use the fact that the sensitivity ofthe

scattering m atrix s to a globalchangeofpotentialin the

scattering region isthe sam e asitssensitivity to energy.

Thus,the linearresponsecoe�cient� hasthe form :

� = �
e2

h

Z �L

�R

d"
d

d"

h

trs
y

L R
(")sL R (")

i

= �
e2

h

Z �L

�R

d"
X

j

dTj(")

d"
; (32)

wheretheTj arethetransm ission eigenvaluesofthesys-

tem . W ithout loss ofgenerality,we have assum ed that

ourdetectorisbiased such thatthechem icalpotentialof

the leftreservoirisgreaterthan thatofthe rightreser-

voir:�L � �R = ejV j;we also considerthe lim itofzero

tem perature.

A . Single C hannelC ase

G iven these de�nitions,we can now turn to Eqs.(16)

and (17)and askwhatisrequiredofthescatteringm atrix

s in orderto reach the quantum lim it.W e �rstfocuson

thecaseN = 1,wherethereisasinglepropagatingm ode

in both contacts. The scattering m atrix s isthus2� 2,

and m ay be written as:

s(E )=

�
sL L sL R
sR L sR R

�

=

� p
Rei�

p
Tei’

0

p
Tei’ �

p
Rei(’+ ’

0
� �)

�

(33)
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where R = 1� T. Atzero tem perature,the detectoris

described by a single m any-body state jii in which all

incidentstatesin lead � with E < �� areoccupied,and

allotherincidentstatesareunoccupied:

jii=

�

� E L � �L
a
y

L
(E L )

��

� E R � �R
a
y

R
(E R )

�

jvaci (34)

First,we consider the causality condition ofEq.(17)

which requiresthatthe backwardsgain �0 vanishes. As

weknow theinitialstateofthedetectorand haveexplicit

expressions for I and Q , we can directly evaluate the

function SIQ (E )appearing in Eq.(18)in term sofs. A

directcalculation can be perform ed to show that:

Z 1

� 1

dE
Re [SIQ (E )]

E
=

Z 1

� 1

dE
Re [F (E )]

E
(35)

Im [SIQ (0)] = Im [F (0)] (36)

where,letting t� sR L ,the function F (E )isde�ned as:

F (E )= � i
e2

2�

Z �L

�R

dE
0
t
�(E 0)

�
t(E 0+ E )� t(E0)

E

�

(37)

NotethatEqs.(35)and (36)areindependentofwhether

I istaketo beIL ,IR ,ora linearcom bination ofthetwo.

Now,causalitydictatesthatthescatteringm atrixsisan-

alyticin theupperhalfcom plex plane,and thusso isthe

function F (E ). The realand im aginary parts ofF are

thusrelated by a Hilberttransform ,and Eqs.(20),(35)

and (36) im ply that �0 = 0 for the scattering detector

irrespective ofthe choice ofs.Thus,the causality prop-

erties ofthe scattering m atrix s ensure that one ofthe

conditionsnecessaryforreachingthequantum lim itisal-

wayssatis�ed. Note thatsubstituting these expressions

for SIQ (E ) in Eq.(19) does indeed yield the expected

form of� (Eq.(32)).Itisalso usefulto note thatgauge

invariance can be used to directly establish23 �0 = 0 .

The essence ofthe argum ent is that a coupling to the

current(i.e.H int = A�zI(x = 0))isequivalentto intro-

ducing a localvector potential. The gauge transform a-

tion which rem ovesthisterm willonly m odify thetrans-

m ission phasesin the scattering m atrix s (i.e.� and �0)

in an energy-independent m anner. Using Eq.(29),one

can check thathQ iisindependentofenergy-independent

phasechanges;thus�0= 0.

Next,weturn tothecondition given in Eq.(16),which

requiresa certain proportionality between eI and eQ in or-

dertoreach thequantum lim it.G iven thestatejiiwhich

describes the detector (Eq.(34)),the only m atrix ele-

m entsofI and Q which contributeto thezero frequency

noisecorrelators(c.f.Eqs(4))involveenergy-conserving

transitionswherea scatteringstateincidentfrom theleft

reservoir is destroyed while a scattering state incident

from the right reservoir is created. Since these transi-

tionsrequirean occupied initialstateand an unoccupied

�nalstate, they can only occur in the energy interval

�R < E < �L .W e are thusinterested in the coe�cients

oftheoperatorsa
y

R
(E )a

L
(E )appearingin theexpansion

ofI and Q in this energy interval. The proportional-

ity requirem ent ofEq.(16) thus results in a necessary

condition on s("):

8E �[�R ;�L ]; [sL R ]
�
(E )sL L (E )= iCN R L (E ) (38)

where C is a real,energy-independent constant. Using

Eq.(33),the im aginary and realpartsofthe abovecon-

dition becom e:

8E �[�R ;�L ];
d

dE
(�(E )� �(E )) = 0 (39)

dT

dE
(E )

T(E )(1� T(E ))
= �

4�

C
(40)

Sim ilarconditionsforreachingthequantum lim itforthis

version of the scattering detector were �rst developed

in Ref. 6 by directly calculating �m eas and �’ (note

there is a sign error in Eq.(7) ofRef. 6 which m ust

be corrected to obtain our Eq.(39)).24 The ful�lling of

theseconditionsdoesnotcorrespond to sym m etriesusu-

allyconsidered in m esoscopicsystem s;forexam ple,aswe

willshow,the presenceoftim e-reversalsym m etry isnot

a necessary requirem ent.Instead,the conditionsofEqs.

(39)and (40)correspond directly totherequirem entthat

therebenom issinginform ation in thedetector,inform a-

tion which isnotrevealed in a m easurem entofhIi. W e

dem onstratethisexplicitly in whatfollows.

1. Phase Condition

The�rstcondition (Eq.(39))forreachingthequantum

lim it requires that the di�erence between transm ission

and reection phasesin thescatteringm atrixbeconstant

in the energy intervalde�ned by thevoltage.Ifitholds,

changing the state ofthe qubit willnot m odulate this

phase di�erence. Eq.(39)thus constrainsinform ation{

it ensuresthat the detector does notextractadditional

inform ation aboutthequbitwhich residesin therelative

phase between transm ission and reection. Such infor-

m ation is clearly notrevealed in a m easurem entofhIi,

and would necessarily lead to additionaldephasing over

and abovethem easurem entrate.In principle,thisaddi-

tionalinform ation could be extracted by perform ing an

interference experim ent. To be m ore speci�c,note that

the cross-correlatorSIQ (c.f.Eq.4c)isgiven by:

SIQ = i~� +
e2

�

Z �L

�R

dE
0

�

T(1� T)
d

dE
(� � ’)

�

(41)

By de�nition,theim aginary partofthiscorrelatordeter-

m inesthelinearresponsecoe�cient� (c.f.Eq.(3))asso-

ciated with m easuring hIi. In contrast,the realpartof

thiscorrelatorm ay beinterpreted asthe linearresponse

coe�cientassociated with a m easurem entwhere one in-

terferesreected and transm itted electrons;thefactorof

T(1� T)correspondsto the factthatthe m agnitude of

thissignalwillbe proportionalto the am plitudeofboth



7

the reected and transm itted beam s. M ore explicitly,

considerthe Herm itian operatorIm od de�ned by:

Im od =
e

~

Z �L

�R

dE

h

ia
y

R
(E )A R L (L;E ;E )aL (E )+ h:c:

i

(42)

Ifoneweretonow m easureIm od,thecorrespondinglinear

responsecoe�cient� m od isprecisely therealpartofSIQ
(this can be seen by com paring Eqs.(42) and (27) ).

The factthatadditionalinform ation on the state ofthe

qubitisavailable in the expectation hIm odiim pliesthat

the qubitisentangling with the detectorfasterthan the

m easurem entrateassociated with hIi.Thisrem ainstrue

even ifonedoesnotexplicitlyextractthisinform ation,as

wasdem onstrated recently in theexperim entofSprinzak

et.al.21

Stepping back, we see that the general condition

Re SIQ = 0 (i.e.the required factor ofi on the RHS

ofEq. 16) needed to reach the quantum lim it directly

correspondsto therequirem entofno \m issing" inform a-

tion discussed in the previoussubsection. In general,a

non-vanishing Re SIQ im plies that additionalinform a-

tion aboutthe qubit’sstate could be obtained by sim ul-

taneously m easuring another quantity in addition to I

(e.g.,in ourcase,the quantity Im od).

Notethatin thescattering detector,thesym m etry re-

quired to ensurethatEq.(39)holds(i.e.thatthephases

� and � coincide)isnotonethatisusually considered in

m esoscopicsystem s.In particular,the presence oftim e-

reversalsym m etry is notnecessary to ful� lling the con-

dition ofEq.(39);tim e-reversalsym m etry only im plies

that ’ = ’0,and speci�es nothing on the relation be-

tween ’ and �. However,as pointed out in Ref. 6,a

su� cientcondition forachievingEq.(39)isthatonehas

paritysym m etry,thatisbothtim e-reversalsym m etryand

left-right inversion sym m etry (the latter condition im -

pliesthatthe two reection phasesin s are identical).25

Note thatthisisnota necessary condition.W e see that

the required sym m etry here isbestunderstood asbeing

related to inform ation.

2. Transm ission Condition

W enow turn tothesecond condition (Eq.(40))needed

tohavethescatteringdetectorreachthequantum lim it,a

condition which constrainstheenergy dependenceofthe

transm ission probability T. This condition arises from

the requirem entthatthe proportionality between I and

Q needed forthe quantum lim itm usthold overthe en-

tire energy intervalde�ned by the voltage. In general,

energy averaging causes a departure from the quantum

lim it{ over su�ciently large intervals, the operators I

and Q look lessand lesslikeoneanother.LikeEq.(39),

Eq.(40)can also be interpreted as a requirem entofno

\m issing" inform ation.Here,therequirem entisthaten-

ergy averaging doesnotresultin the lossofinform ation

about the qubit which is encoded in the energy depen-

dence ofT. W hile such inform ation is not obtained in

a m easurem entofhIi(which involvesenergy averaging,

c.f.Eq.(32)),itcould beobtained ifonem easuredtheen-

tirefunction hI(V )ifor0� jV j� �L � �R .Asdiscussed,

the presence ofany m issing inform ation necessarily im -

pliesa departurefrom the quantum lim it.

Interestinglyenough,Eq.(40)m aybeunderstoodcom -

pletely classically,even though it form ally results from

requiring the proportionality oftwo quantum operators.

To do so,wecalculatethe classicalinform ation capacity

R (c.f.Eq.(21))corresponding to two di�erentpossible

m easurem ents.First,im aginewem easuretheintegrated

currentm =
Rt
0
dt0I(t0),and assum e the probability dis-

tributions p(m j")and p(m j#)are G aussian. Forweak

coupling,one�ndsforthe capacity:

R avg = �m east =
t

2h

�

eA
R�L

�R
d"

dT (")

d"

�2

R�L

�R
d"T(")(1� T("))

(43)

’
(�")t

2h

�

eA
P

j

dT ("j)

d"

�2

P

j
T("j)(1� T("j))

(44)

In the lastline,we have discretized the energy integrals

i.e.partitioned the interval[�R ;�L]into equalsegm ents

oflength �". Ifwe now im agine we could m easure each

m j =
Rt
0
Ij(t),whereIj(t)isthecontribution to thecur-

rent from the jth energy interval,a sim ilar calculation

reveals:

R tot =
(�")t

2h

X

j

�

eA
dT ("j)

d"

�2

T("j)(1� T("j))
(45)

O ne can easily check thatR tot � Ravg;thiscorresponds

to the additionalinform ation thatisgenerally available

in the energy dependence ofT. A necessary and su�-

cientcondition forensuring R tot = R avg isprecisely the

condition ofEq.(40). O n a purely classicallevel,this

condition ensures that no inform ation is lost when one

averagesoverenergy.

How can the problem s generally posed by energy av-

eraging be avoided? O ne possible solution would be to

use voltages sm allenough that the scattering m atrix s

can be approxim ated as being linear in energy,that is

eV (dT=dE )� 1 (thisisthe approach ofRef. 6). How-

ever,asthe linearresponse coe�cient� isgiven by the

energy derivativeofthetransm ission (c.f.Eq.(32)),such

a sm allvoltage would im ply both a sm allsignaland es-

sentially no gain.The change in currentinduced by the

qubit,�I = � A�,would be m uch sm allerthan the cur-

rentassociated with the coupling voltageA:

� ’
e2

h

�
dT

dE
ejV j

�

�
e2

h
(46)

�m eas /

�
dT

dE
eV

� 2 �
A

eV

�
A

h
�

A

h
(47)
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Even though thissm allnessof� doesnottheoretically af-

fectthe approach to the quantum lim it,itdoesseverely

lim it the detector’s practicalvalue{ for very slow m ea-

surem ent rates,environm entale�ects on the qubit will

becom edom inantoverbackaction e�ects.

If we now consider �nite voltages and fully energy-

dependentscattering,Eq.(40)tellsusthe condition un-

der which energy averaging the transm ission does not

im pede reaching the quantum lim it. The solution to

Eq.(40)hasthe form :

T(E )=
1

1+ e4�(E � E 0)=C
(48)

Thisform forT(E )im pliesthatthereisnoextrainform a-

tion in theenergy dependenceofT which islostupon en-

ergy averaging.Am usingly,Eq.(40)correspondsexactly

to the energy-dependenttransm ission ofone channelof

an adiabatic quantum pointcontact7. The constantE 0

represents the threshold energy ofthe channel(i.e.the

transversem ode),and the constantC isgiven by:

C = �
2
p
2~vF

p
dR

(49)

whered isthe transversewidth ofthe constriction atits

center,and R istheradiusofcurvatureofthetransverse

con�ning potentialatthe constriction center.

B . M ultichannelC ase

W enow considerthesituation wherethereareN chan-

nelsin each ofthetwo contactsleading to thereservoirs.

Itisusefultowritesin term sofitsN transm ission eigen-

valuesTj(E )using the standard polardecom position:26

s(E )=

�
sL L sL R
sR L sR R

�

=

�
U

V

�� p
R

p
Tp

T �
p
R

��
U 0

V 0

�

(50)

Here,U;U 0;V;V 0 are N � N energy-dependent unitary

m atrices,and
p
R and

p
T arediagonalm atriceshaving

entries
p
1� Tj(E )and

p
Tj(E ),respectively.

In the m ultichannelcase,the backwardsgain �0 again

vanishesirrespectiveofthe detailsofs asa resultofthe

analytic properties ofs. The relevant question then to

ask iswhatconditionsm ustbe satis�ed by s(E )so that

the proportionality between I and Q required to reach

the quantum lim it(i.e.Eq.(16))isachieved.Asin the

single-channelcase,therelevantm atrixelem entsofIand

Q involvedestroying a scattering stateincidentfrom the

leftand creating an equal-energy state describing an in-

cidentwave from the right;the additionalcom plication

now isthatthese transitionscould resultin a change of

transverse m ode. O ne thusneedsto exam ine the coe�-

cients ofthe operator products a
y

R n
(E )a

L m
(E ) appear-

ing in the expansion ofI and Q ,in the energy interval

[�R ;�L].Theproportionality condition ofEq.(16)again

yields the requirem ent that Eq.(38) hold for allener-

gies in this interval;now,however,both the right and

left-hand sideofthisequation areN � N m atrices:

8E �[�R ;�L ]; [sL R (E )]
y
s
L L
(E )= iCN R L(E ) (51)

Here,C isagain an energy-independentrealnum ber.Us-

ingthepolardecom position,onecan derivefrom Eq.(51)

two necessary m atrix conditionswhich m usthold forall

energiesin the intervalde�ned by the voltage:

p
T(E )�U (E )

p
R(E )�

p
R(E )�V (E )

p
T(E )= 0 (52)

dT

dE
(E )

T(E )(1� T(E ))
= �

4�

C
� 1̂ (53)

These conditions are the m ulti-channel analogs of

Eqs.(39)and (40).1̂ denotestheN � N unitm atrix,and

we have introduced the generalized \phase-derivative"

Herm itian m atrices�U and �V :

�U (") = � iU
y(")

�
d

dE
U (")

�

(54)

�V (") = � iV
y(")

�
d

dE
V (")

�

(55)

Thesem atricesplay the roleofthe energy-derivativesof

the phases� and � in the single channelcase.Note the

evidentasym m etry in Eq.(52):thepolardecom position

m atricesU and V enter,butthe m atricesU 0 and V 0 do

not.W e com m enton thisin whatfollows.

1. Phase and ChannelM ixing Conditions

The �rstrequirem ent(Eq.(52))placesa stringentre-

quirem ent on the scattering m atrix s. Like the corre-

sponding requirem ent for the single-channelsystem , it

ensures that there is no additionalinform ation on the

state of the qubit available in m easurable changes of

scattering phases. Again,tim e-reversalsym m etry is not

necessary to have this condition hold,as tim e-reversal

sym m etry only ensures U = U 0 and V = V 0. However,

unlike the single-channelcase,even the presence ofpar-

ity sym m etry (i.e.thecom bination ofboth tim e-reversal

sym m etry and left-rightinversion sym m etry)isnotsu� -

cienttoguaranteethatEq.(52)issatis�ed.Thepresence

ofparitysym m etry would indeed ensure�U = �V ,butas

in general

hp
T;�U

i

;

hp
R;�U

i

6= 0,thisisnotenough.

In addition to having �U = �V ,onealso generally needs

eitherthat�U isdiagonal,m eaning thatthem odeindex

(i.e.transverse m om entum )isconserved during scatter-

ing,orthatallthe transm ission eigenvaluesTj areiden-

tical. W e thus see that if the transm issions uctuate,

m ode-m ixing (e.g.thenon-conservation oftransverseen-

ergy)also preventsonefrom reaching thequantum lim it
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of detection. This can be understood from the point

ofview ofinform ation. Ifthe �U ;�V m atrices are not

purely diagonal,inform ation about the qubit could be

gained by looking atchangesin how electronsincidentin

a given m odearepartitioned into outgoing m odes.Such

changeswould notbe detectable ifallchannelshad the

sam e transm ission. Note that the m atrices U 0 and V 0

appearing in thepolardecom position ofs (Eq.(50))are

irrelevantto reaching thequantum lim it.Aseach trans-

versem odeisequally populated with incom ing wavesin

the statejii,there isno inform ation associated with the

preferred m ode structure for incom ing waves (i.e. the

eigenvectorsofU 0 and V 0).

2. Transm ission Condition

Considernow theconditionim posed byEq.(53),which

constrains the form of the transm issions Tj(") of the

detector. Sim ilar to the corresponding condition for

the single-channelsystem ,thisrequirem entensuresthat

thereisno additionalinform ation availablein eitherthe

energy or channelstructure ofthe fTj(")g which islost

upon averaging. O ne obtains a necessary form for the

transm issions,sim ilarto whatwasfound in Ref.6:

Tj(E )=
1

1+ e4�(E � E j)=C
(56)

Note that di�erent m odes di�er from one another only

by their threshold energy E j; the constant C is the

sam e foreach m ode. Again,thisform forthe transm is-

sions fTj(")g correspondsexactly to those expected for

a m ulti-channeladiabatic point contact.7 The assum p-

tion ofadiabaticity im pliesthattransverseenergy iscon-

served. Thus,ifparity sym m etry also holds,we reach

the surprising conclusion thata m ulti-channeladiabatic

pointcontactrem ainsa quantum lim ited detectoreven if

the voltage is large enough thatseveralm odes contribute

to transport.Previousstudieshaveestablished thatpoint

contactdetectorsreach thequantum lim itin thelim itof

sm allvoltages,where the energy-dependence ofscatter-

ing can be neglected8,9,10. W e have shown here that in

the adiabatic case,the quantum lim itcontinuesto hold

even atvoltageslargeenough thattheenergydependence

ofscatteringisim portant.Thisissigni�cantfrom aprac-

ticalstandpoint{requiringsm allvoltageslim itsthem ag-

nitudeoftheoutputcurrentand thustheoverallscaleof

them easurem entrate,m aking thedetectorm oresuscep-

tible to environm entale�ects.

3. G eneralExpression for Noise Correlators

Forcom pleteness,we give explicitexpressionsforthe

noisecorrelators.W ritingthem in term sofenergydepen-

dentN � N m atrix kernels(i.e.SX =
R�L

�R
d"

h

tr ŜX (")

i

)

weobtain:

ŜI(") =
2e2

h
T(1� T) (57a)

ŜQ (") =
e2~

2�

 

(@"T)
2

2T(1� T)
+ 2TR (�U � �V )

2

+ 2

h

�U ;
p
TR

ihp
TR;�V

i

+ [�U ;T][T;�U ]+ [�V ;T][T;�V ]

!

(57b)

�̂(") = �
e2

h
(@"T) (57c)

ŜIQ (") = i~�̂(")+
e2

�

hp
TR (�U � �V )

i

(57d)

A sim ilarexpression forthe charge noise SQ ofa m eso-

scopicconductorwas�rstderived by B�uttiker27.Unlike

the expression forthe currentnoiseSI,which can easily

beunderstood in term sofpartition noise,itwould seem

at �rst that there is no sim ple,heuristic way to inter-

pretthe expression forSQ . However,ifwe invoke ideas

ofinform ation,each term in Eq.(57b)acquiresa sim ple

m eaning. The �rst term represents inform ation associ-

ated with the energy dependence ofthe transm issions;

the second,inform ation associated with the energy de-

pendence ofphase di�erences;and the lastthree term s,

inform ation associated with the partitioning ofelectrons

into di�erentm odes.In general,using Eqs.(5)and (25),

we m ay de� ne the charge noise in term s ofthe accessi-

ble inform ation I in the coupled conductor plus qubit

system :

SQ = lim
A ! 0

lim
t! 0

~
2

A 2

d

dt
I(t) (58)

W hilethislastexpression m ay seem purely tautological,

itisclearthatthevariouscontributionsto Eq.(57b)for

the charge noise are best understood in term s ofinfor-

m ation. Note that the accessible inform ation I could

beobtained directly in thepresentsystem by calculating

theoverlap between thedetectorstatescorresponding to

the two qubitstates. Such a calculation would take the

form ofan orthogonality catastrophecalculation,sim ilar

to thatpresented in Ref.28.

C . LocalPotentialC oupling

In the rem aining part of this paper, we consider a

m oregeneralversion ofthe m esoscopicscattering detec-

tor,showingthatthem ain resultsoftheprevioussection

continuetohold.W erelaxthecondition thatthestateof

thequbitm odulatesauniform potentialin thescattering

region,thusallowing fora widerclassofinputoperators
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Q than thatgiven in Eq.(29).In general,wem ay write:

Q = e

Z

dE dE
0

X

�;= L ;R

(59)

h

a
y

�n
(E )W

�n;m
(E ;E 0)am (E

0)

i

where W (E ;E 0) is a 2N � 2N Herm itian m atrix hav-

ing dim ensions ofinverse energy. The situation consid-

ered in the last section corresponds to choosing W to

be N (E ;E 0) (Eq.(30)), which at E = E 0 is just the

W igner-Sm ith delay tim e m atrix.By com paring against

the current operator I (c.f. Eq.(27)), it is clear that

the proportionality condition ofEq.(16) necessary for

thequantum lim itconstrainsthediagonalin energy,o�-

diagonalin lead index partofthe potentialm atrix W :

8E �[�R ;�L ]; [W (E ;E )]
R L

= i
1

C
[sL R ]

y
(E )s

L L
(E )(60)

where C is a realconstant . W e thus see that the re-

quired proportionality between I and Q needed to reach

thequantum lim itatzerotem peratureleavesalargepart

ofthe potentialm atrix W undeterm ined (i.e.term s di-

agonalin the lead index and/oro�-diagonalin energy).

W e now show that by considering a form for W which

isdrastically di�erentfrom N ,onecan m akeiteasierto

reach the quantum lim itand have a reasonablegain.In

particular,one can work atsm allvoltageswithoutnec-

essarily having a vanishing gain.

W e specialize the discussion to a case which in m any

waysisthe oppositeofhaving globalpotentialcoupling.

W etakethescatteringm atrixstobeenergy-independent

overtheenergy intervalde�ned by thevoltage,and take

W to correspond to a localpotential: W (E ;E 0) = W

over the energies of interest. In this case, the scat-

tering m atrix s willhave one of two di�erent energy-

independentvaluesdepending on the state ofthe qubit:

s� = s0 � eA (�s) (61)

where s0 isthe scattering m atrix atzero coupling (A =

0).Them atrix W m ay bedirectly related to thechange

in thescatteringm atrix,�s(seeAppendixB foraderiva-

tion):

W = is
y

0 (�s) (62)

Note the sim ilarity to the form of W in the global-

potentialcoupling case(whereW = N );now,theenergy

derivative ds=dE has been replaced by the �nite di�er-

ence�s� (s+ � s� )=(2eA).

Turning to the conditions needed for the quantum

lim it,we �nd again thatthe causality propertiesofthe

scattering m atrices s� ensure �0 = 0 always. The re-

m aining proportionality requirem ent ofEq.(16) places

constraints on s� . These have an analogous form to

Eqs.(53)and (52),butnow the energy derivative d=dE

isreplaced by the�nitedi�erence�(i.e.�X = (X [s + ]�

X [s� ])=(2eA)):

�T

T(1� T)
= C � 1̂ (63)

p
T e�U

p
R �

p
R e�V

p
T = 0 (64)

where e�U = � iUy(�U ), e�V = � iVy(�V ).Im portantly,

the above conditions do not involve any energy averag-

ing,as we have taken s and W to be energy indepen-

dent. Nonetheless,there stillis a non-vanishing gain �

determ ined by both the voltageand the �T j:

� =
e2V

h

X

j

�T j (65)

Thus,using a localcoupling between the qubitand the

scattering detectorm akesiteasierto reach thequantum

lim itand haveasizeablegain{onecan usevoltagessm all

enough that energy-averaging is not a problem , while

stillhaving the qubitm odulate the transm issions. Note

thatin the singlechannelcase,allthatisneeded forthe

quantum lim itisthatthe state ofthe qubitnotchange

the di�erence between reected and transm itted phases:

�(�� �)= 0.Also notethevariousnoisecorrelatorsare

given by Eqs.(57),with the substitution d=dE ! �.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have developed a generalset ofconditions which

areneeded fora detectorin thelinear-responseregim eto

reach the quantum lim itofdetection.O ne needsboth a

restricted proportionality between the inputand output

operators ofthe detector (c.f. Eq.(16)),and a causal

relation between the output and input (c.f. Eq.(17)).

Applying theconceptofaccessibleinform ation tothede-

tector,one seesthatdeviationsfrom the quantum lim it

im ply the existence of\m issing" inform ation residing in

thedetector,inform ationwhich isnotbeingutilized.The

generalconditionsofEqs.(16)and (17)ensurethe non-

existence ofsuch inform ation. Applying these concepts

to them esoscopicscattering detector,we�nd thatthese

generalconditions place restrictions on the form ofthe

detector’s scattering m atrix. These restrictions do not

involvesym m etry propertiesusually considered in m eso-

scopicsystem s,butareratherbestunderstood asfollow-

ing from the requirem entofhaving no m issing inform a-

tion. In the m esoscopic scattering detector,m issing in-

form ation m ayresidein therelativephasebetween trans-

m ission and reection,in the energy or m ode structure

ofthe transm ission probabilities,or in the partitioning

ofscattered electronsbetween di�erentm odes. Surpris-

ingly,we �nd that an adiabatic point contactconform s

to allthe conditionsneeded forthe quantum lim it,even

when the voltage is large enough that m any m odes are
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involved in transport,and theenergydependenceofscat-

tering isim portant.
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A P P EN D IX A :A C C ESSIB LE IN FO R M A T IO N

In thisappendix,weprovidea sim pleproofofEq.(24)

for the accessible inform ation I. G iven the two states

jD "iand jD #i,the goalisto m axim izethe classicalm u-

tualinform ation R (de�ned in Eq.(21))overallpossible

choicesofm easurem ents.A given choiceofm easurem ent

Y corresponds to a choice ofbasis;the probability dis-

tributions p(yij ") and p(yij #) are determ ined by the

elem entsofthecorresponding statesin thisbasis.Treat-

ing thep(yij�)asindependentvariablesrestricted to the

interval[0;1],and using Lagrange m ultipliers,we m ini-

m ize R subjectto the following constraints:

NX

i= 1

p(yij�) = 1 (A1)

NX

i= 1

p
p(yij")p(yij#) = jhD "jD #ij� cos� (A2)

The second condition in principle need only be an in-

equality,with the left-hand side being greater than or

equalto the right-hand side;however,itcan be veri�ed

thatthem axim um valueofR occurswhen itisenforced

asan equality.Also notethatwithoutlossofgenerality,

wecan choosetheinnerproductappearingin Eq.(A2)to

be realand positive,asR isindependentofthe relative

phasebetween thestatesjD �i.Finally,wehaveassum ed

to startthatthese stateshaveatm ostN non-zero com -

ponents in the chosen basis. Variation with respect to

p(yij")yieldsthe condition:

log
p(yij")

�p(yi)
+ 2�" + �

s

p(yij#)

p(yij")
= 0; (A3)

with a sim ilarequation em erging from variation with re-

spectto p(yij#).�,�" and �#,areLagrangem ultipliers;

�p(yi) = [p(yij")+ p(yij#)]=2 is the averaged distribu-

tion.Subtracting the " and # equationsyields:

� =

p
p(yij#)p(yij")

p(yij")� p(yij#)
log

p(yij")

p(yij#)

=

p
1� �2i

2�i
log

1+ �i

1� �i
(A4)

wherewehavede�ned �i via

�i =
p(yij")� p(yij#)

�p(yi)
(A5)

�im aybethoughtofastheam ountofinform ationgained

in a m easurem ent given that the outcom e ofthe m ea-

surem ent is yi. Now,Eq.(A4) m ust hold for each �i
(i = 1:::N ); m oreover,the function on the right-hand

side is sym m etric in �i and m onotone decreasing for

0� �i � 1.Itthusfollowsthatforeach i,

(�i)
2 = constant= sin2 � (A6)

Thelastequality followsfrom substitution intoEq.(A2).

Furthersubstitution intoEq.(21)forR yieldstheexpres-

sion in Eq.(24);notethattheaveraged distribution �p(yi)

and the relevantnum berofbasiselem entsN do notap-

pear in this expression. O ne can explicitly check that

choosing any ofthep(yij�)to be0 or1 resultsin a lower

valueofR;thus,Eq.(24)doesindeed correspond to the

m axim um value ofR and thus,by de�nition,to the ac-

cessibleinform ation I.The condition Eq.(A6)required

to optim ize R im plies that the am ount ofinform ation

gained via m easurem entisthesam eforeach ofthem ea-

surem entoutcom esyi. Equivalently,each basiselem ent

in an optim albasis has the sam e inform ation content

associated with it. This is sim ilar to requirem ents ob-

tained to have the m esoscopic scattering detectorreach

the quantum lim it;in thatcase,each channeland each

energy were required to have the sam e inform ation con-

tent(c.f.Eq.(53)).Note also thatthere are severaldis-

tinctchoices ofbases (i.e.m easurem entschem es) which

optim izeR;thispointwasnotm adein Ref.13.A partic-

ularlysim pleoptim albasiscan beconstructed forN = 2.

In thisbasis,thenon-zerocom ponentsofthestatesjD �i

aregiven by:

jD "i= (cos�;sin�) jD"i= (sin�;cos�) (A7)

where� = �=4+ �=2.By de�nition,thestate(1;0)leads

to the m easurem ent outcom e y1 with perfect certainty,

while the state (0;1)leadsto the m easurem entoutcom e

y2 with perfectcertainty.In geom etricterm s,theoptim al

basisgiven hereisonein which theanglebetween thetwo

statesjD �iisbisected by the vector(1;1).

M ore generally,considerthe form ofan optim albasis

whereN = M (i.e.thereareM possibleoutcom eswhen

a m easurem entism adeon thestatejD "iorjD #i).Tak-

ing M to be even for sim plicity,and letting jji denote

thebasisstates,a possibleoptim albasisisonein which:

hjjD "i =

r
1+ (� 1)jsin�

M
(A8)

hjjD "i =

r
1� (� 1)jsin�

M
(A9)

Thefactthattherearem anypossibleoutcom esofam ea-

surem entdoesnotdegradefrom theoptim ality ofm utual

inform ation R,as the inform ation associated with each

m easurem entoutcom eisthe sam e.
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A P P EN D IX B :D ER IVA T IO N O F �s

In this Appendix, we provide a brief derivation of

Eq.(62)which relatesthe coupling potentialm atrix W

(c.f.Eq.(60) ) to the associated change in the scatter-

ing m atrix,�s.Thelatterquantity determ inesthenoise

correlatorsand gain ofthe local-potentialcoupling ver-

sion ofthem esoscopicscatteringdetector.O urapproach

issim ilarto thatused in Ref.29 to relatethescattering

m atrix ofa quantum dotto itsHam iltonian.

In whatfollows,we assum e (asin Sec. IIB)thatthe

potentialm atrix W and thezero-couplingscatteringm a-

trix sareindependentofenergy on thescalesofinterest.

W e startby writing the system Ham iltonian in term sof

thescattering statesofproblem atzero coupling,assum -

ing the qubitisfrozen in the " state:

H = ~vF

X

m

Z

dk

"

k  
y
m (k) m (k)+

(Ae)
X

m 0

Z

dk
0
�

 
y

m 0(k
0)W m 0m  m (k)

�
#

(B1)

W e haveassum ed a lineardispersion nearthe Ferm ien-

ergy,with ~k and ~k0 representing the deviation ofthe

m om entum from theFerm im om entum .W ehavealsone-

glected thefactthatthee�ectiveFerm ivelocity ischan-

neldependent(vF dropsoutofall�nalexpressions).The

operator y
m (k)createsa scattering stateincidentin the

lead and transversem odeindexed bym .Forde�niteness,

wetakeourleads(both leftand right)to bede�ned only

on the half-line x < 0,and to be con�ned in the y and

z directions. Further,we assum e thatthe scattering re-

gion issituated on x > 0.W em ay writethefullelectron

�eld operatorin term softhe m (k)operators,using the

zero-coupling scattering m atrix s. W riting ~x = (x;y;z),

wehave:

	(~x) =
X

m

Z
dk
p
4�

 m (k)

"

e
i(kF + k)x�m (y;z)+

X

n

e
� i(kF + k)x�n(y;z)snm

#

(B2)

=
1
p
2

X

m

 m (� x)eikF x�m (y;z)+

1
p
2

X

m ;n

 m (x)e
� ikF x�n(y;z)snm (B3)

In thelastline,wehaveintroduced theoperators m (x),

which are the Fouriertransform softhe scattering state

operators m (k).Noteagain thatthisexpression isonly

valid forx < 0,asthe leadsare only de�ned on x < 0.

W e thus see that for x < 0, m (x) describes an outgo-

ing (i.e.left-m oving) wave,while  m (� x) describes an

incom ing (i.e.right-m oving)wave.

Next,wem ayexpressthesystem Ham iltonian in term s

ofthe m (x)operators.Thisin turn leadsto an equiva-

lentsingle-particleSchr�odingerequation:

E e m (E ;x)= ~vF

h

i@x
e m (E ;x)+

Ae�(x)
X

n

W m n
e n(E ;x)

i

(B4)

Here, e m (E ;x)isa wavefunction which ariseswhen the

�eld operator  m (x) is expressed in term s ofoperators

corresponding to theeigenm odesofthefullHam iltonian

H .G iven therelation of m (x)toincom ingand outgoing

waves (c.f.Eq.(B3)),we choose the following form for

e m (x):

e m (E ;x)=

(

e� ikxain;m ifx > 0;

e� ikx
P

n
sym naout;n ifx < 0;

(B5)

where E = ~vF k. Substituting thisform into Eq.(B3),

we see that the coe�cients a in;m and aout;m do indeed

correspond (respectively)to the am plitudesofincom ing

and outgoing waves.

IntegratingEq.(B4)from x = 0� tox = 0+ ,interpret-

ing e (0)as[e (0+ )+ e (0� )]=2,and then using Eq.(B5),

we �nd the following relation between the am plitude of

incom ing and outgoing waves:

aout;m =
X

n;n0

sm n

"
1� i

2
AecW

1+ i

2
AecW

#

nn0

ain;n0 (B6)

�
X

n0

[s+ Ae�s]
m n0 ain;n0 (B7)

In thelastline,weindicatethatthisrelation de�nesthe

new scattering m atrix s+ Ae�swhich includese�ectsof

the additionalpotentialW . Expanding to lowestorder

in the dim ensionlesspotentialAeW ,we�nd Eq.(62)as

advertised.
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