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W e detem Ine the non—-local in tim e and space current-current cross correlator hf(xl st )f(xz ;)i
In a m esoscopic conductor w ith a scattering center at the origin. Its excess part appearing at nite

voltage exhibits a unique dependence on the retarded variabke tt

(1] XKe)=w, wih v

the Fem ivelocity. T he non-m onotonic dependence of the retardation on x; and is absence at the

sym m etric position x; =

X, Is a signature of an Instantaneous wave fiinction collapse, which thus

becom es am enable to observation in a m esoscopic solid state device.

The recent years have seen a con uence of interests
In quantum optics and condensed m atter physics. T his
trend is particularly apparent in the eld ofquantum in—
form ation science 'g:], where quantum optical as well as
m esoscopic nanoscale devices are being designed and in —
plem ented as potential hardw are com ponents for quan-—
tum com puting. Besides this technological aspect, fun-
dam entalquestions traditionally investigated in quantum
optical setups @] are now being in plem ented In m eso—
scopic structures. E xam ples are the recent proposals for
solid state entanglers [3]and their potentialuse in testing
Bell inequalities 4, B] or the frm jonic in plem entation
[§] of H anburry-B rown-T w iss type experin ents testing
for particle correlations induced by their statistical prop—
erties. Another findam ental issue is the m easurem ent
process and the associated collapse of the wave function.
The latter has lately been discussed in the context of
quantum m easurem ent of quantum bits Ej,:é,:_gi] w ith the
maln focus on issues related to the back-action dephas-
ing ofthe qubit and the aquisition of inform ation by the
detector. In the present paper, we concentrate on the
wave function collapse itself and dem onstrate how it can
be identi ed and analyzed in a m easurem ent of current
cross-correlators In a m esoscopic device.

In the orthodox interpretation of quantum m echanics,
the wave packet reduction is introduced as an indepen-—
dent postulate w ithin the context of the m easurem ent
process [_1-9‘] W hile the ordinary tine evolution of a
quantum system follow s the dynam ics descrbed by the
Schrodinger equation, the m easurem ent process involves
an Instantaneous pro fction onto the pointer basis of the
m easurem ent device. Attem pts to bind the wave func-
tion collapse Into the conventional fram e of uniary tin e
evolution have been m ade, particularly in m odel system s
descrbing a quantum degree of freedom coupled to a
reservoir [_I]_:], but with lim ited success so far. The ex—
perin ent suggested and analyzed below w illbe suitable
to separate an instantaneous collapse from one carrying
is own dynam ics through the m easurem ent of retarda-
tion e ects.

A ccording to usual expectations, the detection of an
Individualparticle induces a w ave function collapse, how —
ever, no usefiil quantitative nform ation on the collapse
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FIG.1: (@) A splitter directs an incident wave into am s u’
and Y’ with am plitudes ty, and tsg . A ffer m easurem ent in
U @ttt = tand x; < 0) the wave isprocted resulting in a
speci ¢ sequence of particles. T he sin ultaneousm easurem ent
nam Y @t =t and x, = x; > 0) will detect the
conjugate sequence. Shifting the m easurem ent point in L’
to an aller values x; produces a delay = (k1] x2)=w% In
the excess noise w ith the sym m etric dependence shown in ().
The actual calculation of the current excess noise is carried
out for the quantum wire wih a scatterer characterized by
transm ission and re ection am plitudes t and r, see (c). The
processes contrbuting to the equilbrium and excess noise are
sketched in (d).

itself can be extracted from such an isolated m easure-
ment. On the other hand, the wave packet reduction
appears naturally In von Neum ann’s prescription of re-
peated m easurem ents [_l-g], m otivating its experin ental
observation through repeated detection. In today’s con—
text this is realized in the m easurem ent of correlators,
eg., the current-current correlators (noise) nf ) f©0)i in
a m esoscopic device. In such an experim ent, the second
m easurem ent tests the change In state lnduced by the
rst m easurem ent and hence carries the signature of the
wave function collapse.
In our theoretical analysis below we stay within the
fram ew ork set by the orthodox interpretation of quantum
m echanics. W e determ ine the current cross correlator
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w ithin the second quantized form alism which treats the
wave function collapse as an instantaneous and nonlocal
process. A ccordingly, our result carries the signature of
an instantaneous collapse as expressed through a vanish-
Ing delay tim e between the appearance of particles (elec—
trons) In one place and the vanishing of their quantum —
altemative partners (@ppearance of hols) in the other
place. On the other hand, one expects that a collapse
hvoling its own dynam ics, eg., the uniary Schrodinger
evolution, naturally leadstoa nitedelay which w illshow
up in the noise experin ent. Hence the proposed experi-
m ent provides quantitative inform ation on the properties
of the wave fiinction collapse In a m esoscopic device.

To x ideas, consider a particke wave incident from a
source lead ¥ and split with am plitudes tg, and tyg into
the upper (U’) and lower (Y’) am s ofa fork device, see
Fig. -'}'(a) . W e emphasize that i is the unitary evoli—
tion dictated by wave m echanics which detem ines the
propagation ofparticles into the two am s. For the tin e
being, we ignore the possibility that the spolitter pro gcts
the particles and distrdbutes them into the two am svia
a classical random process, ie., we assum e that there is
no ob ct in the splitter associated with a local hidden
variable. This assum ption has to be checked in the ex—
perin ent and we w ill retum back to this point later.

Hence before any m easurem ent, the particles propa—
gate In tem s of waves and are delocalized between the
two am s. A m easurem ent of the current in one of the
am s, say ', progcts the wave function and the subse-
quent evolution is In tem s of particle stream s, see F ig.
:g: @) . Note thatwe only need onem easurem ent to pro fct
the waves to particle stream s In both am s. However, in
order to detect the (Instantaneous) collapse of the wave
function, we have to perform two m easurem ents in the
two am s allow Ing us to ocbserve the coincidence betw een
a particle m issing In one am and the additionalparticle
propagating in the other amm . Such an experim ent can
be realized e ciently if detectors are used which react on
the presence ofparticles in oneam and holes In the other
am . The observation of a perfect coincidence between
the appearance of particles and their partner holes then
is a dem onstration of the instantaneous reduction of the
wave fiinction in this setup.

The Inform ation that can be extracted from the noise
experim ent depends crucially on itstin e resolution. E g.,
onem ay delberately separate (in tim e) the stream ofco—
Incident events, ie., particles and holes in Y’ and U/, by
choosing an asym m etric splitter w ith a an all tranam is—
sion Teq = Feq T Into one ofthe am s; this type of splitter
has been introduced by Beenakker et al. [] in a recent
proposal for the m easurem ent of the degree of entangle-
ment In a many body wave function. A detector with
Iim ited tem poral and/or spatial resolution then is still
capable of detecting individualevents and thus can serve
In this type of coincidence experin ent; how ever, the lin —
ited resolution restricts the analysis of the wave function

collapse and its intrinsic dynam ics. O n the other hand,
ifdetectorsw ith high resolution are used in them easure—
m ent of crosscorrelators (of either current or density) a

nite frequency/short tin e m easurem ent can trace the
signature of the wave function collapse for any value of
the transam ission ts f. Furthem ore, a high resolution
provides quantitative details on the collapse itself; n par-
ticular, i allow s to determ ine accurately the delay tin e
nvolved in the collapse and hence an instantaneous col-
lapse can be distinguished from a dynam icalone. Typical
param eters used in m esoscopic setups involre tim e scales
of order GH z and Jength scales of order m icrom eters |
one then easily checks that a dynam ical collapse Invol—
Ing the Fem ivelocity and beyond can be resolved, while
a dynam ical collapse involving a (super)lum nal velocity
isbeyond the attainable resolution.

T he above dea for a direct m easurem ent of the wave
function collapse can be In plem ented w ith di erent types
of m esoscopic experim ents: a) a beam splitter in a fork
geom etry can be realized with the help of electrostatic
gates structuring a tw o-din ensional electron gas as done
in Ref. &, b) a nearly ideal splitter can be realized 1 a
quantum Hall setup w ith a split gate E_G], and c) use can
bem ade of a sin ple quantum w ire w ith a localized scat—
tererw here the tw o am s correspond to the backw ard and
forw ard scattering channels, see Fjg.-';l: (c). First, we con—
centrate on the last exam ple [_1-2_5], the quantum w ire, and

determm ine the irreducible current-current cross-correlator
Curm, o 8)  HE&it)T&eit)il; @)

w ith the signalm easured once on the sam e side of the
scatterer (x3x; > 0) and subsequently on opposite sides

(xX1x2 < 0). In the coherent conductor studied here, the
excessnoise CF . (V) G, (3V) G, (V=

0) is entirely due to the quantum shot noise; the latter
has been Intensely studied during the past years @-?;]

M ost of these studies have concentrated on the low-
frequency lim i, dentifying quasiparticle charges [14 ]Jor
antibunching of ferm ions [é to nam e two wellknown
exam ples. W hile the partitioning of the particle beam

due to the reduction of wave packets was ckarly iden—
ti ed as the source of shot noise ﬂl3 this aspect has
neverbeen analyzed in detail. T hem ost interesting result
is und for the m easurem ent nvolring current uctua-
tions on opposite sides of the barrier: we nd that the
excess noise C;¥, () depends on a spatially retarded
variable with the particular form where =

(]13 FI=w,seeFig.l ). This should be contrasted
w ith the ballistic retardation appearing in the equilibb—
rium noise Cf‘f x, ( iV = 0) and exhbiting the causally
retarded dependence Ywith f = (& KI)=v. ih—
volving the ratio of the travelling distance and the Fem i
velocity. This Jatter type of retardation has to be ex—
pected due to the relation betw een the equilbriim corre-
lator and the (causally retarded) linear response finction
enforced by the uctuation-dissipation theorem . On the



contrary, the particular dependence on appearing
in C* identi es the presence of instantaneous correla—
tions between spatially separated events, which we in-
terpret as arising from the instantaneous collapse of the
wave function.

W enow tum to the derivation ofthe above resuls and
determ ine the excess noise In the current-current cross—
correlator. W e concentrate on the geom etry sketched In
Fng!: () and ge ne the eld operators (for one spin com —
ponent; v = om )
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wih & (B) the electronic annihilation operators for
the left (right) reservoir and t, r, r° the usual scat-
tering am plitudes. Substituting these expressions into
the current operator f &;t) = (@eh=2m ) By ** &) ")

"+ %)@ " (x)] and using the standard scattering theory

of noise t_l-Zj, :_fg, :_L-é], we obtain the expression for the
current-current cross correlator @:) . W e split the result
into an equilbrium part CZ%, () and an excess part
Cry, (Ywith =1t 4; correlators evaluated at the
sam e side of the scatterer are denoted by C, those on
opposite sides by C . A ssum ing j° j eV ,,wih
V the applied voltage and . the Fem ienergy, we drop
tem s [16] sn all in the param eter 3 ° % and nd the
result for x;x, < 0 (the Ferm ioccupation numbersn, ( )
and n; ( ) denote the lling ofthe attached reservoirs),
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w hile the corresponding result evaliated on the sam e side
of the scatterer (x1x, > 0) takes the fom

ZeZZ 0
Cilpe (V=7 aafet 1 €)
Toe *7 ) o (90 n ()]
+ e ) e Re T Py (9n n ()]
@rlet’ VPt conn, (90 n ()]:

T he tin e dependence appearing in (r_j) and élj) nvolves
the retardations

= (kK] kI @)
with v, the Fem ivelociy. The excesspart C.r., () is
given by the expressions
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w ith the unigue retardation . In the ollow Ing, we drop

the energy dependencies of the scattering am plitudes, al-
low Ing us to perform the integration over energies, and
we nd the sin pli ed expressions (we denote the tem per—
atureby and assumek = 1)
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w ith the tem perature dependence given by the expression
(; )= 2?2=sinh®[  =h); in the zero tem perature
Iin it this reducesto  ( ;0) = K= 2. The singularity at
' Oiscuto for < h=, and the equilbrium corre-
lator changes sign as individual ferm ions extending over
the Fem iwavelength . are probed; proper calculation
of this feature requires to account for the nie Fem i
energy and bandw idth of the electron system . Q uite re—
m arkably, the excessnoise is given by a unique expression
and Involves only the retardation . The above results
apply for the quantum w ire, cf. Fjg.:;' ©). The result Cj)
for the excess noise is easily rew ritten for the fork geom e—
try In Fjg.:}' (@) by replacing the product of tranam ission
and re ection probabilities TR by the product TgyTsy,
wih Ty, and Ty the tranam ission probabilities from the
soure lead Y Into the upper (u’) and lower (Y’) leads.
T he sign change is due to the current reversalas the re—
ected beam In the quantum w ire is replaced by a second
forw ard directed beam In the fork geom etry.
Let us analyze the results (-:f.) In m ore detail. C onsider
rst the equilibriuim noise: T he sign ofthe correlator o1~
low s from the fact that a, say positive, current uctuation
is ollow ed by a com pensating and hence negative excur—
sion. Theterms / 1 and / R appearing in C*? derive
from correlationsin the lncident ow and between the in-
cident and re ected ow ,whileC ¥ m easures correlations
between the Incident and transm itted waves and hence
nvolves the tranam ission coe cient T, see the diagram s
n Fjg.-'}'(d). T he signs are as expected from the above
argum ent (note the sign change in the temm / R due
to the current reversal) and all retardations are causal
nvolving the geom etric distance betw een particle detec—
tion. The symmetry $ is due to the equivalence of
the tw 0 reservoirs in cting particles sym m etrically under
equilbriim conditions.
The excess noise m easures correlations between the
transm ited and re ected particlks, see Fig. d(d). Its



retardation and sign are those expected assum Ing an in-
stantaneous collapse of the wave function. Ie., profgct-
Ing the wave by the detection ofan electron at x; in plies
the Instantaneous appearance of a hol at x, travelling
In the opposite direction, thus resulting in a positive sign
of C** (note the change in sign when going from the
point-contact to the fork geom etry). Furthem ore, the
vanishing ofthe relaxation tin e right at the sym m et—
ric location x; = % is the hallm ark of the instanta—
neous collapse of the wave fiinction. O n the other hand,
the observation of a nonzero tin e delay (at the symm et—
ric location x; = %) would indicate the presence of
a non-trivial dynam ical elem ent in the process of wave
function collapse beyond the fram ew ork of the orthodox
theory with its projction postulate. Hence m easuring
the excess noise In an experin ent and com paring to our
result é'j) allow s to con mn or refiite the instantaneous
and nonlocal nature of the wave function collapse. Fi-
nally, the oscillations appearing In the excess noise are
a oconsequence of the sharp Fem i surfaces, their scale
h=eV being determ ined by the voltage shift eV be-
tween the reservoirs; a tem perature > &V gmears this
sharp shift and the tails with their oscillations vanish
exponentially / exp( 2 =h).

Above, we have em phasized the quantum nature of
wave propagation in our detem ination of the excess
noise. O nem ay ask about the outcom e ofthis experin ent
w ithin a classicalm odelofelectronic transport, w here the
splitter random ly distributesthe (ordered stream of) par-
ticles am ong the two am s ofthe fork (seeFig.1l(@)), o,
In our geom etry, n the orward and backw ard directions
(seeFig.1(c)) . Indeed, particles sent into the forward di-
rection then are correlated w ith m issing particles tholes)
In thebackward ow and the correlatorhasthe sam e sign
and retardation as In the quantum case. Note, that the
particular retardation given by has a di erent origin
In the classicaland in the quantum case: in the classical
situation where particle-hole pairs are locally generated
at the splitter, the delay derives from the di erence in
the travelling tin es of the particle and the hole, while in
the quantum case, the particle-hol pairs appear due to
the non-local process of instantaneous pro gction.

A meaningfil experim ent has to distinguish between
the classical and the quantum m echanical scenario pro—
ducihg them easured results. n orderto show that quan—
tum m echanics is at work one has to con m the wave
propagation in the device prior to m easuring the current
cross correlator. This can be achieved through the ob-
servation ofa coherence phenom enon and we discusstwo
speci ¢ setups In the llow ing:

i) Inserting a second barrier, the observation of reso-
nant transm ission through the interferom eter form ed by
the doublk barrier system con m s the wave propaga-—
tion in the device. An in plem entation using electrostatic
gatesm odulating a 2DEG allow s to m anijpulate the sec—
ond barrier w ithout signi cant perturbation of the re—

m aining sam ple.

ii) Follow ing ideas developed within the context of
the fam ous double slit (G edanken) experim ent, we pro—
pose the speci ¢ setup sketched In Fjg.'@'which tests the
particle-w ave duality during the experim ent. The nci-
dentpartickebeam Y% isgolit into an upper (U’) and lower
(') am (fork geom etry) and subsequently recom bined
and redirected Into the leads W1’ and Y’ w ith the help ofa
tunable re ectionless fourbeam splitter. T he phase dif-
ference ' ="', '4 picked up during the propagation in
the upper and low er leads can be tuned, eithervia am ag—
netic ux threading the loop or via an additionalgate
electrode biasing (w ith V4) one of the am s. T he second
beam splitter is characterized through istransferm atrix
M ud

ud /

u e cost & sh# U g
d_|eis:in#{eioos#}d'
Mud

ud

with the angles# 2 (0; =2), ; 2 (0;2 ); wihout loss
of generality we assume = = 0. The wave function
behind the splitter then can be w ritten In the fom

wd = (c::os#ei'“tsu sjn#évdtsd)j,li
+ (sh#el vty + cos#el T ty)di:  ©9)

The urbeam splitter shallbe tuned such that all elec—
trons propagate to only one of the output lads, say
Ehe down lead Y/, imnplying the condition tan#, =

Tau=Tgexpli( ' + « «1)], where we have sepa—
rated the am pEmdes and phases ofthe tranam ission coef-

clents, tgy = = Tey exp (i su) and sin ilar for ty . Tuning
thephase '+ g sa toamultipleof2 and choosing
the appropriate anglke
o I
tan#g = Teu=T«x (10)

one may redirect the recom bined waves into the down

lead. Furthem ore, subsequent scanning of the phase '

w il produce an oscillating current in the output lead Y’,
analogous to the intensity oscillations observed on the
detector screen In the double split experim ent. T he ob—
servation of current oscillationsasa fiinction of ’ proves
the coherent wave propagation of the electrons through
the device.

A fter establishing the quantum nature of the electron
propagation, the wave packet reduction is investigated
through a m easurem ent of the current cross-correlator
between the two am s W’ and Y’. This m easurem ent
and its concom m itant wave function collapse w ill trans—
form the wave propagation in the two am s into stream s
of particles. A s a consequence of the pro gction through
the m easurem ent a nie current will appear in the up—
per lead U’. The magniude of this current is deter-
m ined with the help of the densiy m atrix behind



FIG . 2: Experim ental setup testing the wave propagation of
electrons before pro fcting the w ave function in the noisem ea-
surem ent. In a st step, the phase di erence ' = ' ’4
picked up in the propagation along the upper (U’) or lower
am (Y’) and them xing angle # ofthe fourbeam splitter are
arranged such that no electrons propagate into the upper am

U’; the phase ’ may bemanipulated through changing the

ux through the loop or via an electric gate potentialV 4.
N ext, the noise correlator is m easured (black triangles), pro—
“ecting the electrons in the am s 1’ and Y’ and transfom ing
the wave propagation Into a ow of discrete particles. As a
result of thisprofction, a nite current tumson in the upper
am u’.

the urbeam splitter: transform ing the density m atrix

= Ty i+ Teg Pihdjdescribing the electron stream s
In thetwo am s U’ and Y’ after the profction w ith the
hel of @), we cbtain the current hf,i = 2=h)V .,
w ith

wu = i f1i= Tg, oo #o + Teq sin® #o
TsuT
= 2= a1
Tey + Teg

w here we havem ade use of d_l-(_]') In the last equation. For
a re ectionless splitter we have Ty, + Ty = 1 and the
nalresul for the current appearing in the lead U’ after

progction takes the form

hi,i= 4 =h)V TeyTea: 12)

Themaximum di erence between the currents w ith and
w ithout pro fction is obtained for the sym m etric splitter
wih Tqy = T = 1=2.

The above two-step procedure con m ing the wave
propagation of the electrons before the m easurem ent of
the current cross correlator exclides a classical interpre—
tation of the features show Ing up in the noise correlator;
analyzing the tin e delay In the excess noise then pro—
vides the seeked for nformm ation on the wave function
collapse. In particular, the Instantaneous collapse should
m anifest itself through a zero tim e delay if a symm etric
setup wih x; = % 1is chosen; on the other hand, one
expects that a collapse w ithin the fram e of unitary tine
evolution produces a nite delay which the present ex—
perin ent is able to detect, provided the tin e resolution
of the noise m easurem ent is adequate.

T he test for the instantaneous wave fiinction collapse
discussed here is related to the non-local properties of
quantum m echanics. The standard test dem onstrating
the non-local nature of quantum m echanics is due to

Bell [_l-]'] Bell inequality testsproduce di erent outcom es
w ithin a classical fram ew ork (pased on localhidden vari—
ables) and w thin a quantum m echanicaldescription. On
the other hand, the m easurem ent of correlators, while
producing iInteresting results on fiindam ental issues of
quantum m echanics, too, cannot separate between the
quantum m echanical and the classical predictions. A
prom nent exam ple is the m easurem ent of strangeness
correlations in the K °K ° system : T he decay ofthe K aons
preventsone from carrying outBellinequality tests. Still,
the observation of oscillations in the strangeness corre—
lation provides informm ation on the entanglem ent in the
K aon wave function EL@I] N evertheless, this type of os—-
cillations can be generated w ithin the fram ework of a
hidden variable theory, too. In the present case, the
m easurem ent ofthe noise correlatorprovides inform ation
on the wave function collapse, In particular its dynam —
ics. A gain, the experin ent itself cannot separate betw een
quantum m echanicaland classical predictions. In fact, a
local hidden variable at the splitter could em ulate the
shape of the tin e resolved correlator including even the
oscillations on the tim e scale y = h=eV . One then m ay
assum e one ofthe follow ing tw o view points: a) A coepting
the applicability of quantum m echanicsone only needsto
rule out the presence of dephasing in the device; the ab-
sence of dephasing ism ost sin ply con m ed through the
cbservation of the tin e oscillation / sin® v =2h) in
the correlator itself. b) T hose critical about the validity
of quantum m echanics rst haveto con m the wave dy—
nam ics in the device; the experim ents i) and ii) described
above are designed to achieve this goal

T he current correlator is not directly m easured in an
experim ent; eg., an old-fashoned Am pere m eter deter—
m ines the angular excursion of the pick-up loop. One
then has to relate the correlator of this classicalm eter
variabke to the correlator of the quantum system {19].
For a linear detector, one expects that the m easured
classical correlator can be constructed from the quan-—
tum ocorrelator through a linear connection. Conven-—
tional wisdom tells that it is the symm etric correlator
that appears In an actualm easurem ent f_ZC_;] Indeed, a
recent analysis carried out for an Am perem eterm easur—
Ing localcurrent-correlations show sthat them ain tem in
the response is determ ined by the sym m etrized correla—
tor C ( )+ C ( )]=2,'_-g‘9]; how ever, additional sn all cor—
rections appear involring the antisymm etrized correla—
tor, too. T he generalization to m easurem ents at spatially
separated locations relatesthem easured correlatorto the
fully symm etrized expression [Cy, ;x, ( )+ Cy,;x, ( )+
Cxyimy ( )+ Cypipxy ( )F4 asthem ain tem .

A tematively, the signature of the wave fiinction col-
lapse may be detected In a frequency dom aln exper—
fnent; the result for the spectral power S

L (M) =
X1 X2
d Cf’f;xz ( ) exp (1! ) of the excess noise takes the



form
h
26°TR |, h! + ev
ex — 1
Sx1;X2 (I ) - h € 1 e h!+ev)= (13)
h! ev 2h!t *
+ 1 e th! ev)= 1 e h!=

and containsthe characteristicdelay asaphase factor.

A gain, a detailed analysis is required In orderto relate the
experim entally m easured quantity to the current excess
noise. For the case ofan nductive m easurem ent w ith an
LC —circuit and coinciding positions x; = x; such a study
has been carried out R1J]; here, it is the symm etrized
power [SZ*.  + S 1s0=2which can bem easured via
the charge uctuationson the capacior n an LC —circuit
w ith two pick-up loops at x; and x;.

T he above analysis hasbeen carried out within a non—
Interacting approxim ation. A ccounting for the e ect of
Coulom b interaction onem ay worry that the noise signal
is dam ped due to the am oothing produced by (longiu-
dinal) screening; the latter involves the Fem i velocity
vg . On the other hand, the incom ing electrons propa—
gate (also with Fem ivelocity) In the form of a reqular
sequence of wave packets separated by the single parti-
cle correlation tin e I_Z-Ei] v = h=eV , a consequence ofthe
Fem istatistics ofelectrons. T he screening ofthe density
m odulation on scalevr v then involvesa timescale y or
Ionger. A s the tin e resolved noise correlator also peaks
on the tim e scale y one expects that screeningm odi es
the shape of the noise correlator but preserves its basic
form . This conclusion agrees w ith the observation that
shot noise is usually observed w ith the large am plitude
obtained w ithin a non-interacting approxim ation. Unfor-
tunately, only few detailed theoretical results are avail-
able on them odi cation of shot noise due to interaction:
In a di usive conductor the zero—frequency noise S (0) is
even enhanced due to Coulomb e ects @-3_:]; the analysis
of a ballistic quantum point contact w ith a large trans-
m ission produces again an enhancem ent of S (0), while
the shot noise is weakly reduced in the tunneling lim it
p4]. Finally, weak interactions can be accounted for via
an energy dependent renom alization of the scattering
m atrix [_2-5] lading to a broadening of the electron wave
packets, In agreem ent w ith the above discussion.

D ephasing due to interactions am ong the particles or
w ith the environm ent acts di erently on the electrons
propagating In the two lads and causes an exponential
dam ping ofthe excess correlator on the coherence length
L, . As a consequence, the sum of distances x; and x;
should be chosen am allerthan L, . An additional require—
ment isa su cient experim ental tim e resolution: w ith a
peak width in Cgf;XZ ()giwvenby p = maxh=eV;1= ],
wih , the cuto frequency in the m easurem ent setup,
only shifts 3 j> [ can be resolved. Assum ing a fre—
quency resolution in the 10 GHz regine f_Z-g] the peak
nC () can be resolved for voltagesbelow 0.1l mev .

X1iX2
G en a typicalvalue v, 1¢* am /s for the Fem iveloc—

ity this corresponds to a spatial resolution v, = 100
A . The com parison w ith a typicalm esoscopic din ension
of L m scale dem onstrates that potential delays ex—
pected for a collapse w ith a unitary tin e evolution can
be observed well beyond the scale of the Fem i veloc—
ity. H owever, the observation of a superlum inal collapse
woul require frequenciesc=L. 10* s ! lnthe 100 THzZ
regin e aswellas large voltages of the order ofVolts, both
wellbeyond the acceptable range.

To conclide, we have suggested an experin ent test—
ing for the instantaneous wave function collapse In a
solid-state setup based on the tin e resolved m easurem ent
of current-current cross correlations at spatially sepa-—
rated points. T his schem e allow s to investigate details of
the wave function collapse itself, provided a su ciently
high frequency resolution is available in the experim ent.
W hile m easurem ents of tin e delays due to a uniary colk
lapse nvolving super¥em ivelocities are w thin experi-
m entalreach, the type ofm esoscopic setup described here
cannot trace tim e delays arising from a collapse involving
superlim inal velocities.
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