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A bstract. The K ubo 
uctuation-dissipation theorem relates the current


uctuationsofasystem in an equilibrium statewith thelinearAC-conductance.

This theorem holds also out ofequilibrium provided that the system is in a

stationary state and thatthe linearconductance isreplaced by the (dynam ic)

conductance with respect to the non equilibrium state. W e provide a sim ple

proofforthatstatem entand then apply itin two cases.

W e �rstshow thatin an excessnoise m easurem entatzero tem perature,in

which theim pedancem atchingism aintained whiledrivingam esoscopicsam ple

out ofequilibrium , it is the nonsym m etrized noise power spectrum which is

m easured,even ifthebarem easurem ent,i.e.withoutextracting theexcesspart

ofthe noise,obtainsthe sym m etrized noise.

Asa second application we derivea com m utation relation forthe two com -

ponentsofferm ionic orbosonic currentswhich holdsin every stationary state

and which is a generalization ofthe one valid only for bosonic currents. As

is usually the case,such a com m utation relation can be used e.g. to derive

Heisenberg uncertainty relationshipsam ong these currentcom ponents.

1 Introduction: D e�nitions,K ubo form ula

Consider�rsta system in an equilibrium stateand itscurrentoperatorde�ned

by:

I =
1

L

Z

L 3

dxj(x) (1)

where

j(x)=
e

2m

X

i

(Pi�(x � xi)+ �(x � xi)Pi): (2)

e isthe chargeofeach ofthe particlesin the system ,Pi itsm om entum and xi

itsposition.W e considerthecurrentin a cube ofvolum eL3:Forsim plicity we

takeL3 to be a unitcube,L = 1;and writeourform ulaein onedim ension[1].

The current 
uctuations are often described by the noise power spectrum

de�ned by

S(!)=

Z 1

� 1

dte
i!t
hI(0)I(t)i: (3)
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h:::idenotesaveraging with respectto a stationary state:

hAi= Tr�0A (4)

where�0 isa tim e independentdensity m atrix:

_�0 = 0; [H ;�0]= 0 (5)

and H isthe Ham iltonian.

Suppose now that the system is driven out ofequilibrium by applying an

AC electric �eld

E (t)= E e
i!t
: (6)

Fora weak enough E (t)(this regim e is called the linearresponse regim e)the

resulting currentwillbe ofthe form

I(t)= �(!)E e
i!t

(7)

where �(!) is tim e independent. W e de�ne the conductance of the system ,

G d(!);by

G d(!)= Re�(!): (8)

In m oregeneralsituations,onecan perturb thesystem by variousexternal�elds

and m easureotherpropertiesbesidetheelectricalcurrent.In such casesG d(!);

(or �(!)) is called the linear-response coe�cient. Here we shallfocus on the

electricalcurrentbutourdiscussion isextendableto the generalcase.

Let Seq(!) denote S(!) ofa system in equilibrium . In 1956 K ubo [2]-[4]

derived a 
uctuation-dissipation theorem which relatesG d(!);and Seq(!):Itis

the following:

Seq(� !)� Seq(!)= 2~!G d(!): (9)

Justi�ably,K ubo called ita 
uctuation-dissipation relation since itrelatesthe

dissipative properties ofthe system ,G d(!);with its equilibrium 
uctuations.

Thereexistsalso anotherrelation ofthistypewhich wasderived by Callen and

W elton [5]in 1951,and which is widely known as the 
uctuation-dissipation

theorem .Itis:

1

2
(Seq(� !)+ Seq(!))= 2G d(!)(

~!

2
+

~!

e~!=kB T � 1
) (10)

where T isthe tem perature. O n one hand,the Callen-W elton relation isvalid

only fora system in equilibrium .O n theotherhand,in hiswork K ubo stressed

that Eq.9 enables a prediction ofa nonequilibrium property such as the con-

ductance by a calculation ofan equilibrium one [6](Although he did notrule

out generalization to nonequilibrium ). These are probably the two m ain rea-

sons why it is often believed that Eq.9 is not valid for nonequilibrium states.



However,Eq.9 is valid in any nonequilibrium state[7],[8],[9]provided thatthis

stateisstationary.Thatis,

S(� !)� S(!)= 2~! ~G d(!): (11)

HereS(!)isgiven by Eq.3 atany stationary nonequilibrium state(i.e.with the

condition 5). ~G d(!)istheresponsewith respectto a sm allperturbation which

isapplied to the system which isalready driven outofequilibrium by another,

notnecessarily sm all,perturbation.Like Eq.9,Eq.11 holdsalso forinteracting

system s.

For exam ple,consider a m esoscopic system at zero tem perature which is

driven out ofequilibrium by an externalDC �eld. As a result a DC current

arises.S(!)willthen bethenonsym m etrized shot-noisespectrum relatedtothis

current.Supposenow thatan additionalsm all"tickling"AC �eld E (t)= E ei!t

isapplied on top oftheDC one.Asa resultalso an additionalcurrentappears:

�I(t)� hI(t)iE > 0 � hIiE = 0 = ~�(!)E e
i!t

(12)

and now

~G d(!)= Re~�(!); (13)

thatis, ~G d(!)willthen be the linearcoe�cientrelating the new �eld with the

new current(itistherefore perhapsm ore appropriate to callitthe di�erential

AC-conductancetodistinguish itfrom theonevalid when theAC �eld isapplied

in equilibrium ). Eq.11 relatesthe shot-noise spectra and this di�erentialAC-

conductance.

In section 2 wegivea sim ple,selfcontained,derivation ofEq.11.In section

3 it is shown that noise m easurem ent setup that m easures the sym m etrized

powerspectrum atzero tem peratureyieldsthenonsym m etrized onewhen used

in an excess noise m easurem ent (provided that the system -setup im pedance

m atching iskeptconstantwhile the system isdriven outofequilibrium ).This

is a direct consequence ofEq.11. In section 4 Eq.11 is used to generalize the

canonicalcom m utation relationsvalid fora currentin a boson �eld to the case

ofaferm ionicone,provided thecom m utatorisreplaced by itsexpectation value

in a stationary state.

2 D erivation of the nonequilibrium K ubo for-

m ula

Eq.11 wasobtained in ref.[8]by calculating thenetabsorption from a classical

EM �eld and using the relation between thisdissipation and the conductance.

A m ore m athem aticalproofis given in Ref.[7]. Here we presenta sim ple and

system atic derivation which followsclosely the originalone given by K ubo [3],

exceptthat,we do notm ake use ofthe speci�c form ofthe density m atrix has



in equilibrium butonly assum e itto be tim e independentasin any stationary

state.Considera system described by the Ham iltonian

H 0 =

n
X

i= 1

P 2
i

2m
+ V (14)

where V = V (x1;::;xn):To describe the application ofa sm allexternalalter-

nating electrical�eld werewriteitasusualas

H =

n
X

i= 1

(Pi� eA(xi;t))
2

2m
+ V (x1;::xn); (15)

(throughoutthissection we take c= 1). The scalarpotentialdoesnotappear

sinceweareusing the transversegauge.In thisgaugeonehas

E (x;t)= � _A(x;t): (16)

W ewriteA(xi;t)=
R

dxA(x;t)�(xi� x)(sonow A(x;t)isnolongeran operator

sincexi isin the �-function)and keep only �rstorderterm in A.H becom es

H =

n
X

i= 1

P 2
i

2m
+ V �

Z

dxA(x;t)j(x) (17)

where j(x) is given by Eq.2. W e now assum e that A(x;t) is constant within

the cube L3;and vanishes outside ofit. Adding another partofA(x;t),sim -

ply results in adding the linear response to it,so this assum ption is nota re-

strictive one. It is needed only because we are looking for the conductance

which is related to I(t) given by Eq.1. W ith the above assum ption we have
R

dxA(x;t)j(x)= A(t)
R

L 3 j(x)and hence (recallL = 1):

H = H 0 � A(t)I: (18)

Sincewearelooking fora relation fora singlefrequency ! weconsiderthecase

in which A(t)isofthe form :

A(t)= Ae
i!t

(19)

and thus,by Eq.16,

E (t)= � i!Ae
i!t
: (20)

By Eq.12 wehave1:

�I(t)= � ~�(!)i!Ae
i!t
: (21)

1I appearing in Eq.21 is the sam e as in Eq.1,i.e.,it is the average ofj(x);Eq.2. In the

presence of the vector potential the proper (gauge-invariant) current is given by jA (x) =

j(x)� e

m
�(x)A (t) where �(x)=

P

i
�(x � xi)isthe density and thus one should replace I by

IA � I � e

m
Q A (t) where Q is the totalcharge. Since the extra (diam agnetic) term

e

m
Q A (t)

is linear in A it m ay a� ect the linear response. H owever,by Eq.20,
e

m
Q A (t) = i

e

m !
Q E (t):

Because ofthe iin frontofthe realcoe� cient,
e

m !
Q ;thisterm contributesonly to the out-of-

phase (non-dissipative)partofthe current.In other words,de� ning (in analogy with Eq.12):

� IA (t)= ~�A (!)E e
i! t;one obtainsfrom allthe above R e~�A (!)= R e~�(!):O nly the realpart

of~�(!); ~G d(!);appears in Eq.11,and therefore our use ofI instead ofIA isjusti� ed.



and also

�I(t)= Tr��(t)I (22)

where

�(t)� �0 = ��(t)� O (A) (23)

isthe change in the density m atrix due to switching on the perturbation.The

equation ofm otion ofthe density m atrix is

_�(t)= �
i

~

[H ;�(t)]: (24)

Recalling thatthe sam e equation holdsfor�0;that��(t)� O (A);and keeping

only �rstorderterm sin A weget

�_�(t)= �
i

~

[H 0;��(t)]+
i

~

A(t)[I;�0]: (25)

Eq.25 is solved by substituting ��(t)= e�
i

~

H 0t�(t)e
i

~

H 0t;solving for �(t);ex-

pressing the resultin term sof��(t)and then using Eq.5.O neobtains

��(t)=
i

~

Z 1

0

d�A(t� �)[I(� �);�0] (26)

where

I(t)= e
i

~

H 0tIe
� i

~

H 0t (27)

is the Heisenberg current operator ofthe unperturbed system . Inserting this

resultinto Eq.22 and using TrAB C = TrC AB one gets

�I(t)=
i

~

Z 1

0

d�A(t� �)h[I(0);I(� �)]i: (28)

Com paring with Eq.21 and using Eq.19 yields

~!~�(!)= �

Z 1

0

d�e
� i!�

h[I(0);I(� �)]i: (29)

Finally,taking therealpartofthelastequation whileusing Iy = I and thefact

thatin a stationary stateonehashI(0)I(� �)i= hI(�)I(0)i;weobtain

S(� !)� S(!)=

Z 1

� 1

d�e
i!�

h[I(�);I(0)]i= 2~! ~G d(!) (30)

asin Eq.11.



3 First application. Excess noise m easurem ent

Considera m esoscopicsystem atzero tem peraturecoupled to a detection setup

(also atzero tem perature)which isdesigned in such a way thatitwillm easure

(asisvery often assum ed)the sym m etrized noisespectrum :

Sm (!)= Ssym (!)=
1

2
(S(!)+ S(� !)): (31)

Sm (!) stands for the m easured spectrum . Such a setup m ay resem ble, for

exam ple, the one used in [10]. In [11]it was shown that for a very broad

class ofsetups,ifone subtracts the noise m easured at equilibrium from the

nonequilibrium one the resulting spectrum willbe given by Eq.3,i.e. it will

be nonsym m etrized2. The m ain assum ption used was that the conductance

rem ainsapproxim ately unchanged whilethesystem isdriven outofequilibrium

so that the latter rem ains im pedance-m atched to the detector. This ensures

thatallthe extra powerem itted by the shot-noise is detected. Claim ing that

such a m easurem entyieldsS(!)m ay seem to contradictthe assum ption Eq.31

howeverwe shallnow show thatthere isno inconsistency: Also in the case of

Eq.31 the excessm easurem entyieldsS(!)and notSsym (!):

By itsde�nition the m easured excessnoiseis

Sm ;excess(!)� Sm (!)� Sm ;eq(!) (32)

whereSm ;eq(!)isthenoisem easured in equilibrium .Assum ing Eq.31,wehave

Sm ;excess(!)=
1

2
(S(!)+ S(� !))�

1

2
(Seq(!)+ Seq(� !)): (33)

Thiscan be written as

Sm ;excess(!)= S(!)� Seq(!)+
1

2
(S(� !)� S(!))�

1

2
(Seq(� !)� Seq(!)):(34)

Applying Eq.11 weget

Sm ;excess(!)= S(!)� Seq(!)+ ~!(~G d(!)� G d(!)): (35)

Sinceweassum ed thattheconductancerem ainsthesam ein and outofequilib-

rium ,the lastterm on the rightvanishes.and oneisleftwith

Sm ;excess(!)= S(!)� Seq(!): (36)

Finally,sinceS(!)istheem ission spectrum [13]and sincein equilibrium atzero

tem peraturethereisno em ission,onehas

Seq(!)= 0 kB T = 0 (37)

2This was shown also for setups that include an am pli� cation stage (as in [10]), which

is usually the one determ ining the m easured quantity (see e.g.,[18]). For an analysis of a

detection withoutam pli� cation see R efs.[12]and [13].



and thus

Sm ;excess(!)= S(!) kB T = 0 (38)

as asserted in [11]. Thus,also in the speci�c case ofEq.31,the excess noise

m easurem ent yields the generalresults Eqs. 36 and 38. W e em phasize that

contrary to a com m on view in theliterature[14],Eq.31 ism erely a speci�ccase

and nota generalrule. Fora concrete exam ple where Eq.31 doesnothold see

Ref.[15].

4 Second application. C om m utation relations

for ferm ionic current com ponents

W e now apply Eq.11 in order to obtain com m utation relation for ferm ionic

currentcom ponents.Letusde�ne

I(!)=
1

p
2�

Z 1

� 1

dte
i!t
I(t): (39)

I(t)isherm itian and therefore

I
y
(!)= I(� !): (40)

In any stationary state onehas:

hI(!)i=
1

p
2�

Z 1

� 1

dte
i!t
hI(t)i

=
1

p
2�

Z 1

� 1

dte
i!t

X

i

Pie
iE ithijIjiie

� iE it = �(!)
p
2�hIi; (41)

wherePi isthe probability to be in the eigenstatejii;and

hI(!)I(!
0
)i=

1

2�

Z 1

� 1

Z 1

� 1

dtdt
0
e
i!t+ i!

0
t
0
X

i

Pie
iE ithijIe

� iH (t� t
0
)
Ijiie

� iE it
0

: (42)

De�ning

�+ =
1

2
(t+ t

0
); �� = t

0
� t

t= �+ +
1

2
�� t

0
= �+ �

1

2
�� ;



onehas

hI(!)I(!
0
)i=

1

2�

Z 1

� 1

Z 1

� 1

d�� d�+

X

i

PihijIe
iH �� Ijiie

� iE i�� e
i(!+ !

0
)�+ e

i(!� !
0
)
1

2
��

=

Z 1

� 1

d�� hIe
iH �� Ie

� iH �� i�(! + !
0
)e

� i

2
(!� !

0
)��

= �(! + !
0
)

Z 1

� 1

d�� e
� i!�� hI(0)I(�� )i: (43)

Thus,

hI(!)I(!
0
)i= �(! + !

0
)S(� !): (44)

The averaged cosine and sine com ponentsofa current,�Ics(
)and �Isn(
);

areHerm itian operatorsde�ned by

�Ics(
)� �I(
)+ �I
y
(
); �Isn(
)� � i(�I(
)� �I

y
(
)); (45)

wherewede�ned averaging overa frequency bandwidth by

�X (
)=

Z

B

d!X (!) B :[
�
1

2
�;
+

1

2
�]: (46)

In a currentcarried by a boson �eld, �Ics(
)and �Isn(
)form a canonicalpair

sim ilarto x and p ofan harm onicoscillator(and in thatcaseI(
)isanalogous

to the annihilation operatorofan harm onicoscillator).Thatis,

[�Ics(
); �Isn(
)]= if(
) (47)

wheref(
)isa realc-num berwhich m ay depend on 
:An exam pleforsuch a

caseisthecurrent�eld in an idealtransm ission line[16],[17].Eq.47 allowsone

to derive uncertainty relations involving the current com ponents which have

im portant consequences in the theory ofquantum am pli�cation [18][19],[20].

However,thisequation isgenerally notvalid fora currentcarried by ferm ions,

in which casethe abovecom m utatorisin generalan operator.

To overcom e thisproblem we shalluse Eq.11. Inserting Eq.39 into 3,inte-

grating,averagingovertheband width B ;and m aking useofEqs.40and 44one

gets

�S(
)= h�I
y
(
)�I(
)i

�S(� 
)= h�I(
)�I
y
(
)i: (48)

Subtracting these two equationsand m aking use ofEq.11 resultin

h[�I(
); �I
y
(
)]i= 2~
 ~G d(
)�; (49)



where forsim plicity we assum e that� issm allenough so that ~G d(
)rem ains

constantin it.From Eq.45 onesees

[�Ics(
); �Isn(
)]= 2i[�I(
); �I
y
(
)]: (50)

Com bining the lasttwo equationswe�nally get

h[�Ics(
); �Isn(
)]i= 4i~
 ~G d(
)�: (51)

Thus,wehavetransform ed Eq.11into theform ofcom m utation relationswhich

isvalid forany currentin a stationary state,whetheritiscarried by ferm ions

orbosons.TheusefulnessofEq.51 stem sfrom thefactthatin m any cases,the

conductance ~G d(
)isthe sam e in a large setofstationary states(ase.g. was

the case in Sec.3) and therefore,within such a set, �Ics(
) and �Isn(
) posses

propertiesofan ordinary pairofcanonicalvariables.

5 Sum m ary and conclusions

K ubo’s 
uctuation dissipation theorem holds also outside of equilibrium , as

long as the system is in a stationary state. As a consequence,excess noise

m easurem entof,forexam ple,the sym m etrized noise spectrum yieldsthe non-

sym m etrized one.Anotherconsequenceisthatalthough thecom m utatorofthe

two com ponentsofferm ioniccurrentsisnotin generala purely im aginary con-

stantc-num ber (unlike for their bosonic counterparts),the projection oftheir

com m utatoronto allstationary stateshaving the sam e conductance,issuch a

c-num ber.Thiscan beshown to resultin Heisenberg constraintson theperfor-

m anceofquantum transistors[21].
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