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SP IN C U R R EN T N O ISE A S A P R O B E O F IN T ER A C T IO N S

O LIVIER SAURET,DENIS FEINBERG

LEPES,CNRS,BP 166,38042 Grenoble,FRANCE

Thespin resolved currentshotnoisecan uniquelyprobetheinteractionsin m esoscopicsystem s:

i)in a norm al-superconducting junction,the spin currentnoise iszero,ascarried by singlets,

and ii)in a single electron transistor(SET)in thesequentialregim e,thespin currentnoise is

Poissonian. Coulom b interactions lead to usually repulsive,but also attractive correlations.

Spin currentshotnoise can also be used to m easure the spin relaxation tim e T1.

Non-equilibrium (shot) noise provides inform ation about the charge and the statistics of

carriersin m esoscopicsystem s1.ThePauliexclusion principleleadsto a reduction ofshotnoise

from the Schottky value2. Coulom b interactions also act in correlating wavepackets,yet the

Coulom b interactionsm ay decreaseorincreasenoisecorrelations3.Thus,in a given m esoscopic

structure,the e�ects on the shot noise ofFerm istatistics and ofinteractions are intim ately

m ixed.In contrast,weproposeherethatspin-resolved shotnoisecan unam biguously probethe

e�ectsofinteractions4.In a nutshell,thePauliprincipleacting only on electronswith thesam e

spin,currentswavepackets carried by quasiparticleswith opposite spinscan only be correlated

by theinteractions."Spin currentnoise"hasreceived littleattention before,and with adi�erent

purpose. For instance,spin shotnoise was recently considered in absence ofcharge current5,

and the e�ectofa spin-polarized currenton charge and spin noise wasinvestigated 6. Noise is

also an e�cientprobefortesting quantum correlationsin two-electron spin-entangled states 7.

In contrast,letusconsiderm esoscopic structuresin which the average currentisnotspin-

polarized,butwherethecurrentscarried by quasiparticleswith di�erentspinscan beseparately

m easured. First,consider a m esoscopic device m ade ofa norm alm etalwith non-interacting

electrons,non m agnetic term inals i;j. In absence ofm agnetic �elds and spin scattering ,the

scattering m atrix is spin-independent,s��
0

ij = ���0sij. Then one veri�es that the spin-resolved

noise,de�ned asS ��0

ij (t� t0)= 1

2
h�I �

i(t)�I
�0

j (t
0)+ �I �0

j (t
0)�I �

i(t)iwhere�I
�
i(t)= I�i(t)� hI�ii,

is diagonalin the spin variables,S��
0

ij (!)= ���0Sij(!). Thus,choosing an arbitrary spin axis

z,the total(charge) current noise Schij = S
""

ij + S
##

ij + S
"#

ij + S
#"

ij and the spin current noise

S
sp

ij = S
""

ij + S
##

ij � S
"#

ij � S
#"

ij,de�ned asthecorrelation ofthespin currentsI
sp

i (t)= I
"

i(t)� I
#

i(t),

arestrictly equal.O n thecontrary,in presenceofinteractions,oneexpectsthatS
"#

ij = S
#"

ij 6= 0,

orequivalently S
sp

ij 6= Schij .

Let us �rst consider a NS junction,where S is a singlet superconductor and N a norm al

m etal. The scattering m atrix coupling electron (e)and holes(h)in the m etalism ade ofspin-

conserving norm alterm ss��ee,s
��
hh,and Andreev term ss

�� �
eh

,s�� �
he

coupling oppositespins.The

totalzero-frequencynoiseSch =
P

��0S
��0 isgiven atzerotem peraturebythewell-known result8

Sch = 4e3V

��h
Tr[s

y

he
she(1� s

y

he
she)].W ehavein turn calculated thespin-resolved correlationsS��

and S�� �,and found thatthey are exactly equal.Asa result,fora NS junction,atT = 0,the

spin currentshotnoise isstrictly zero,Ssp = 0.Thecurrentcorrelation between electronswith

opposite spins is S"# = S"",therefore positive. This "bunching" ofopposite spins carriers is

an obviousconsequence ofthe Andreev process,e. g. the transm ission ofsingletsthrough the

interface.Ithasbeen recently discussed in a three-term inalgeom etry9.

Letusnow considera sm allquantum dotin thesequentialtransportregim e,whererepulsive

correlations are instead expected. Itis connected by tunnelbarriersto norm alleads L and R

with potentials�L;R ,with eV = �L � �R (Fig.1).O ne assum esthatm ax(eV;kB T)> > �h�L;R

and thatonly one levelofenergy E 0 sitsbetween �R and �L.Thedotcan bein threepossible

occupation states (N = 0;1;2) ofthe level(Fig. 1). U (N ) being the Coulom b energy for the
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state N ,�E +

L;R
(N )= E 0 � �L;R + U (N + 1)� U (N )isneeded to add an electron to state N

from leads L;R,and �E �
L;R

(N ) = � E 0 + �L;R + U (N � 1)� U (N ) is needed to rem ove an

electron from state N towardsL;R. Letusfurtherassum e that�E +

L
(0),�E �

R
(1)< < � kB T,

which im pliesthatthe transitionsfrom N = 0 to 1 involve electrons com ing only from L,and

the transitions from N = 1 to 0 involve electrons going only into R. O ne allows the Coulom b

energy to vary and consider the possibility oftransitions from N = 1 to 2,only from L,e.g.

�E �
R
(2)< < � kB T.Thisdescribesthe following situation :if�E +

L
(1)> > kB T,thetransition

to state N = 2 isforbidden and only two charge statesN = 0,1 are involved (Fig. 1a). Ifon

the contrary �E
+

L
(1) < < � kB T,then the three charge states 0,1,2 are involved (Fig. 1b).

Thisphysicalsituation correspondsforinstanceto �xing thegate voltage such asU (1)= U (0),

and varying theratio between kB T and theCoulom b excessenergy U (2)� U (1).
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Figure 1: The SET transport sequence a) Between charge states N = 0 and 1 : rates �L and �R ;b) Between

charge statesN = 1 and 2 :ratesx�L from reservoirL,(1� x)�L to reservoirL and �R to reservoirR .

Letuswrite the m asterequation describing thissystem 4. Assum ing a constantdensity of

states in the reservoirs and de�ning x as the Ferm ifunction x = [1 + exp(��E
+

L
(1))]� 1,the

populationsp0,p",p# and p2 verify

_p0 = � 2�L p0 + �R (p" + p#)

_p" = � (�R + x�L)p" + �L p0 + ((1� x)�L + �R )p2

_p# = � (�R + x�L)p# + �L p0 + ((1� x)�L + �R )p2 (1)

_p2 = � 2((1� x)�L + �R )p2 + x�L (p" + p#)

Let us �rst consider the lim it x = 1,corresponding to a resonant state without charging

energy. Then spin " and # currents are uncorrelated,the average current is hIi = 2e
�L �R
�L + �R

,

the totalzero-frequency noise10 Sij(! = 0) = 2ehIi(1 � 2�L �R
(�L + �R )

2). Here S
"#

ij = S
#"

ij = 0,or

equivalently Ssp = Sch.Thisisanotherexam ple ofuncorrelated transport.

Letusnow considerthe SET case x = 0,where charge transportis m axim ally correlated.

The charge noise is given by Sij(! = 0) = 2ehIi(1 �
4�L �R

(2�L + �R )
2)

11. Apart from an e�ective

doubling oftherate�L,thisresultisqualitatively sim ilarto thatobtained withoutinteractions.

Therefore the charge noise isnotthe bestpossible probe ofinteractions. O n the contrary,the

behaviourofthe spin noise iscom pletely di�erent. Using the m ethod by K orotkov 12,we �nd

that

S��ij = ehIi(1�
2�L �R

(2�L + �R )
2); S

�� �
ij = � ehIi

2�L �R
(2�L + �R )

2; S
sp

ij = 2ehIi (2)



TheresultforSsp resem blesa Poisson result(m axim aluctuations).Thecorrelationsbetween

currentsofoppositespinsarenegative,likeapartition noise.Yetspin-upand spin-down channels

areseparated aswavepacketswith up ordown spinsexcludeeach otherbecauseofinteractions,

ratherthan statistics.Here,each junction is{ dueto Coulom b repulsion { sequentially crossed

by elem entary wavepackets with well-de�ned butuncorrelated spins. O n the contrary,charge

current wavepackets are correlated on tim es � �h=�i,leading to the reduction as com pared to

thePoisson value.Notice thattheanalysisoftheSET involving N = 1 and 2 states(instead of

0,1)yieldsexactly the sam e result.

The generalsolution ofEqs. (1) spans the fullregim e between the uncorrelated and the

m axim ally correlated cases. The average current is given by hIi = e
2�L �R

�R + (2� x)�L
. The spin

current noise com ponents S��
0

ij (i,j= L,R) can also be calculated. The expression for the spin

noise isS
sp

ij = 2ehIi(1�
2x�L �R

(�R + �L )(�R + x�L )
).
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Figure 2: Spin shot noise and charge shot noise in the SET,as a function ofx (see text) : x = 0 denotes the

m axim alcorrelation,x = 1 the uncorrelated case.�R = 2�L :antibunching ofopposite spins.
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Figure 3:Sam e asFig.2,�R = 0:2�L :bunching ofopposite spinsforx > xc.The insetshowsthe probabilities

ofstatesN = 0;1;2 and the population inversion atlarge x.

The expression forthe total(charge) noise Sch istoo lengthy to be written here. Figs. 2,

3 show the variation with x ofthe charge and spin currentnoise. The spin noise ism axim um

for x = 0,decreases m onotonously and m erges the charge noise at x = 1. The role ofthe

asym m etry ofthe junctions is very striking. First,if�R > �L,S
sp is always larger than Sch

(Fig. 2),like in the idealSET (x = 0). O n the contrary,if�R < �L,S
sp is sm aller than Sch

for x > xc � �R =�L (Fig. 3). This im plies that S"# > 0,contrarily to the naive expectation

forrepulsive interactions : if�R < �L,the low charge states are unfavored and the high ones



favored,despite ofCoulom b repulsion. Two electrons tend to enter the dot successively,with

opposite spins,leading to a certain degree ofbunching. Here the anom aly is due to a kind of

"population inversion",m anifesting a strong departurefrom equilibrium (Fig.3).
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Figure 4:Schem atic set-up forspin currentm easurem ent,using fourspin-polarized term inals(see text).

Including a spin-ip rate T
� 1
1

= sf, one �nds S
sp

LR
= 2ehIi �R

�R + sf
, which suggests4 a

m ethod to m easure T1. Fig. 4 showsa possible four-term inalset-up
13 forthe m easurem entof

spin currentcorrelations,with ferrom agneticleads.In a fully sym m etricdevice,thenetcurrent

owingthrough theSET isnotspin polarized.Yetitisin principlepossibletom easurethenoise

correlationsSL1L1,SL1L2,SL1R 1,SL1R 2,etc... Ifeach term inalgeneratesa fully spin-polarized

current,the analysisofthisset-up can be m apped onto the above m odel.Ifpolarization isnot

perfect,theabovem easurem entshould m ix spin noisewith chargenoise.Ifthosearesu�ciently

di�erent(strong repulsivecorrelations),they could stillbedistinguished,allowing to probethe

Coulom b correlationsby the m ethod ofspin currentnoise.
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