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Feedback e�ects on the current correlations in Y -shaped conductors

Shin-Tza W u1 and Sungkit Yip2
1
Departm ent ofPhysics, NationalChung-Cheng University, Chiayi621, Taiwan

2
Institute of Physics, Academ ia Sinica, Nankang, Taipei 115, Taiwan

(D ated:January 13,2022)

W e study current uctuations in a Y-shaped conductor connected to externalleads with �nite

im pedances.W eshow that,duetovoltageuctuationsin thecircuit,them om entsofthetransferred

chargescannotbeobtained from sim plerescaling ofthebarevaluesalready in thesecond m om ents.

The cross-correlation between the output term inals can change from negative to positive under

certain param eterregim es.

PACS num bers:05.40.-1,72.70.+ m ,73.23.-b,74.40.+ k

Currentuctuations in m esoscopic system s are ofin-

tense interest recently. Besides the fact that they in-

evitable exist and becom e m ore im portant in electric

circuits when these are m iniaturized, it is now well-

appreciated thatthey contain interesting and fundam en-

talphysics(see,e.g.,[1,2,3]).Forexam ple,Ferm istatis-

ticsofthe electronsare responsible forthe reduction of

the shot noise as com pared with a corresponding sys-

tem ofclassicalor Bosonic particles. Furtherm ore,the

sam e Ferm istatisticsofthe charge carriershave im por-

tant im plications in m ulti-term inalsetups. The quan-

tity ofinterest in this case is the cross-correlation be-

tween di�erentterm inals[1,4,5,6].Experim entofthis

type is the solid-state analogue ofthe Hanbury Brown-

Twiss experim ent in quantum optics [7]. It has been

shown that generally Ferm i statistics im plies that the

cross-correlations between the currents in two di�erent

output arm s are negative [4,5,6]. This theoreticalre-

sultassum es non-interacting electrons and is supported

by experim entsavailableso far[8].

The sign ofthis cross-correlation has triggered m any

investigationsinto thequestion astounderwhatcircum -

stances it would be reversed. Severalm echanism s have

been proposed. A few invoke possible electronic ground

states that are not norm al-m etallic (Landau-Ferm iliq-

uid)states,such assuperconducting (e.g.[9]),quantum

Hall,orLuttingerliquidsstates(e.g.[10]).Stillanother

m echanism hasbeen proposed relyingon �nitefrequency

and capacitive couplings [11],and one in ferrom agnetic

system sbased on \bunching"oftransferred electronsdue

to spin blockade[12].

Here weshow thata feedback m echanism in the pres-

ence ofexternalim pedances can also lead to this sign

change.W econsiderthesystem asshown in Fig.1.The

\sam ple" A is a Y-shaped conductorin which electrons

propagate coherently. It can consist oftunnelbarriers

ordi�usive conductors,and isconnected to externalre-

sistors Za, Zb and Zc. O ur considerations are also of

relevanceforpracticalm easurem ents(c.f.[13]).In m ea-

surem ents ofcross-correlations,one injects an incident

beam ofchargecarriers(herefrom reservoira)and then

splits the beam into two parts using a \beam splitter",

such as the Y-shaped conductor here. O ne would like

to m easure the current correlation between two output

term inals,here b and c. In m ostcurrentm easurem ents

however,oneneedstocouplethesam pletoexternalm ea-

suring circuits.Forexam ple,hereweareconsidering the

case where the currentm easurem entsareactually m ade

by voltage m easurem entsacrossthe im pedancesZb and

Zc.Ifthe externalm easuring circuitcan be idealized as

having zero im pedance,then thevoltageacrossthesam -

plewould benon-uctuatingand thecurrentuctuations

areentirely dueto intrinsicpropertiesofthesam pleand

the carriers. W ith �nite externalim pedances,the volt-

age acrossthe sam ple then becom esuctuating and the

currentcorrelationswillbe m odi�ed.

Previously,feedback due to the presence ofexternal

im pedanceshasbeen consideredfortwo-term inalconduc-

tors [1],and m ore recently,in the context ofthird m o-

m entoftheshotnoise[13,14,15,16].Theresultsbased

on theLangevin form alism [1]concluded thatthesecond

m om ents ofcurrent uctuations can be obtained from

the corresponding zero-im pedance (intrinsic or \bare")

valuesby a sim plescaling.However,itwasshown,using

both a K eldysh technique[14,15]and the Langevin for-

m alism [15,16],that this rescaling breaks down at the

third m om ent.In thiswork weshow that,forourthree-

term inalsetup,even the second m om ent cannotbe ob-

tained from a rescaling ofthe corresponding bare value.

Forinstance,thecross-correlation acquirescontributions

from auto-correlators.Sincethebareauto-correlatorsare

alwayspositive,itisthen possibleto havepositive cross-

correlationsin appropriateparam eterregim es.Thee�ect

ofexternalim pedanceson currentuctuationsofm ulti-

term inalcircuits has also been considered by B�uttiker

and his collaborators[1]using the Langevin form alism .

However,they considered a m ultiprobe m easurem entof

a two-term inalconductor and thus not directly our ge-

om etry here.

W e have perform ed the calculations using both the

Langevin and K eldysh form alism s [17]. The results are

identical. To illustrate the physics m ore clearly,let us

�rst consider a sim pli�ed case where only Z b 6= 0 us-

ing the Langevin form alism .Letus�rstintroduce som e
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short-hand notations. W e denote the conductances of

the three arm s ofour sam ple as G a,G b,G c. W e shall

de�neG � G a + G b + G c and also thedim ensionlesspa-

ram eters �a � G a=G etc (thus �a + �b + �c = 1). In

the presentsituation,the potentials�1 and �3 atpoints

1 and 3 are given by the externalpotentials Va and Vc

respectively and do notuctuate.However,thequantity

�2 is a uctuating quantity. The current in an arm b,

say,isa linearcom bination oftwo contributions,onebe-

ing linear in the bias potentials �’s and another due to

the Langevin noise.Thuswehave

Ib = G �b[�a(V � �2)� �c�2]+ �I2 : (1)

The �rst term follows easily from circuit theory. �I2 is

the Langevin noise whose expectation value iszero. W e

shallspecify its variance later. Sim ilarly for arm c,we

have

Ic = G �c[�aV + �b�2]+ �I3 : (2)

The uctuating potential�2 isrelated to Ib by

�2 = IbZb: (3)

(W eareinterested in thezero frequency lim itso thecur-

rentalong arm A b is equalto thatthrough the resistor

Zb.) By taking the expectation valuesof(1)-(3),we can

obtain Ib,Ic and �2.In particular,wehave

�2 =
1

~zt
ZbG �a�bV : (4)

Here ~zt � 1+ ZbG �b(�a + �c)isa dim ensionlessquantity.

Subtracting the expectation values ofEqs.(1)-(3) from

theseequationsthem selves,we�nd,by elim inating �2 �

�2 in favorofIb � Ib,

�I b � Ib � Ib =
1

~zt
�I2 ; (5)

�I c � Ic � Ic =
1

~zt
ZbG �b�c�I2 + �I3 : (6)

From these, we can readily obtain the uctuations

h�I b�I cietc.(W e leave outthe frequency variablesfor

sim plicity here.See below form oreaccurate notations).

In particular,

h�I b�I ci=
1

~z2
t

ZbG �b�ch�I2�I2i+
1

~zt
h�I2�I3i: (7)

This shows im m ediately that the cross-correlation has

severalcontributions. Besides one which is a rescaling

ofthe\bare" correlatorh�I2�I3i,thereisanothercontri-

bution being proportionalto h�I2�I2i.Theorigin ofthis

latterterm isobviousalsofrom theabovederivation,that

is,thesam pleis\driven" by thepotential�2 which isit-

selfuctuating.To com pletethecalculation weneed the

expressionsforh�I2�I2iand h�I2�I3i. Forthis,we have

to noticethatthe sam pleisnow biased atvoltagesV at

point1,�2 atpoint2,and 0 atpoint3.Letusde�nethe

bare (superscript (0)) correlatorsC
(0)

bc
by the expression

h�I2(!)�I3(!
0)i= 2��(! + !0)C

(0)

bc
etc.In theshotnoise

(tem perature T ! 0) regim e,we expect these correla-

torsto be linearcom binationsofcontributionsthatare

proportionalto the averagepotentialdi�erences,i.e.,

C
(0)

bb
=e= s

(b)

bb
(V � �2)+ s

(c)

bb
(V � 0); (8)

C
(0)

bc
=e= s

(b)

bc
(V � �2)+ s

(c)

bc
(V � 0): (9)

The values ofthe coe�cients s
(b)

bb
etc willbe given be-

low.Here the superscriptsare denoted according to the

potentialsrelative to a and the subscripts,the currents.

W riting h�I b(!)�I c(!
0)i= 2��(! + !0)Cbc,wecan now

obtain the \renorm alized" correlator Cbc (which is also

proportionalto the correlators for transferred charges)

from Eq.(7),using (4),(8)and (9):

Cbc =

�
(ZbG �b�c)(1+ ZbG �b�c)

~z3
t

s
(b)

bb
+
(1+ ZbG �b�c)

~z2
t

s
(b)

bc
+
(ZbG �b�c)

~z2
t

s
(c)

bb
+

1

~zt
s
(c)

bc

�

eV : (10)

The m odi�cationsneeded forourgeneralcasearestraight-forward in principle.W e sim ply stateour�nalresults:

Cbb =
eV

z3
t

n

(P + S)

h

P
2
s
(b)

bb
+ Q

2
s
(b)

cc
+ 2P Q s

(b)

bc

i

+ (Q + R)

h

P
2
s
(c)

bb
+ Q

2
s
(c)

cc
+ 2P Q s

(c)

bc

io

; (11)

Ccc =
eV

z3
t

n

(P + S)

h

S
2
s
(b)

bb
+ R

2
s
(b)

cc
+ 2SRs

(b)

bc

i

+ (Q + R)

h

S
2
s
(c)

bb
+ R

2
s
(c)

cc
+ 2SRs

(c)

bc

io

; (12)

Cbc =
eV

z3
t

n

(P + S)

h

P Ss
(b)

bb
+ Q Rs

(b)

cc
+ (P R + Q S)s

(b)

bc

i

+ (Q + R)

h

P Ss
(c)

bb
+ Q Rs

(c)

cc
+ (P R + Q S)s

(c)

bc

io

:(13)

In theseequations

zt � �a(1+ G Zb�b)(1+ G Zc�c)

+ �b(1+ G Zc�c)(1+ G Za�a)

+ �c(1+ G Za�a)(1+ G Zb�b) (14)

is a dim ensionless num ber,and the sym bols P;Q ;R;S
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stand for

P = 1+ ZaG �a�c + ZcG �c(�a + �b);

Q = � ZaG �a�b + ZcG �b�c;

R = 1+ ZaG �a�b + ZbG �b(�a + �c);

S = � ZaG �a�c + ZbG �b�c: (15)

The coe�cients s
(b)

bb
etc in Eqs. (11)-(13) are the sam e

as those entering Eqs.(8), (9). G eneralization of the

intrinsic (\bare") correlation between arm s � and � in

the shotnoiseregim eisthus(c.f.Eqs.(8),(9))

C
(0)

��
=e= s

(b)

��
(�1 � �2)+ s

(c)

��
(�1 � �3): (16)

These coe�cients take di�erent form s for tunneljunc-

tions and for di�usive wires. For tunnel junctions, if

�1 � �2 � �3,they aregiven by

s
(b)

bb
= G �b[�a(1� 2�a�b)� �c(1� 2�b�c)];

s
(c)

bb
= G �b�c(1� 2�b�c);

s
(b)

cc
= � G �b�c(1� 2�a�c � 2�b�c);

s
(c)

cc
= G �c[�a(1� 2�a�c)+ �b(1� 2�a�c � 2�b�c)];

s
(b)

bc
= G �b�c(1� 2�2

a
� 2�a�c � 2�b�c);

s
(c)

bc
= � G �b�c(1� 2�a�c � 2�b�c): (17)

In the case �1 � �3 � �2 [18],the corresponding coef-

�cients can be obtained from the above expressions by

exchanging the indices b and c. For exam ple,s
(b)
cc can

be obtained from the above expression for s
(c)

bb
with all

indices ofits righthand m em bers m aking the exchange

b$ c.Fordi�usivewires,if�1 � �2 � �3,

s
(b)

bb
=

G

3
�b(�a � �c); s

(c)

bb
=
G

3
�b�c(1+ 2�a);

s
(b)

cc
=

G

3
�b�c(2�a � 1); s

(c)

cc
=
G

3
�c(�a + �b);

s
(b)

bc
=

G

3
�b�c(1� 2�a); s

(c)

bc
= �

G

3
�b�c: (18)

Again,for �1 � �3 � �2,one can get the coe�cients

by exchanging b$ cin the form ulasabove.These coef-

�cientshave been calculated using generalization ofthe

m ethodsproposed by Nazarov [19]. Som e ofthese coef-

�cientscan also be deduced from the literature(e.g.[6],

[9],and [20]).

Equations (11)-(15) are the m ain analytic results of

this paper. The auto-correlators Cbb and Ccc can be

shown to be positive de�nite [17]. W e shallconcentrate

on the cross-correlation Cbc forthe restofthe paper.

ForCbc,we can show that[17]itisalwaysnegative if

Za�a islargerthan Zb�b and Zc�c.Hence,weshallfocus

on the restofthe param eterspace.W e show the results

fortwo particularexam ples,Za = 0,Zb = Zc = 1=G in

Fig.2,and Za = 0,Zb = Zc = 10=G in Fig.3. W e see

that,forsu�ciently large Z b and Zc,itisindeed possi-

ble to havepositive Cbc.The positive region startsnear

sm all�a,and growswith increasing Zb and Zc. Indeed,

forZb and Zc both ! 1 ,one can show thatthe cross-

correlation actually becom espositive forany �’s. (This

sign changeisnotcon�ned toZ a = 0,form oreexam ples,

see[17].)

W ecan understand thisbehaviorphysically asfollows.

(Form orequantitativestatem ents,see[17].) W hen there

is a positive uctuation ofthe currentthrough,say the

arm b,there isa corresponding increasein the potential

atpoint2 in Fig.1.Thisvoltageuctuation in turn will

lead to an extra current through the arm c,thus giv-

ing a positive contribution to the cross-correlation Cbc.

Thiscontribution willin particularbelargeforsm all�a,

since m ost ofthis uctuating current willow through

c.W ehavea netpositiveCbc ifthesecontributionsover-

whelm the \bare" negative correlation contribution (see

Eq.(13)).In particular,since s
(b)

bc
+ s

(c)

bc
(< 0)ispropor-

tionalto�2
a
fortunneljunctionswhereasitisproportional

to �a fordi�usivewiresforsm all�a,itisthereforeeasier

to getpositiveCbc fortunneljunctionsthan fordi�usive

wires.

O ur m echanism for sign change is distinct from that

due to bunching (c.f.[12]). W e have calculated also the

Fano factorsand found no bunching in the injected cur-

rent[17].

In conclusion, we have shown that, for a m ulti-

term inalconductor connected to externalleads with �-

niteim pedances,them om entsofthetransferred charges

cannotbeobtained from sim plerescalingofthebarem o-

m ents. The cross-correlation between the outputterm i-

nals can even becom e positive under certain param eter

regim es.
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FIG . 1: Schem atic for the circuit considered in this pa-

per. The arm s A a, A b, A c of the Y-shaped conductor A

are connected to externalleads biased,respectively,at volt-

ages Va = V ,Vb,and Vc (Vb = Vc = 0 in this paper). The

leadsare assum ed to haveim pedancesZa,Zb,and Zc,which

are schem atized as externalresistors connected to the sam -

plearm s.The nodes1;2;3 between thesam ple arm sand the

resistorsare where voltage uctuationssetin.

FIG . 2: Plots for the cross-correlations of Y-shaped con-

ductors with (a) tunneljunctions and (b) di�usive wires in

the arm s. Here the external im pedances are Za = 0 and

Zb = Zc = 1=G . C bc is in units ofeG V and the thick lines

overthe surfacesm ark the contourC bc = 0.

FIG .3: Sam e as Fig.2 except that im pedances are Za = 0

and Zb = Zc = 10=G .


