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W e Investigate the visbility of the current and shotnoise correlations of electrical analogs of the
optical M ach-Zehnder interferom eter and the Hanbury Brown Tw iss interferom eter. The electri-
cal analogs are discussed In conductors sub fct to high m agnetic elds where electron m otion is
along edge states. The transport quantities are m odulated w ith the help of an A haronov-B ohm

ux. W e discuss the conductance (current) visibility and shot noise visbility as a function of tem -
perature and applied volage. D ephasing is introduced w ith the help of ctitious voltage probes.
C om parison of these two Interferom eters is of interest since the M ach-Zehnder interferom eter is an
am plitude (singleparticle) interferom eter whereas the Hanbury Brown Tw iss interferom eter is an
Intensity (two-particle) interferom eter. A direct com parison is only possbl for the shot noise of
the two interferom eters. W e nd that the visbility of shot noise correlations of the H anbury B rown
T w iss Interferom eter as function of tem perature, voltage or dephasing, is qualitatively sim ilar to
the visbility ofthe st ham onic of the shot noise correlation of the M ach-Zehnder Interferom eter.
In contrast, the second hamm onic of the shot noise visbility of the M ach-Zehnder interferom eter

decreases m uch m ore rapidly w ith increasing tem perature, voltage or dephasing rate.

PACS numbers: 72.10.d, 72.70 4+ m , 7343 £
I. NTRODUCTION

W ith the advent ofm esoscopic physics, it has becom e
possible to experim entally investigate quantum phase co—
herent properties of electrons in solid state conductors in
a controlled way. In particular, in ballistic m esoscopic
sam ples at low tem peratures, electrons can propagate
up to several m icrons w ithout loosing phase inform a—
tion. This opens up the possbility to nvestigate elec—
trical analogs of various optical phenom ena and experi-
m ents. An investigation of such analogs is of findam en-
tal interest. O n the one hand, it allow s one to establish
sim flarities between the properties of photons and con—
duction electrons, a consequence of the wave nature of
the quantum particles. On the other hand, i also al-
low s one to Investigate the di erences between the two
types of particles arising from the di erent quantum sta—
tistical properties of fermm ions and bosons. For m any—
particle properties, such as light intensity correlations
or correspondingly electrical current oorre]atjonl$, Jhoise,
the quantum statisticalproperties are in portantﬂ':? Both
the wavenature of the particles as well as their quantum
statistics are displayed in a clearcut fashion in interferom —
eter structures. In this work we are concemed w ith the
electrical analogs of two wellknow n optical interferom e~
ters, the singleparticlke M ach-Zehnder M Z) interferom —
eter and the two-particle Hanbury Brown Twiss HBT)
Interferom eter.

The M j-interferom eter is a sub ct of m ost textbooks
in optics? In the fram ework of quantum optics, consid—
ering individual photons rather than classical beam s of
light, the Interference arises due to the superposition of
the am plitudes for two di erent possible paths of a sin—

gk photon. This lkads to an interference term in the
light intensity. The M Z-interferom eter is,thus a prine
exam ple ofa single particle interferom eter? Various elec—
tronic Interferom etersw ith ballistic transport ofthe elec—
trons have been investigated experin entally,over the last
decades,aseg. A halxonov—B ohm AB) r:ing& and double—
slit interferom eters® D etailed investigations of dephas—
ing In ballistic interferom eters was carried out in Refs.
ij.,-g]. Only very recently was the rst electronic M Z-
interferom eter realized by Jiet al? in a m esoscopic con—
ductor in the quantum Hall regimne. A high visbility of
the conductance oscillations was observed, how ever the
visbility was not perfect. This led the authors to in—
vestigate In detail various sources for dephasing. As a
part of this Investigation, also shot noise wasm easured.
Still, som e aspects ofthe experin ent are not yet fiilly up=
derstood. T heoretically, Seelig and one of the authord
nvestigated the e ect ofdephasing due to N yquist noise
on the conductance in a M Z-interferom eter. The e ect
of dephasing on the closely related four-tem inal resis—
tance i ballistic interferom eterd™ was investigated as
well. D ephasing in ballistig strongly interacting system s
is discussed by Le Hurf2%3 Follow ing the experin en—
tal work of Ji et al,2 M arquardt and Bruder investi-
gated the e ect of dephasing on the shotmnoise n M Z-
Interferom eters, considering dephasing m odels based ¢n
both classical4td aswellasquantum uctuating elds.L8
Very recently, Forster, P ilgram and one of the authore?
extended the dephasing m odelofR efs. [10,14] to the fill
statistical distrbution of the tranam itted charge.

The HB T -interferom eter?82924  as originally nvented
for stellar astronomy, to m easure the angular diam eter
of stars. It is an ntensity, or two-particlef interferom e-


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505511v1

ter. T he interference arises from the superposition ofthe
am plitudes for two di erent tw o-particle processes. Im —
portantly, there is no single particle interference in the
HBT -interferom eter. Consequently, n contrast to the
M Z-interferom eter there is no interference in the light in-
tensity, the Interference instead appears In the intensity—
Intensity correlations. M oreover, the intensity-intensity
correlation also display the e ect of quantum statistics.
P hotons originating from them al sources tend to bundch,
giving rise to positive intensity cross correlations. For
the electronic analog of the HB T -interferom eter, i was
the corresponding antibunching of electypns that origi-
nally attracted Interest. It was predicted®? that the elec—
trical current cross correlations in m esoscopic conductors
would be m anifestly negative, ie. display antibunching,
as a consequence of the fermm ionic statistics of the elec—
trons. Negative current cross correlations were sybse=
quently observed In two independent experin ents?i%2
R ecently, antibunching for eld em ited electrons in vac—
uum was also dem onstrated 23 T he two-partick nterfer—
ence in the HBT -experin ent has received m uch less at—
tention. W e em phasize that whilke the bunching of the
photons was necessary for obtaining a nite, positive
cross correlation signal, it wasthe two-particlee ect that
wasofm ain in portance to HBT since the angular diam —
eter of the star was determ ined from the two-particle in-
terference pattem. In electrical conductors, tw o-particle
e ects In A B -interferom eters were investigated theoreti-
cally In Refs. éééﬁéﬁ], Only very recently two of the
analog of the optical HB T —interferom eter w hich pem is
to dem onstrate tw o-particle interference In an unam bigu—
ous way.

In this work we investigate and com pare in detail the
current and and zero-frequency noise in electronic M Z
and HBT interferom eters. W e consider interferom eters
Inplem ented In m esoscopic conductors in the integer
Quantum Hall regin e, where the trangport takes place
along single edge states and Quantum Point Contacts
QPC's) serve as controllable beam splitters. The ef-
fect of nite tem perature, applied bias and asymm etry,
ie. unequal length of the interferom eter am s, is Inves-
tigated. The strength of the interference contribution
is quanti ed via the visbility of the phase oscillations.
The dependence of the visbility on the beam splitter
transparencies as well as on the tem perature, volage
and asymm etry is discussed in detail. O f interest is the
com parison of visbility of the shotnoise correlation of
the M Z-interferom eter and the HBT -intensity interfer-
om eter. Shot noise correlations in theM Z-interferom eter
exhibit two contrbutions, one w ith the fuindam entalpe—
riod ofh=e and a second ham onicw ith period h=2e. The
shot noise correlations in the HB T -Interferom eter, even
though they are due to two particle processes, are peri-
odic w ith period h=e. T hus the A haronov-Bohm period
can not be used to dentify the two particle processes
which give rise to the HBT e ect. It is thercefore in—
teresting to ask whether the HBT tw o-particle processes

have any other signature, for instance In the tem pera—
ture or voltage dependence of the visbility of the shot—
noise correlation. W e nd that this is not the case. To
the contrary, we nd that the the shot noise correla—
tions in the HBT intensity interferom eter behave qual-
TFatively sim ilar to the h=e shot noise correlation In the
M Z-interferom eter. In contrast the h=2e contrbution in
the shot noise of the M Z-interferom eter decreases m ore
rapidly w ith increasing tem perature, volage or dephas—
Ing rate than the h=e oscillation in the M Z- or HBT —
Interferom eter.

W e investigate dephasing of the electrons propagating
along the edge states by connecting one of the interfer—
om eter am s to a ctitious, dephasing voltage probe. In
all cases, the current and noise ofthe M Z-interferom eter
aswellas the noise in the HB T -interferom eter, the e ect
ofthe voltage probe is equivalent to the e ect ofa slow Iy

uctuating phase.

II. MODEL AND THEORY
A . Opticalanalogs in the Quantum H all regim e

In the paper we consider in plem entations of the M Z
and HBT interferom eters in m esoscopic conductors in
strong magnetic elds, in the Integer Quantum Hall
regin 29 The typical system is a two-din ensional elec—
tron gasin a sem iconductor heterostructure, w ith the lat—
eralcon nem ent ofthe electron gas controllable via elec—
trostatic gating. T he transport betw een reservoir®d cop=
nected to the conductor takes place along edge states ¢
T he edge states, quantum analogs of classical skipping
orbits, are chiral, the transport along an edge state isuni-
directional. Scattering betw een edge states is suppressed
everyw here In the conductor except,at electrostatically
controllabk constrictions, QP C ’s248% For a m agnetic

eld that does not break the spin degeneracy ofthe edge
states, each edge state supplies two conduction m odes,
one per spin.

T hese propertiesm ake conductors in the integer quan—
tum Hall regin e ideal for realizing analogs of optical ex—
perim ents. First, the edge states correspond to single
m ode w aveguides for the light. T he unidirectionalm otion
along the edge states allow s for \beam s" of electrons to
be realized. Second, the Q PC s work as electronic beam
splitters w th controllable transparency. M oreover, due
to chirality the beam splitters are re ectionlkss, a prop—
erty essential for the M Z and HBT interferom eters but
di cuk to achieve for beam splitters in conductors in
weak (or zero) magnetic elds2383 These properties of
conductors In the quantum H allregin e have been dem on-—
strated experin entally In a number of works, see eg.
Eiz1341.

T heoretically, severalw orks have been concermed w ith
the conductance and noise properties of beam splitters
and Interferom eters in Q uantum Hall system s, for a re—
cent review s see eg. Refs. [_2,;’:5_:] Recently, it was pro—



posed to use these appealing properties of edge states
in the gontext of orbita Quasiparticle entanglem ent
n stati®18188 and dypam i894d system s as well as for
quantum state transfer?®y
Tt is interesting to note that the edge state descrip—
tion also hold for conductors at even higher m agnetic
elds, in the fractional Quantum Hall regine. A S ex—
am ples, the fractional, charge has been determm ined in
shot-noise experim ent£%%3 and the quantum statistical
properties ofthe fractionally charged quasiparticleshave
been, investigated theoretically in beam -splitter®4 and
HBTYY geometries. Varius _ipterferom eter structures
have also been considered ¥4%74¢ Very recently, a M 7Z-
Interferom, eter in the fractionalQ uantum Hallregin ewas
proposed 29 In this w ork we how ever consider only the in—
teger Quantum Halle ect, where the quasiparticles are
noninteracting and the electrical analogs to optical ex—
perin ents can be directly realized.

B . Scattering approach to current and noise

T hisdiscussion leadsusto consider sihglem ode, m ulti-
termm inal conductors w ith noninteracting electrons. The
principle aim of this work is a com parison of the M Z
and HBT -interferom eters. In reality in both interfer—
om eters Interactions (screening) play a role both for the
volage and tem perature dependence. A non-interacting
scattering approach is nat gauge invariant but requires a
treatm ent of screenjng.?q However, these e ects are ex—
pected to be sim liar In the two interferom eters and w ill
not a ect the m ain conclusions of this work. T herefore,
below we treat non-interacting qausiparticle interferom —
eters. T he conductors are connected to severalelectronic
reservoirs, biased at a,,woltage €V or grounded. The
current®} and the noise®3 are calculated w ithin the scat—
tering approach for m ultiterm inal conductors. W e st
Introduce the creation and annihilation operators for in—
going, &' € ) and& ), and outgoing, ¥ €)andb ),
particles, at energy E In term inal . For sim plicity we
suppress spin notation. C onsidering a conductorw ith N
tem Inals, the in— and outgoing anniilation operators
are related via the N N scattering m atrix, as

X
b E)= s E)a &) 1)
=1
where s () is the am plitude to scatter from tem inal
to tempanal . The current operator in the lead has
the form 2%
X Z
A e 0 . 0
T @ = N dE JdE ‘'exp GE  E'l=~)
A E;ENY ®)a B%; @)
w ith the notation
A E;E)= s E)s E9): @)

T he average current is given by}
Z

hf i= dEj E); 4)

w here the spectral current density is

X

1
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Heref E)= 1=(1+ exp[E &V )=kgT)) istheFem i
D irac distribbution ofterm inal ,wih V the correspond—
ing applied volage. The spectral conductance G E)
is given by
&2

G CE)ZKA E;E): (6)
The zero frequency correlator between current uctua—
tions in term nals and isde ned as

5 (t)i: T he current correlator
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w here
22 X
s €)= Y A E;E)A EGE)
fE)L f£E&)] 9)

is the spectral current correlator.

C . D ephasing voltage probe m odel

T here are severalphysicalm echanisn sthatm ight lead
to dephasing of the electrons propagating along the edge
states (se eg. the discussion in Ref. [). In this
work we are not Interested in any particular m echanisn
for dephasing but consider instead a phenom enological
m odel, a dephasing voltage probe. The idea of using
a voltage probe to induce dephasing was introduced in
Refs. [_5;5;_5{!‘] A volage probe connected to a m eso—
soopic sam ple was considered, leading to a suppression
of coherent transport due to inelastic scattering. The
probe m odel, origihally considered for the average cur-
rent, was extended to treat the e ect of inelastic scatter-
ing on shot noise by B uttiker and B eenakker3 by consid—
ering a conservation of current uctuatigns at the probe
as well. Later De Jong and B eenakke®? extended the
voltage probe conospt and introduced a ( ctitious) vol-
age probe w hich breaks phase but does not dissipate en—
ergy. Scattering in the voltage probe is (quasijelastic.



This is achieved wih the help of a distrbution func-
tion In the voltage probe which conserves not only total
current like a real voltage probe, but conserves current
In every am all energy interval. Such a probe provides
a m odel of pure dephasing. The di erent probe m od—
els have been used as qualitative m odels In a num ber of
works, see Refs. ﬁ_?:,:_gz'] or a review . For an application
to quantum H all system s, see Ref. [§§‘]

In this work we consider the dephasing volage probe
m odel, which conserves the current at each energy. T he
m odelisbased on the assum ption that the current is con—
served on a tin e scale ¢, much shorter than the tine
of the m easurem ent but m uch longer than the tin e be-
tween Inction of ndividual electrons, here of the order
of ~=eV . One could however consider a m ore general
voltage probem odel that takes into account a m ore com —
plicated dynam ics of the probe. A detailed disgussion of
such a generalm odel in the light of recent w ork2 429549
is however deferred to a later work. Here we only note
thatbelow we nd that the voltage probe In both theM Z
and H B T -interferom eters only gives rise to a suppression
of the phase dependent term s In conductance and noise,
Just as one would naively expect to be the e ect ofpure
dephasing.

T he condition ofzero current into the ctitiousprobe
ateach energy is i1l lled by considering a tin e dependent
distrbution fiinction of the probe

t E;D=£t )+ £ E;D; (10)
where f E ;t) uctuates to conserve current on the
tin escale ¢ . A sa consequence, the spectralcurrent den—
sity at each energy in lead uctuates In tin e as

JED=3 &)+ I E;D; 11)
where the wuctuations j E;t = JjE;D +
(1=e)G E) f € ;t) consist of two parts, the intrinsic

uctuations j € ;t) and the addiional uctuationsdue
to f E;t). The requirem ent of zero average current
Into the probe, 3 € ) = 0, leads to the averaged distri-
bution function at the probe reservoir

X ¢ @®)
f E)= ——f E): 12)
. G &)

T he average spectral current density i%F & ) isthen Hund
from Eq. @).
The uctuating part of the distrdbution function,
f € ;t); is obtalned from the requirem ent of zero cur-
rent uctuations nto theprobe, j E;t)= J € ;) +
(lI=e)G E) £ E;t) = 0: The total current density
uctuation is then given by

G E)

. ) =
j €D c @)

j E;0 JE;D: 13)

A sa result, In the presence ofdephasing the totalspectral
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FIG.1l: An opticalM ach-Zehnder interferom eter. A beam of
light incident from 1 is split In two partialbeam s at the sem i
transparent beam splitter A . The two partialbeam s acquire
geom etricalphases 1 and ; respectively and are rejpined at
the second beam splitter B . The light intensity is m easured
in detectors 3 and 4

current correlation S € ) is

G €) G €)
s® =S — 5 —5
E) €) c ) €) c &) €)
G EG E)
S ; 14
T &) €) (14)
whereS () isthe correlation function between the in—

trinsic current uct:u'atjons,
and ,given by Eq. (_5), and G
given by Eq. ().

j and 3j, of contact
E ) isthe conductance,

ITII. MACHZEHNDER INTERFEROM ETERS

A schem atic of the M Z-interferom eter is shown In
Fig. :}' An incident beam of light from source 1 is di-
vided in two parts at the sem transparent beam split—
ter A. The two partial beam s are re ected at m ir-
rors and later pined at the second beam splitter B.
Beam s of light going out from B are detected In 3 and
4. The am plitude of the light In an outgoing beam is
the sum of the am plitudes for the two partial beam s,

A = Ajexp(d 1) + Ay,exp(@d ). This gives an inten-
sty A = A1F+ AoF + 2RefA A, expl 1 2))g.
The interference tetmm 2RefA A, exp ([ ; 21)g thus

contains the di erence between the geom etrical phases,
1 2. Importantly, the four tem inal geom etry to—
gether w ith the re ectionless beam splitters lead to that
the incident beam traversesthe interferom eteronly once.
This is a de ning property of the M Z-interferom eter.



FIG .2: The electronip analog of the M Z-interferom eter, m —
plem ented by Jiet al? in a conductor in the Q uantum Hall
regin e. The electronic reservoir 1 is biased at eV and reser—
voirs 2 to 4 are kept at ground. T he edge states (solid lines)
have a direction of transport indicated by arrow s. T he QPC'’s
A and B play the role of the beam splitters n Fig. :]l G eo—
m etricalphases 1 and ; and the AB-ux are shown.

W e then tum to the elkctric analog of the M Z-
Interferom eter, shown in Fig. :_2 A s pointed out above,
several results fr the quyent and noise are available in
the literature292424292947 Here we analyze the m ost
general situation possble, with nite voltage, tem pera—
ture and Interferom eter am asymm etry aswellasdi er—
ent beam splittersA and B w ith arbitrary transparency.
W hen we consider lin iting cases or eg. sn all tem per-
ature, bias or asym m etry, known results are recovered.
T his detailed analysis of the M Z-interferom eter is of in -
portance w hen com paring to the HB T -interferom eterbe—
low .

W e rst discuss a fully coherent interferom eter, the
e ect of dephasing is investigated below . An electric po—
tential eV is applied at tem inal 1, all other tem inals
are kept at zero potential. The infcted electrons prop—
agate along single edge states. Scattering between the
edge states can take place only at thetwo Q PC’s, acting
as beam splitters with controllable transparency. The
beam splitters j= A ;B are characterized by the scatter—
ing m atrices

1p
p

|3_v|
12

p
P
5 1

; 15)

,_]
w

J

where Ty and Ry = 1 T are the transn ission and re-
ection probabilities, respectively. W e note that any ad—
ditional phases of the beam splitters just give rise to a

constant phase shift ofthe oscillations in the interference
term s and are therefore not considered.

P ropagating along the edge states, the electrons pick
up geom etrical phases 1 and 5, as well as phases 1
and , due to the AB—ux through the center of the
Interferom eter. Forexam ple, the am plitude for scattering
from term inall to 4 is given by

p i1+ 1) p i( )
sqg1 =1 TgRae * R TaRgp e 2 2 (16)

Forthe geom etricalphases, to be speci c we consider the
casew hen the potentiallandscape €U (x;y) ofthe conduc—
torin Fig. g isvarying am oothly on the scale ofthem ag—
netic length = (~=ePB )72, w ith B 2 the applied m ag-
netic eld perpendicular to the p]a,n.e nFi. Z (the e ect
of selftonsistency of the potent:afl .js neglkcted). This
allow s ora sem iclassicaltreatm ent 4 T a high m agnetic

eld the edge states at Fem ienergy Er follow equipo—
tential lines determ ined by €U (x;y) = Ef ~l.+ 1=2)
where ! . = eB=m is the cycltron frequency and m the
e ective electron m ass. W e are concemed here w ith the
case where there is only one edge state and thusn = 0.
Suppose the x-axis is a line intersecting quantum point
contactsA and B in Fig. . Excluding selfintersections
we can express the edge state In term s of functions y; (x)
and y; x) for the kft and right path of the interferom -
eter. W orking in the, symm etric gaﬂgge, the geom etric
phases can be w ritten®’ i = %2 dxy; (X), where
xXa and xp are the locations ofthe Q P C s. Im portantly,

1 » corresponds to the totalarea A enclosed by these
two paths divided by the m agnetic length squared, or

1 2= 2 BA= ( whereBA isthetotal ux through

theenclosed area and ¢ = h=etheelem entary ux quan-
tum . Note that the Aharonov-Bohm ux addsan ad-
ditionalphase 1 and ,,with 1+ , =2 = g, to

each of the paths.

For the discussion of the tem perature and voltage de—
pendence of the current and the noise, we also need to
know the energy dependence of the phases. First, in—
stead of param eterizing the edge state through x we
Introduce the param eter s which m easures directly the
path length, ie. x(s), y(s). In addition at s we in—
troduce local coordinates s, along and s, perpendicu—
lar to the equipotential lne. In these coordinates, an
edge state that follow s the equipotential Iine at a small
energy E awgy from Er acquires the additional phase

= 1° dss, wih edU=ds;) s, = E. The
potential gradient dU=ds; determ ines the local electric
eldF (s) = dU=ds, ats.ButeF () = ~vp (S) where
Vvp (s) = F (s)=B isthe drift velocity ofthe guiding center
of the cyclotron orbit at point s of the edge state. T hus
a snall ncreassyin energy leads to a phase increm ent
given by ;= dsll=~w (si)E .A rough estin ate us—
Ing a drift velocity which is constant along the edge gives
i (Li=~vp )E wih L; the length ofthe edge state i.
For the phasedi erence of the two Interfering paths we
have

1E) :EB)= Egr)t+tE=E. a7



w ith Er)= 1EF) 2 Er ) the equilbriim phase
di erence. Fom ally, higher order termm s in energy can
be neglected for characteristic energies kg T and &V
much sn aller than (@U=ds; )*=d?U=ds; ]. The asymm e~
try of the two edges thus gives rise to an energy scale
E. = f dsll=v (s1)] dsll=~v (s2)lg ' which is
due to the m ign atch of the edge state path lengths, ie
Ec ~y=(L)wih L=1L ; I,. In principle, fora
com pletely sym m etric interferom eterone hasE. ! 1 .
G iven the scattering am plitudes s , the spectral cur-
rent density is found from Egs. @), {_5) and {_6) Foreg.
term inal4, one gets
€)=

Eh)EE) HE)TARe + TBRiA

-
+2 TanTs RaRp cosE=E. + ) ; (@18)

w here we Introduce the total, energy Independent phase
= E )+ 2 = ,.HerefyE) is the distrbution
functionsofthe grounded term inals2,3and4and f E ) =
fo € V ) the distribution function ofterm lnall. The
current is then given from Eq. 62!), as
h

e -
I4=E (TaRg + TeRa)eV + TaTsRaRs
kg T ) ev ev
4 kg Tcsch sin cos +
E. 2E . 2E .
(19)
Current conservation gives Iy = (€°=h)V L. The cur-

rent consists OfUNO physically distinct parts. The rst
term In Eq. (19) is the phase independent, incoherent
part, the current In the absence of Interference, w hile the
second, phase dependent temm is the interference con-—
trbution. W e note that a bias eV of the order of the
asymm etry energy E. lads to the phase shifts of the
oscillation. The strength of the Interference can conve-
niently be quanti ed via the visbiliy as

Im ax ¥1 in am p H]

= = ; 2
g Inaxt Inin hri (O)

w hich gives for the current in the M Z-interferom eter

P
TaTe RaRsp

Tz TaRgs + TsRa
4 kg T kg T eV
csch sin : 21)
ev E. 2E .

T he visbility isa product ofa tem containing the QP C

scattering probabilities and a fiinction depending on the
energy scales kg T; eV and E .. T he scattering probabil-
ity temm ismaximum for identicalQPC'’s, Tp = Tg : The
energy scale dependence is shown in Fig. :_I’. w here the
visbility for identical point contacts is p]otted asa func-
tion of the nom alized tem perature, kg T . We note
several interesting features from F ig. 3 and Eq €n).

the visbility show s decaying oscillations as a function of
voltage 1M z _ Bih €V=2E.)Jj=eV forarbitrary tem per-
ature. (i) A symm etric M Z-interferom eter, E . kg T

1.0
08k —— eVIE=0.1
R ----eV/EZ1
N 0.6 _ \ eV/Ei3
oL\ - eVIE=5
> o4t
0.2F T
0.0 - LT =i —
00 05 10 15 20 25 30

FIG .3: Current visbility ofthe M ach-Zehnder interferom eter
1M z Vversus nom alized tem perature kg T=E. for Ta = Tg :

eV , has unity visbilty (for Tn = Tz ), ie. shows per-
fect interference. (i) The visbility decays m onotoni-
cally with increasing tem perature. For large tem pera—
tures, kg T E ¢, the visbility decays exponentially w ith
the temperatureas 1z _ kg T exp ( kT=E.):

Tt is interesting to com pare the calculated visbility to
the experin entally m easured one in Ref. ia'] A s already
shown in Ref [_51], the m easured scattering p]:obabJJJi:y de—
pendence of 14 ; is well reproduced by Eq. CZ]J) For
the energy scale dependence, no nform ation about the
drift velocity vp or the asymmetry L needed to de—
term ine E . is provided in Ref. f_Q]. However, to obtain
the order of m agniude of E ., ,considering as a rough
estin ate a typical drift veloci/®? v 10 m/s at a
m agnetic eld B 1T and an asymmetry L 0l m
gives an E . corresponding to an applied bias 10 v
or a tem perature 100m K . These values are typically
of the sam e order of m agnitude as the ones considered
In the experim ent. Asa rst approxin ation, one would
thus expect asymm etry e ects to be of In portance. The
observed tem perature dependence, a strong decrease of
the visbility for increased tem perature, is also qualita—
tively descrbed by Eq. (1) wih an E.=ks 50 mK .
T his ishow evernot the casew ith the voltage dependence.
Jiet al nd a di erential visbility, ie. the visbility of
dI (V )=dV , which decays strongly w ith applied voltage,
whilk Eq. (_1-9') predicts a constant, voltage independent
di erential visbility. T here are severalpossible explana—
tions to why the volage dependence In contrast to the
tem perature dependence is not reproduced by the theory.
Jiet althem selves point out two voltage dependent de—
phasingm echanisn : low frequency noise of 1=f type due
to m oving in purities, induced by a higher current and
fast uctuations of the potential landscape (and hence
of the phase via the enclosed area) caused by screen—
Ing of the additional charges incted at higher current.
Screening m ight also, for the nonlinear current=oltage
characteristics predicted by Eq. (L9), kad to a voltage



dependent renom alization of the tranam ission probabil-
ities, Intyaducing a voltage dependence in the di erential
visbility 2 5464 i e also note that in them odelofR ef. tiel,
Inducing dephasing by coupling the M Z-interferom eterto
a quantum bath, gives a dephasing rate that increases
w ith increasing voltage. C larly, further investigations
are needed to clarify the origin of the dephasing In the
experin ent in Ref. {d].

Tuming to the noise, we focus on the cross correla—
tor between currents owing In term inals 3 and 4 (the
auto-correlator can be obtained analogously). This al-
Iow s for a straightforward com parison to the resul of
the HB T -interferom eter, for which the cross correlator
was Investigated in Ref. f_Z-]'] From Egs. ('g) and 6’_5'0) and
the expressions for the scattering am plitudes, we arrive
at the noise spectraldensiy

28 5
S34 (E)=T[fCE) HE)]

E
— 4+ + o oos 2
Ec c

¢+ ¢ cos

w ith coe cients

¢ = TaRa + TgRp 6L RaTsRs;
o

c = 2(Ta Ra) (T Re) TaTzsRaRp;

S = 2TA Te RaRp: 23)
Perform ing the energy integrals in Eq. ('_8) we nd for
the cross correlator

S 2¢? So + S v +
= — c cos
34 n Coo0 2E.
ev
+co S, cos 2 + 24)
C
w here we introduce the functions
So= eV coth—r— 2k T @5)
= &V co ;
0 2kg T
kB T eVv
S = 2 kg Tcsch coth
Ec 2kg T
. &V kg T ev
sin cos (26)
2E. Ec 2E.
and
2 kB T eVv
S, = 2 kg Tcsch coth
Ec 2kg T
R\ 2kg T ev
sin — s — : 27)
Ec Ec Ec

containing the dependence on the energy scaleseV; kg T
and E

Just as the current n Eq. C_l-g), the noise consists of
a phase independent, ncoherent part and a phase de-
pendent, interference part. However, in contrast to the

current, the phase dependent part of the noise contains
two tem s with di erent periods n , corresoonding to
oscillations periodic n h=e and h=2e. T hese tem s result
from two-particle scattering processes which enclose the
AB- ux one and tw o tin es respectively. Sin ilarly to the
current, the phase ofthe oscillations are shifted fora bias
eV ofthe order ofthe asymm etry energy E ..

Tt is in portant to note that in the M Z (in contrast
to the HBT ) interferom eter, tw o particle and higher or-
der scattering processes are just products of single par-
ticle scattering pmcesses. The full distrbution of cur-
rent uctuationt? is thus a finction of singlke partick
scattering probabilities only. In particular, the noise
spectral density Ss3q € ) in Eq. .{4) is proportional to

513 551 F, Le. partition noiss? with phase dependent
scattering probabilities. A s a consequence, the phase in—
dependent, incoherent part of the noise can not be un—
derstood as partition noise from incoherent single parti-
ck processes, ie. hi FimchBs1 Fiinc 6 hpar F F31 Fiine-
This is form ally clkar since the temn proportional to
cof = [+ cos@2 )E2, from two coherent scattering
processes, obviously contribute to the phase independent
part of the noise. As,a consequgnce, as shown by M ar-
quardt and Bruder24td am odeP wih a lkd stream of
classical particles ngcted from reservoir 1 correctly re—
produces the incoherent part of the current but fails to
reproduce the incoherent part of the noise. In contrast,
as found in Ref. |15] and further discussed below, the
com pltely dephasing voltage probe m odel correctly re—
produces the nooherent part ofboth the current and the
noise.

To quantify the strength of the oscillations we intro—
duce two separate quantities, , , and ., ,, here
sin ply called visbilities, which in close analogy to the
current visbility in Eq. C_Z-]_:) are de ned as the ratio of
the am plitudes of the noise oscillations and the average
noise. They becom e

c S
NMzZ T 28)
< So
and
o Sy
§;M 7z = T ¢ 29)
CoSo

Sin ilarly to the current, both visbilities are products of
a tem containing the scattering probabilities and a func-
tion ofthe energy scaleseV , kg T and E.. W e st ocus
on the scattering probability dependent term by consid-
ering the visbility In the lim it ofa sym m etric interferom —
eter, E . eV , kg T, where the energy-scale dependent
tem s are uniy. T his gives

2 3(Ta Ra) (Ts RB)jp TaTgs RaRp

; = (30)
Nz TaRa + Ts Ry 6L RaTgRp

5 2Ta Tg RaRp
NMzZ = : (31)
! TaRa + Tg Rp 6L RaTg Ry
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FIG. 4: Noise visbility [ gure (@)] of the h=e and

N ;M Z
[ gure ()] ofthe h=2e oscillations in the shot noise of
the M ach-Zehnder interferom eter versus transm ission Ta of

2
N ;M Z

beam splitter A POrE. kg T;eV for various tranam ission
probabilities Tg ofbeam splitterB .

The two visbilities are plotted iIn Fig. 4. Both visbili-
ties are sym m etric under the substitutions Ty $ R and
Tz $ Ry . The visbility NMz BSzero orTa = Ra =

1=2, ie. for a symm etric setting of any of the QPC's.
T he visbility increases for increasing QPC asymm etry,
reachingamaxinum or0< T < 055and 0< Tz < 05
(unity only n the 1im it T ;Ts 1) and then decreases
again toward zero at Ta = 0 or Tz = 0. Interestingly,
the visbility 7, , shows an opposite behavior. It is
maxinum , equalto uniy, at Ta = Tz = 1=2 and then
decreases m onotonically for ncreasing QPC asym m etry,
reaching zero at Tp = 0 orTg = 0. Thisdi erent depen-
dence on the scattering probabilitiesm akes it possible to
nvestigate the two oscillations independently by m odu—
lating the Q PC transparencies.

Tuming to the energy scale behavior, we consider for
sinplicity  , , In the lini Ta;Ts 1 and §;MZ
In thelimi Tn = Tz = 1=2 where respective scattering
probability term s are uniy. For a symm etric Interfer—
ometer, i. e. E. eV;kg T, both visbilities are unity.
C onsidering the situation when the tem perature is com —
parable to the asym m etry energy scale E . but the voltage

isanallev kg T;E ., we get the visbilities
" #
2
kg T kg T kg T
Ny = ——csch — 1+ = 32)
i E. E. Ec

eV/E ()
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1.0 : : :
8 os S N
= N N.MZ
E \n‘ 20
Q 06 r v \N\ T N.MZ 1
.m \\‘ 1
.S I \\“ |
2 0.4 {
=L \
8 0.2+ ‘;\\ /,’_\\ / b
‘\\/< \\\ Lo
0.0 e
0 1 2 3 4
k. T/E.
FIG .5: Noise visbilities y, , (or Ta ;Ts 1) of the h=e

and § . z of the h=2e oscillations in the shot noise correla—
tion ofaM ach-Zehnder interferom eter forTn = Tg = 1=2 ver—
sus kg T=E . forev kg T;E. (red curve) and versus €V=E .

forks T Ec; €V (blue curve).
and
" #
2
2 kg T 2 kg T kg T
fma = — - 1+4 =
! Ec Ec Ec
(33)

The tem perature dependence of the visbilities are
shown In Fig. :_ﬂ Both visbilities decrease m onoton—
ically wih increasing tem perature. For large tem per—
ature kg T E ., the visbilities decay exponentially
as yun, / &eT)Vexp( kT=E.) and [, , /
ks T)’exp ( 2 k T=E.). The visbility §, , isthus
considerably m ore sensitivity to themm al sm earing than
In the opposite lim i, for a sm all tem perature

N;M 2z *
but a voltage com parablke to E, ie. kg T Ec;eV,we
nstead get the visbilities
2E. ., ev 34)
; = — sih
NMZ oy 2F .
and
E ev
2 (o) .
, = — sih — 35
MMz ey E. ©3)

T he visbilities as a function ofvoltage areplotted n F ig.
4. Both visbilities show an oscillating behavior, decaying
asapower law / 1=V w ith increasing voltage. T he pe—
riod ofoscillations, n €V, is2 E. or  , , but Ec or

% a g » half the value for  , , . The di erent voltage
dependence gives an additionalpossbility to investigate
the two visbilities ndependently.
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In the experin ent of Jiet al? the noise wasm easured
in the high voltage regim e, w ith the interference term s in
both the current and noise com pltely suppressed. The
dependence of the nooherent noise on the transparencies
Ta and Ty was Investigated (Tn was kept at 1=2 and
Tz was varied). A good agreem ent was found w ith the

rst, lncoherent term in Eq. (.'_2-11:) . Taken the open ques—
tions on the e ect of decoherence on the average current,
a detailed experim ental investigation on the phase de—
pendent, interference part of the noise would be of great
Interest.

A . E ectofdephasing

N ext we consider the e ect ofdephasing on the current
and noise. A s discussed above, dephasing is introduced
by connecting one of the two am s of the interferom eter
to a ctitious, dephasing volage probe. T he interferom —
eter w ith the probe, denoted term inalb, is shown in Fig.
:_é. T he dephasing probe is connected to the edge via a
contact described by a scattering m atrix

P 1 [} f w
ip w

(36)

w here the dephasing param eter " vardes between 0 (o
dephasing, fully coherent transport) and 1 (com plete de—
phasing, fully incoherent transport). T he presence ofthe
dephasing probe m odi es the am plitudes for scattering
between the term inall, 2, 3 and 4. A s an exam pl, the
scattering am plitude s41, given n Eqg. (lé ) In the absence
of dephasing, now becom es

a1 (") = 1 TegRpel ' ¥

P "p i( 2 2) .
+ i1 TpoRp € : (37)

In addition, am plitudes for scattering into and out
from the probe term inal 5 have to be considered. The
current is obtained from Egs. (:4), {_5) and C_l-Zj) For the
current In term inal4, we nd

e
P = = [R5 + ToRa)eV+
p— P— kg T
1 " TATBRARB4 kBTCSd'l )
C
. eVv ev
sin cos + : (38)
2E. 2E.

C om parison w ith the result in the absence of dephasing
n Eqg. {;L-_ﬁ) show s that the e ect of the dephasing is to
suppress the phase-dependent oscillations by m ultiply—
I]pg the phase-dependent interference term w ith a factor

". For com plkte dephasing " = 1, the phase de-
pendent term is com pletely suppressed. The e ect ofde—
phasing can thusbe sim ply Incorporated in the visbiliy
as

dp p

— " .
Mz 1 Mz

(39)

FIG . 6: The electrical M Z-interferom eter, F ig. :2:, with a de—
phasing voltage probe, 5, attached along one edge.

where 1, ; isthe visbility ofthe current oscillations in
the absence of dephasing, given by Eq. l21) A s isclear
from the discussion above, to account for the experin en—
tal observations in Ref. E], one would have to consider
a voltage dependent dephasing param eter ".

Tuming to the noise, we obtain the cross correlator
between currents n lead 3 and 4 in the presence of de—
phasing from Egs. (:g and Cl4|) giving

2

dp 2e p— ev
Sy = — Spgt+tc S 1 " cos +
h c
+o S, L ")oos 2 40)
[¢]
Herethetemsco,c ,cz_So,S andSz are de ned

above in Egs. {23) and £5) to L7). Sinilarly to the
current, the e ect of the dephasing is only to suppress
the am plitude of the phase-dependent oscillations. T hat
is what one would naively expect to be the consequence
of pure dephasing. The two phase-dependent tem s are

however a di erently, the cos tem is suppressed
by a factor 1 "whilkthecos2 tem is suppressed by
@ ™. The cos2 oscillations are thus m ore strongly

suppressed. T he visbilities of the two oscillations in the
presence of dephasing can sin ply be w ritten

, pP——
N ;ﬁpz = 1 "ywmz 1)
and
; ;deg =a "V Nmzi 42)

where . , and §, , arethe visbilities for the noise
oscillations In the absence of dephasing, given by Egs.
C_ZE_E') and C_2§), respectively.



Im portantly, both oscilbating tem s are fully sup-—
pressed for com plete dephasing, " = 1. C om plete dephas—
Ing w ithin the voltage probem odel thus gives a noise ex—
pression that only consists of the phase independent, in—
coherent term in Eq. {_iz_i) . W e note already here that the
sam e resul is found below for the HBT -interferom eter.
Since quantum interferenceby de nition isexclided from
the m odel, ie. all scattering phases are neglected, the
com plktely dephasing voltage probe thus constitutes a
classicalm odel that correctly reproduces the incoherent
part of the noise. A s pointed out above, a m ore detailed
discussion of the physics of the voltage probe and a com —
parison w ith Refs. [14,19,59] is deferred to a later work.

Tt is interesting to note that the e ect of dephasing
Introduced w ith the volage probe, both for the current
and noise, is for arbitrary dephasing st:nength identicalto
a phase averaging. The result in Egs. {4]1 and d42
be obtained by averagmg the fully coherent expressions
in Egs. CZS) and CZ9 w ith respect to a Lorentzian distri-

bution () ofslow wuctuations of the phase around
the average value ¢, as
Z
d (Joosm )= (@ " "Poosh o) @3)
w ith the Lorentzian distribution
() . — =2)mn@ ™ 44
= ; a= =
( 0)? + a2

W e note that, as pointed out in Ref. [_Ifn], a G aussian
distrdbbution of the phase uctuations gives a di erent
result, not consistent w ith the dephasing voltage probe
approach for arbitrary dephasing stregth.

W e em phasize that the results above are Independent
on to which edge the probe is connected. M oreover,
we also point out that the e ect of the voltage probes,
for arbitrary ", is multiplicative, ie. attaching n vol-
age probes at arbitrary places along the am s can be

described by renom alizing 1 "roqa "y, W rit-
ing (1 "y exp [l ") = exp( L=L), wih
L = d=In[L lJand L = nd with d the distance be-

tw een tw o probes, we can quite naturally incorporate the
e ect of a uniform distrlbution of probes into a dephas-
Ing length L . The suppression of the visbilities of the
h=e and h=2e oscialltions due to dephasing in Egs. {_411:)
and Cfl-%‘) arethenmodiedas @ "} 2! exp( L=2L)
and 1 ")! exp( L=L)

IV. HANBURY BROW N TW ISS
INTERFEROM ETER S

The HBT -interferom eter is less well known than
the M Z-interferom eter and deserves som e additional
comm ents®? T he HB T —interferom eter was invented as a
toolto m easyre the angular diam eter of stars. The st
m easurem entld was carried out on a radio star in 1954.
Com pared to existing schem es based on M ichelson in-
terferom eters, the HB T -interferom eter proved to be less

10

sensitive to atm ospheric scintillations, which allowed for
a m ore accurate determm ination of the angular diam eter.
A fter having dem onstrated a tale-top version of the In—
terferom eter in the visual ranget% the angular diam eter
ofthe visual star Sirius was determ ined 24

T he experim ental results, both the two-particle inter-
ference and the positive Intensity cross correlations, were
successfully explained w ithin a sem iclassical fram ew ork.
Soon agfter the experim ents, it was however shown by
Purcelfd that the positive cross correlations could be
explained in tem s of bunching of individual photons,
em erging from the star, a them al source of light. This
bunching was also dem onstrgteg_explicitly In subsequent
photo counting experin ents®?%% The HBT experin ent
thus laid the fbundations or quantum statisticalm eth-
ods In quantum optjcsfgn The HBT approach has,also
been of im portance In experin entalparticle phys:cs'm It
is interesting to note that positive intensity cross corre—
lations between beam s of light em erging from a them al
source, according to som e contem porary?i74 \would call
for a mapr revision of some findam ental concepts in
quantum m echanics". Pume]],‘é(?I however, providing an
elegant explanation of the bunching phenom ena, pointed
out that \the Hanbury Brown Twiss e ect, far from re—
quiring a revision of quantum m echanics, is an instruc-
tive illustration of its elem entary principlkes"”.

An optical tablktop version?3?4 of the HBT-
interferom eter is shown in Fig. il. A beam of light is
em ited from each one ofthe sources 2 and 3, com pletely
uncorrelated with each other. The beam s are split in
tw o partialbeam s at the sam itransparent beam splitters
C and D respectively. T he partialbeam s acquire phases

1 to 4 before scattering at the second pair of beam
splitters A and B . The resulting beam s are collected In
detectors at ports 5 to 8.

Im portantly, there is no interference pattem in the
intensities at the detectors 5 to 8, instead the interfer-
ence occurs only in the cross correlations between inten-
sities at 5;6 and 7;8. The intensity cross correlations
are sensitive to the two-particle am plitudes: the inter-
ference is thus between two di erent two-particle scat-
tering events, eg. (i) one particle from 2 scatters to
5 and one particle from 3 scatters to 8, wih an am -
plitude Ajexp @[ 1 + 21) and (i) one particke from 2
scatters to 8 and one particle from 3 scatters to 5, w ith
an am plitude Aexp (il 3 + 4]). The am plitude to de-
tect one particle in 5 and one in 8 is then the sum of
the two two-particle am plitudes. This is the case sihoe
both scattering processes have the sam e initial and -
nal states and can not be distinguished. The (reducble)
cross correlation between Intensities n 5 and 8 is di-
rectly related to the corresponding tw o-particle proba-
bilty Piexp Al 1 + 2D+ Asexp @l 3+ 4DF= R F+
A,F+2RefA A, exp ([ 1 + » 3 4])g. The inter—
ference temm 2RefA A, exp @[ 1+ 3 4])g con—
tains the four geom etrical phases 1 to 4. The
HBT -interferom eter is thus, In contrast to the M Z-
Interferom eter, a tw o-particle interferom eter.



FIG . 7: Two-source, Purdetector_optical Hanbury Brown
Tw iss geom etry proposed in Ref. R7]. Two beam s of Iight
incident from 2 and 3 are split in partialbeam s at the sem i
transparent beam splitters C and D . The partial beam s ac—
quire geom etrical phases 1 to 4 and are repined in the
beam splitters A and B . The light intensity is m easured in
detectors 5 to 8

T he electrical analog of the HB T -interferom eter, pre—
sented in Ref. P7), is shown in Fig. . It consists of
a (rectangular) conductor with a hol In the m iddl, a
C orbino geom etry. Sim ilar to the M Z-interferom eter, the
electrons propagate along single edge states. Scattering
betw een the edge statestake place only at thebeam solit—
tersA toD . Thebeam splitters are described by scatter—
ingm atricesgiven by Eq. C_i§') .W e rstconsiderthe filly
ocoherent case. In contrast to the M Z-nterferom eter, the
scattering am plitudes contain the phases ; and ; only
via m ultiplicative phase factors. A s an exam pl, the am —
plitude to scatter from termm inal?2 to term inalb is given
by

Ssp = TaTeel: ) (45)

A's a consequence, the average currents which depend
only on the modulus squared of the scattering am pli-
tudes [see Egs. @) and ('_é)] do not contain any scattering
phases. W e get the currents at tem nals 5 to 8 as

Is = €=h)V (TaTc + RaRp);
I = €=h)V (TaRp + RaTc);
I, = €=h)V TzRc +RsTp);
Ig = €=h)V (TgTp + RgRc): (46)

Tuming to the current noise, the correlation between cur-
rents in tem ials 5,6 and 7,8 is given by Eq. 6’9). We

nd for the spectral density for the correlators between
term inal5 and 8

28 )
Ssg ) = T[fCE) HE)]

f@psg+ ¢ cosE=E-.+ )g @47)
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FIG . 8: Two-source, fourdetector electrical H anbury B rown
T w iss geom etry in plem ented in a conductor in the Q uantum
Hall regim e. The electronic reservoirs 2 and 3 biased at eV
and reservoirs 1 and 4 to 8 are kept at ground. T he edge states
(solid lines) have a direction of transport indicated by arrow s.
rTheQ PC’sA and B play the roke ofthebeam splittersin Fig.
Q:. G eom etricalphases 1 to 4 and theAB-ux areshown.

w ith the coe cients

Co;58 = TARBYTC Rc + TsRaTp Rp ;

p

C = 2 TjRj; (48)

J=A;B;CD

and for the correlator between term inal5 and 7

28 5
T[fCE) HE)]

f@ps7+ c cosE=E.+ )g 49)

Ss7 E) =

w ith the coe cient
C0;57 = TaTs Tc Re + RaRpTp Rp ¢ (50)

Perform ing the energy integrals n Eq. (9), we obtain
the corresponding current cross correlators

Sgg = —— .5gSg+ C S cos + 51
58 n Co;58S0 oE. (1)
and
eV
Ss7 = —— Cp;5780+ € S cos + : (52)
h c
Here Sy and S are given by Egs. @-5) and {_ﬁé)

The other two correlators Sg7; and Sgg are given by

the substitutions Se¢7 = Ssg (Tc $ TD) and Seg =

Ss7 (Tc $ Tp ). Here, as for the M Z-interferom eter we

have = E p)t2 = owith = 1+ 2 3 4
4

and =1 i=2 = 0-



Several ocbservation can be made from the results
above, put in com parison with the result for the noise
correlations for the M Z-interferom eter in Eq. £4). Just
as for the M Z-Interferom eter, the noise consists of an in—
coherent, phase independent part, and a coherent, inter—
ference part. The phase dependent part of the noise In
Egs. C_5-1:) and C_‘:';Z_;) how ever contains only one tem . The
am plitude of the oscillating term is a product of a scat—
tering probability tetm and an energy-scale dependent
function, jist as for the M Z-interferom eter. T his phase
dependent term has the sam e dependence on the phase

, the sam e voltage dependent phase shift aswellas the
sam e energy-scale dependence as the second tem in Eqg.
£4). This isthe case since they both arise from processes
which enclose the AB - ux once. D egpite the fact that In
the HBT interferom eter the AB e ect results from two—
particle processes, the periodiciy is determ ined by the
single electron ux quantum h=e. The dependence on
the scattering probabilities is however di erent, a con—
sequence ofthe M Z and HBT interferom eter geom etries
being di erent. Im portantly, there isno term in the noise
n Egs. C_S-J_:) and C_5-§i) that corresponds to the last tem
in Eqg. C_Zé_l‘), describing processes w hich enclose the AB-—

ux twice. W e note that the elem entary scattering pro—
cesses in the H B T -interferom eter, in contrast to theM Z—
Interferom eter, are tw o-particle processes. An in portant
oconsequence of this is that the nooherent, phase inde—
pendent noise tem in Egs. (51) and (63) can directly
be reproduced by am odelw ith lled stream s of classical
particles incident from reservoirs 2 and 3.

Since there is only one phase-dependent tem , the vis-
bility of the phasedependent oscillations can again be
directly de ned, giving or = 5;6and = 7;8

c S

i — .
N HBT .
" @; So

53)

Since the energy-scale dependence of the visbilities is
denticalto  ,, , DrtheM Z-nterferom eterin Eq. £8),
shown in Fig. %, we focus here only on the scatter—
Ing probability term s. W e thus consider the 1m it of a
sym m etric Interferom eter, E . kg T;eV for which the
energy-scale dependent part isunity. Several sym m etries
exists, eg. all visbilities 7, ,; are unchanged by the
substitutions R¢ $ Te and Rp $ Tp . The visbil
ty ;12813 . Isunity for scattering probabilities obeying
TaRgRcTec = TgRaRp Tp and sim ilar relations hold
for the other visbilities. A 1l visbilities go to zero for
any of the tranam ission probabilities approaching either
zero or unity. Focusing on the case wih Tc = Tp (or
equivalently Tc = Rp ), the visbilities are given by

P
58 _ 67 _ 2 TaRaTsRp 54)
NHBT NHBT TRp + Ts Ra

and

P

157 ;68 2 TaRaTpRp
= NmBT : (55)

! TaTg + RaRp
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FIG . 9: Noise visbilities %, and

HBT ¢ of shot noise

ability Ta for various values of Tg . A sym m etric geom etry,
Ec kT ;eV , and identicalQPC’s C and D are considered.

The two di erent visbilities are plotted In Fig. g as a
function of T, Prdi erent Ty . Thevisbility , /5 has

GHBT
amaximum equalto uniy for Ta = Ty, whilke

;57
N;HBT
Instead hasam axinum equalto unity for Tp = Ry .

A . The e ect ofdephasing

Just as In the M Z-interferom eter, the dephasing in the
HB T -interferom eter is introduced by connecting a cti-
tious voltage probe to an edge between any of the two
point contacts. The HB T -interferom eter w ith the probe,
denoted 9, is shown in Fig. :_l(_]‘ Here the probe is con—
nected to the edge between contact C and A , we em pha—
size that the results discussed below do not depend on to
w hich edge-state the probe is connected.

T he presence of the probe m odi es the am plitudes for
scattering from termm inals 2, 3 to tennjna]s_S to 8. Asan
exam ple, the scattering am plitude in Eq. C_4§') ism odi ed

P .

Sso= 1 " TaTeetlt ) (56)
In addition, we also have to consider am plitudes for scat—
tering into and out from the probe term inal 9. The av—
erage currents In the presence of dephasing, given from

Egs. (:f!) to ('_6) and {_iz_i),mm out to be given by the sam e



FIG . 10: The electrical HB T -interferom eter, Fig. §, with a
dephasing voltage probe, 9, attached along one edge.

equations as In the absence of dephasing, ie. Eq. ('_4-_6) .
T his iswhat one expects, ie. that dephasing a ectsonly
the phase-dependent parts of the cbservables.

Tuming to the current correlators, given from Egs. (r_é),
(_S%) and C_l-é_I),we nd forthe correlatorsbetw een term inal
5and 8

Sy 2¢ Sotcs 1 o
= — . c cos
58 n Cp;58°0 2F.
(67)
and for the correlators between tem inals 5 and 7
s - == o S+cSpl " cos eV+
57 h 5790 2F .
(58)

The two remaining correlators are again given by
the substitutions Seg7 = Ssg (Tc $ Tp ) and Segg =
Ss7 (Tc $ Tp).W e see from Eq. (57) and (58) that jast
as fortheM Z-interferom eter, the only e ect ofdephasing
is to suppres“pthe phasedependent tem . T he suppres-
sion factoris 1 ", Jast the sam e as for the cos  tem
in the noise for the M Z-interferom eter In Eg. @Z_j') We
can thus directly w rite the visbilities in the presence of
dephasing as

., P .
iooidp _ i .
N;HBTp_ 1 "N;HBT' ©9)

T his leadsto the conclusion that the voltage probe forthe
HBT -interferom eter, just as for the M Z-interferom eter,
Just has the sam e e ect as dephasing due to slow uctu—
ations of the phase , w ith the distrbbution of the phase

13

uctuations obeying the relation in Eq. (Iil-?j) . M oreover,
the voltage probes have the sam e m ultiplicative property
as or the M Z-interferom eter, allow ing one to describe
the e ect of a continuum of probes along the edges (of
totallength L = L; + L, + L3y + L) wih a dephasing
length L The suppression of the visbilities of the
h=e oscillations due to dephasing are then modi ed
as (1 "W=2 1 exp( L=2L ), jist as Pr the h=e
oscillations of the M Z-interferom eter.

V. CONCLUSIONS

TheM Z-interferom eter is an am plitude interferom eter:
it exhibits a visbility in the average current w ith period
h=e and exhbitsa visbility in the shot noise w ith periods
ofboth h=e and h=2e. In contrast, the HBT interferom e—
ter is an intensity interferom eter, it exhibitsnoAB-e ect
In the current and exhbits only an h=e-e ect in the shot
noise correlations. Interestingly, our investigation show s
that the shot noise visbility of the HBT interferom eter
asa function oftem perature, voltage and dephasing rate,
is qualitatively sim ilar to that of the h=e-com ponent of
the shot noise ofthe M Z-interferom eter. T his is contrary
to the naive expectation that the visbility of the two
particle processes which lead to the HBT e ect should
be sin ilar to the visbility of the two particle processes
In the M Z-interferom eter, that is the h=2e com ponent
of the shot noise. Instead it is the num ber of tim es the
AB- ux isenclosed which determm ines the behavior ofthe
visbility.

In this paper we have Investigated and com pared In
detail the volage, tem perature and asym m etry depen—
dence for the current and noise visbilities n the M Z
and HBT -interferom eters. T he experin ental realization
ofthe HB T -interferom eter is of large in portance since it
allow s for an unam biguous dem onstration oftw o-particle
Interference e ects with electrons, to date not dem on-—
strated. M oreover, a successfiil realization of the HBT —
Interferom eter would also enable a st dem onstration
of orbital entanglem ent In electrical conductors, a fun-
dam entally im portant result. The resuls presented in
this work should prove usefiil for the experin ental work
aim Ing to detect the HBT e ect in electrical conductors.
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