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Voltage probe m odelofspin decay in a chaotic quantum dot,w ith applications to
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ip noise and entanglem ent production
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(D ated:D ecem ber2005)

The voltage probe m odelisa m odelofincoherentscattering in quantum transport.Here we use

this m odelto study the e�ect ofspin-
ip scattering on electricalconduction through a quantum

dot with chaotic dynam ics. The spin decay rate 
 is quanti�ed by the correlation ofspin-up and

spin-down current
uctuations(spin-
ip noise).Theresulting decoherencereducestheability ofthe

quantum dottoproducespin-entangled electron-holepairs.For
greaterthan acriticalvalue
c,the

entanglem entproduction rate vanishesidentically.The statisticaldistribution P (
c)ofthe critical

decay ratein an ensem bleofchaoticquantum dotsiscalculated usingthem ethodsofrandom -m atrix

theory. Forsm all
c thisdistribution is/ 

� 1+ �=2
c ,depending on the presence (� = 1)orabsence

(� = 2) oftim e-reversalsym m etry. To m ake contact with experim entalobservables,we derive a

one-to-onerelationship between theentanglem entproduction rateand thespin-resolved shotnoise,

under the assum ption that the density m atrix is isotropic in the spin degrees offreedom . Unlike

theBellinequality,thisrelationship holdsforboth pureand m ixed states.In thetunneling regim e,

theelectron-hole pairsare entangled ifand only ifthe correlatorofparallelspin currentsisatleast

twice largerthan the correlatorofantiparallelspin currents.

PACS num bers:73.23.-b,03.67.M n,05.45.M t,73.63.K v

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The voltage probe m odel,introduced by B�uttiker in
theearlydaysofm esoscopicphysics,1 givesaphenom eno-
logicaldescription ofthelossofphasecoherencein quan-
tum transport. Electrons that enter the voltage probe
are reinjected into the conductorwith a random phase,
so they can no longercontributeto quantum interference
e�ects. Such a device isno substitute fora m icroscopic
treatm entofspeci�c m echanism sofdecoherence,butit
servesa purpose in identifying m odelindependent\uni-
versal" featuresofthe transition from coherentto inco-
herentelectricalconduction.
In this work we introduce and analyze a novelappli-

cation ofthe voltage probe m odel,to spin-resolved con-
duction through a quantum dot.Thevoltageprobethen
servesadualrole:Itrandom izesthephase,asin theorig-
inalspin-independentm odel,1 butitalso random izesthe
spin. Two spin transporte�ectsare exam ined:spin-
ip
noiseand spin entanglem ent.The two e�ectsarefunda-
m entally connected,in thesensethatthedegreetowhich
spin-up and spin-downcurrent
uctuationsarecorrelated
providesa m easureofthedegreeofspin entanglem entof
electron-holepairsexiting the quantum dot.2

Thegeom etryissketched in Fig.1.Thecouplingofthe
electron spin to otherdegreesoffreedom (nuclearspins,
m agnetic im purities,otherelectrons::: )isreplaced by
an arti�cialreservoirconnected to the quantum dotvia
a tunnelbarrier. The reservoir draws neither particles
norenergy from the quantum dot.3 Both the tim e aver-
aged currentand thetim edependent
uctuationsvanish,
enforced by a 
uctuating distribution function ofthear-
ti�cialreservoir.4,5 Thisphenom enologicaldescription of
decoherencehasfound m any applicationsin the context
of(spin-independent) shotnoise. (Recentreferencesin-

clude 6,7,8,9.) Foralternative m odelsofdecoherence in
thatcontext,seeRefs.6,10,11,12,13.

In the context ofspin-resolved conduction,the volt-
ageprobe introducestwo altogetherdi�erentdecay pro-
cesses: spin 
ip and decoherence. These are character-
ized in generalby two independentdecay tim es(denoted
T1 and T2 � 2T1,respectively). In order to obtain two
di�erent tim e scales we could introduce,in addition to
the spin-isotropic voltageprobe,a pairofferrom agnetic
voltageprobesthatrandom izethephasewithout
ipping
thespin (puredephasing).Herewewillrestrictourselves
to the sim plest m odelofa single voltage probe,corre-
sponding to thelim itT2 = 2T1.Thischoiceism otivated
by the desire to have asfew free param etersaspossible
in this exploratory study. The m ore generalm odelwill
beneeded to m akecontactwith theexisting m icroscopic
theory forthe spin decay tim es.14,15,16,17

The applications ofthe voltage probe m odelthat we
consider center around the concept ofelectron-hole en-
tanglem ent. A voltage V applied over a single-channel
conductorproducesspin-entangled electron-holepairs.18

The entanglem ent production rate is m axim ally eV=2h
bits/second, for phase-coherent spin-independent scat-
tering.Therm al
uctuationsin the electron reservoirs19

aswellas dephasing voltage 
uctuations in the electro-
m agnetic environm ent20,21 reduce the degree ofentan-
glem entoftheelectron-holepairs.Unlikeotherquantum
interferencee�ects,which decaysm oothlytozero,theen-
tanglem ent production rate vanishes identically beyond
a criticaltem perature or beyond a criticaldecoherence
rate.

O negoalofthisinvestigation istodeterm inetheprob-
ability distribution ofthe criticaldecoherenceratein an
ensem ble ofquantum dotswith chaotic scattering. The

uctuationsin thearti�cialreservoirreducetheentangle-
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FIG .1: Illustration ofthe voltage probe m odel. A chaotic

quantum dotis connected to a voltage source by two single-

channelleads.D ecoherence isintroduced by m eansofa �cti-

tious voltage probe,which conserves particle num berwithin

each energy range �E � eV ,on tim e scales�t= h=�E .(The

dashed linein the�gureindicatesthetunnelbarrierthatsep-

aratesthevoltageprobefrom thequantum dot.) Therandom

spin 
ipsintroduced by thevoltageprobegivea nonzero cor-

relatorofspin-up and spin-down currents(= spin-
ip noise).

The voltage probe also reducesthe entanglem entproduction

by transform ing the pure spin-singlet state ofelectron-hole

pairsinto a m ixed W ernerstate.

m ent production by transform ing the pure state ofthe
electron-hole pair into a m ixed state. For decoherence
rates
� 
c thedensity m atrix oftheelectron-holepairs
becom es separable. The value of
c is sam ple speci�c,
with a probability distribution P (
c) that we calculate
using the m ethodsofrandom -m atrix theory.22

Theentanglem entproduction isrelated tophysicalob-
servablesvia thespin-resolved shotnoise.Thecorrelator
ofspin-up and spin-down currents(spin-
ip noise)isof
particularinterest,since itprovidesa directm easure of
the spin relaxation tim e.23 By assum ing thatthe elastic
scattering in the quantum dot is spin-independent (no
spin-orbit interaction), we derive a one-to-one relation
between thedegreeofentanglem ent(concurrence)ofthe
electron-hole pairs and the spin-resolved shot noise. In
them oregeneralspin-dependentcasesuch a relation ex-
istsforpurestates,24,25 through aBellinequality,butnot
form ixed states.19 TheexpressionsfortheconcurrenceC
take a particularly sim ple form in the tunneling regim e,
where we �nd thatC isnonzero ifand only ifthe corre-
lator ofspin current
uctuations is atleasttwice larger
for parallelspinsthan itisfor antiparallelspins.
W ederiveclosed-form expressionsfortheensem bleav-

eraged correlators in the regim e of weak decoherence,
both in the presence (� = 1) and absence (� = 2) of
tim e-reversalsym m etry.W hiletheaveragespin-resolved
currentcorrelatorsareanalyticin thedecoherencerate


around 
= 0,theaverageconcurrencehCihasasingular-
ity atthatpoint:a square-rootsingularity 1� hCi/

p



for�= 1,and a logarithm icsingularity 1� hCi/ 
jln
j
for � = 2. The singular e�ect ofa sm alldecoherence
rate on the entanglem ent production also shows up in
theprobability distribution P (
c)ofthecriticaldecoher-
encerate:Itdoesnotvanish for
c ! 0,butinstead has
a largeweight/ 


�1+ �=2
c .

Theoutlineofthispaperisasfollows.W estartin Sec.
II with a description ofthe system (quantum dot with
voltageprobe)and a form ulation ofthetwofold question
thatwe would like to answer(whatisthe entanglem ent
productionandhow isitrelatedtospin noise).A solution
in generalterm sispresented in Sec.III.W ebegin in Sec.
IIIA by sim plifying theproblem through theassum ption
ofspin-independentscattering in the quantum dot.The
concurrence ofthe electron-hole pairs is then given as
a rationalfunction of spin-resolved current correlators
(Sec.IIIB). These correlatorsare expressed in term sof
the scattering m atrix elem entsofthe quantum dotwith
voltageprobe(Sec.IIIC).To evaluatetheseexpressions
an alternative form ulation,in term s ofa quantum dot
withoutvoltageprobebutwith an im aginarypotential,is
m oreconvenient(Sec.IIID).Theconnection torandom -
m atrix theory ism adein Sec.IV.By averaging overthe
random scattering m atrices we obtain the nonanalytic

-dependenciesm entioned above (Secs.V and VI). W e
concludein Sec.VII.

II. FO R M U LA T IO N O F T H E P R O B LEM

W e consider a quantum dot coupled to source and
drain by single-channel point contacts. The voltage
probehasN � channels,and isconnected to thequantum
dotby abarrierwith achannel-independenttunnelprob-
ability ��.By takingthelim it�� ! 0,N � ! 1 at�xed
(dim ensionless) conductance 
 � N���,we m odelspa-
tially hom ogeneousdecoherencewith coherencetim e26

�coherence = lim
�� ! 0

lim
N � ! 1

h


�
: (2.1)

(W e denote by � the m ean spacing ofspin-degenerate
levels.) Since the m ean dwelltim e in the quantum dot
(withoutvoltageprobe)is�dwell= h=2�,onehas


= 2�dwell=�coherence: (2.2)

The scattering m atrix S ofthe whole system has di-
m ension (N � + 2)� (N� + 2). By convention the index
n = 1 labelsthesource,theindex n = 2 labelsthedrain,
and theindices3� n � N� + 2 labelthechannelsin the
voltageprobe.Allofthisrefersto a singlespin degreeof
freedom .Each channelisspin degenerate.Asm entioned
above,weassum ethatthescatteringisspin independent.
In particular,both theZeem an energy and thespin-orbit
coupling energy should besu�ciently sm allthatspin ro-
tation sym m etry is not broken. The applied voltage V
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between source and drain is assum ed to be large com -
pared to thetem perature,butsu�ciently sm allthatthe
energy dependence ofthe scattering can be neglected.
The energy rangeeV abovethe Ferm ilevelisdivided

into sm allintervals �E � eV . The voltage probe con-
serves particle num ber and energy within each energy
interval,on tim e scales �t = h=�E . W e write this re-
quirem entasI�(E ;t)= 0,whereI�(E ;t)istheelectrical
currentthrough the voltageprobein the energy interval
(E ;E + �E ),averaged overthe tim e interval(t;t+ �t).
Because the voltage probe does not couple di�erent

energy intervals,wem ay considertheentanglem entpro-
duction in each intervalseparately and sum overthe in-
tervalsatthe end ofthe calculation.In whatfollowswe
willreferto a singleenergy interval(withoutwriting the
energy argum entexplicitly).
Thedensity m atrix �oftheoutgoing statein each en-

ergy interval,traced overthe degreesoffreedom ofthe
voltage probe,contains com binationsof0,1,or 2 exci-
tationsin the spin degeneratechannelofthesourcelead
and thedrain lead.O nly theprojection �eh onto a singly
excited channelin thesourceaswellasin thedrain con-
tributestotheentanglem entproduction.19 W edenoteby
w = TrP � the weightofthe projection,with P the op-
eratorthatprojectsonto singly excited channels(so that
w�eh = P �P y).Thelabel\eh" standsfor\electron-hole
pair",where\electron" refersto thesingleexcited chan-
nelin thedrain and \hole"referstothesinglenonexcited
channelin the source.
In the absence ofdecoherence�eh ispure (�2eh = �eh).

Thevoltageprobetransform s�eh intoam ixed state.O ur
aim is to calculate the loss ofentanglem ent of�eh as a
function of
 and to relateitto thespin-resolved current
correlators.

III. G EN ER A L SO LU T IO N

A . Sim pli�cation for spin-isotropic states

Theassum ption ofspin-independentscatteringim plies
thatthe 4� 4 density m atrix �eh isinvariantunderthe
transform ation (U 
 U )�eh(U y
 Uy)= �eh,forany 2� 2
unitary m atrix U .Asa consequence,�eh m ustbe ofthe
W ernerform ,27

�eh =
1

4
(1� �)11+ �j	B ellih	 B ellj; � 1

3
� �� 1; (3.1)

with 11 the unitm atrix and

j	 B elli= 2�1=2
�
j"#i� j#"i

�
(3.2)

theBellstate.28 (Thespin-up and spin-down arrows";#
labelthe two eigenstatesofthe Paulim atrix �z.)
The concurrence29 (degree of entanglem ent) of the

W ernerstateisgiven by

C =
3

2
m ax

�

0;��
1

3

�

: (3.3)

The W erner state is separable for � � 1=3. The entan-
glem entproduction rate (bitspersecond)in the energy
range�E underconsideration isgiven by19

E =
�E

h
wF

�
1

2
+ 1

2

p
1� C2

�

; (3.4)

F (x) = � xlog2 x � (1� x)log2(1� x): (3.5)

The param eter � that de�nes the W erner state (3.1)
can be obtained from the spin-spin correlator

Tr�eh�z 
 �z = � �: (3.6)

In orderto m ake contactwith the voltage probe m odel
we now relate this correlatorto a spin-resolved current
correlator,along the linesofRefs.2,24,25.

B . Solution in term s ofcurrent correlators

W e de�ne N out
X ;�

(t) as the num ber ofelectrons going
out of the quantum dot in a tim e interval (t;t+ �t)
through the source lead (X = S) or through the drain
lead (X = D ) with spin up (� = ") or with spin
down (� = #). In term s ofthe current IX ;�(t) one has
N out
D ;�

(t)= � ID ;�(t)�t=e,N out
S;�

(t)= 1� IS;�(t)�t=e,with
the convention that the current is positive ifelectrons
enterthe quantum dot.The spin-spin correlator(3.6)is
expressed by

� = �
h[N out

S;"(t)� Nout
S;#(t)][N

out
D ;"(t)� Nout

D ;#(t)]i

h[N out
S;"

(t)+ N out
S;#

(t)][N out
D ;"

(t)+ N out
D ;#

(t)]i

= � (�t=e)2
1

w
h[IS;"(t)� IS;#(t)][ID ;"(t)� ID ;#(t)]i;

(3.7)

w = (�t=e)2h[IS;"(t)+ IS;#(t)� 2e=�t][ID ;"(t)+ ID ;#(t)]i;

(3.8)

where the bracketsh� � � iindicate an average overm any
m easurem ents.
Thetim edependentcurrentIX ;�(t)= �IX ;� + �IX ;�(t)

hastim eaverage �IX ;�.Thecurrent
uctuations�IX ;�(t)
on the tim e scale �t = h=�E have cross correlator
h�IS;�(t)�ID ;�(t)i= (�E =h)P��,with spectraldensity30

P�� =

Z 1

�1

dth�IS;�(0)�ID ;�(t)i: (3.9)

Thetotalspectraldensity ofchargenoiseisgiven by

Pcharge =
X

�;�

Z 1

�1

dth�IS;�(0)�IS;�(t)i= �
X

�;�

P��:

(3.10)

(The m inus sign appears because
P

�
�IS;� =

�
P

�
�ID ;�,asa consequenceofcurrentconservation.)
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Substitution into Eqs.(3.7)and (3.8)gives

� = �
h

e2�E

1

w

�

(h=�E )(�IS;" � �IS;#)(�ID ;" � �ID ;#)

+ P"" + P## � P"# � P#"

�

; (3.11)

w =
h

e2�E

�

(h=�E )(�IS;" + �IS;# � 2e�E =h)(�ID ;" + �ID ;#)

+ P"" + P## + P"# + P#"

�

: (3.12)

Because ofthe spin isotropy,�IX ;" = �IX ;#,P"" = P##,
and P"# = P#".W e denote by �I > 0 the totaltim e aver-
aged currentfrom source to drain in the energy interval
�E . Spin isotropy im plies �IS;� = 1

2
�I and �ID ;� = � 1

2
�I.

Eqs.(3.11)and (3.12)then sim plify to

� =
P"# � P""

e�I� 1

2
(h=�E )�I2 � 1

2
Pcharge

; (3.13)

w =
2h

e2�E

�
e�I� 1

2
(h=�E )�I2 � 1

2
Pcharge

�
: (3.14)

C . Solution in term s ofscattering m atrix elem ents

So farthe analysisisgeneral,nottied to a particular
m odelofdecoherence.Now weturn to thevoltageprobe
m odelto express the average current and the current
correlatorsin term softhescatteringm atrixelem entsand
thestateofthereservoirs.Fora recentexposition ofthis
m odelwerefertoRef.7.Thegeneralexpressionstakethe
following form in thecaseofspin-independentscattering
considered here:

�I =
2e�E

h

�

T1! 2 +
T1! �T�! 2

N � � R�

�

; (3.15)

P"# =
e2�E

2h

�
Q ��T�! 1T�! 2

(N � � R�)2

+
Q 1�T�! 2 + Q 2�T�! 1

N � � R�

�

; (3.16)

P"" =
e2�E

h
Q 12 + P"#: (3.17)

W e have de�ned the transm ission and re
ection
probabilities1

Tn! m = jSm nj
2
; R � =

N � + 2X

n;m = 3

jSnm j
2
; (3.18)

T�! m =

N � + 2X

n= 3

jSm nj
2
; Tn! � =

N � + 2X

m = 3

jSm nj
2
;(3.19)

and the correlatorsofintrinsic current
uctuations31

Q nm =

N � + 2X

n0;m 0= 1

�
�nn0�nm 0 � S

�
nn0Snm 0

�

�
�
�m m 0�m n0 � S

�
m m 0Sm n0

�
fn0(1� fm 0);(3.20)

Q n� =

N � + 2X

m = 3

Q nm ; Q �� =

N � + 2X

n;m = 3

Q nm : (3.21)

Thestateincidenton thequantum dotfrom thereser-
voirsisfully characterized by them ean occupation num -
berfn,given by

fn =

8
><

>:

1 if n = 1;
0 if n = 2;
T1! �

N � � R�
if 3� n � N� + 2:

(3.22)

Forthesourceand drain reservoirsthisisa stateofther-
m alequilibrium at zero tem perature. For the �ctitious
reservoirthisisthe nonequilibrium state

�� =

N � + 2Y

n= 3

�
fna

y
nj0ih0jan + (1� fn)j0ih0j

�
; (3.23)

with ayn the operatorthatexcites the n-th m ode in the
voltage probe. These are allG aussian states,m eaning
thataveragesofpowersofan and ayn can beconstructed
out ofthe second m om ent haynani = fn by the rule of
G aussian averages.

D . R eform ulation in term s ofim aginary potential

m odel

The m odelofa quantum dot with voltage probe can
bereform ulated in term sofa quantum dotwithoutvolt-
ageprobebutwith an im aginary potential.26 Thisrefor-
m ulation sim pli�esthe expressionsforthe entanglem ent
production,so wewillcarry itouthere.
Theunitarity ofS m akesitpossibleto elim inatefrom

the expressionsin Sec.IIIC allm atrix elem entsthatin-
volve the voltage probe. O nly the fourm atrix elem ents
Snm ,n;m 2 f1;2g,involving the source and drain re-
m ain.Thissub-m atrix ofS form sthesub-unitary m atrix

s=

�
S11 S12
S21 S22

�

=

�
r t0

t r0

�

: (3.24)

As derived in Ref.26,the m atrix s corresponds to the
scatteringm atrixofthequantum dotwithoutthevoltage
probe,butwith a spatially uniform im aginary potential
� i
�=4�.Thecoe�cientst;t 0;r;r0 arethetransm ission
and re
ection am plitudes ofthe quantum dot with the
im aginary potential.
After perform ing this elim ination, the expressions

(3.20{3.21) for the correlators Q nm that we need take
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the form

Q 12 = � j(1� f�)S11S
�
21 � f�S12S

�
22j

2
; (3.25)

Q 11 = Q 22 =
�
f�(1� jS12j

2)+ (1� f�)jS11j
2
�

�
�
(1� f�)(1� jS11j

2)+ f�jS12j
2
�
; (3.26)

Q �� = 2(Q 12 + Q 11); (3.27)

Q 1� = Q 2� = � 1

2
Q ��; (3.28)

with m ean occupation num ber

f� =
T1! �

N � � R�
=
1� (sys)11
2� Trssy

: (3.29)

W e also de�ne the quantity

~f� =
T�! 1

N � � R�
=
1� (ssy)11
2� Trssy

; (3.30)

which equalsf� in the presenceoftim e-reversalsym m e-
try (when Tn! m = Tm ! n)| butisdi�erentin general.
Theexpressions(3.15{3.17)forthem ean current�Iand

the correlatorsP�� sim plify to

�I =
2e�E

h

�
f�(1� jS22j

2)+ (1� f�)jS21j
2)
�
; (3.31)

P"# = P"" �
e2�E

h
Q 12 =

e2�E

2h
Q ��

�
~f�(1� ~f�)�

1

2

�
:

(3.32)

Som em orealgebra showsthat

e�I� 1

2
(h=�E )�I2 = 2(e2�E =h)Q 11; (3.33a)

Q �� = 2f�(1� f�)(1� Detssy): (3.33b)

Substitution ofEqs.(3.32)and (3.33)into Eqs.(3.13)
and (3.14) �nally gives com pact expressions for the
W erner param eter � and the weight w ofthe electron-
holepair:

� =
Y

X + Y
; (3.34)

w = 2(X + Y ); (3.35)

X = f�(1� f�)[2~f�(1� ~f�)+ 1]

� (1� Detssy); (3.36)

Y = jrt� � f�(ss
y)12j

2
: (3.37)

Thespin-resolvedcurrentcorrelators(3.32)areexpressed
sim ilarly by

P"# = P"" +
e2�E

h
Y =

e2�E

h
(1
2
X � Z); (3.38)

Z = f�(1� f�)(1� Detssy): (3.39)

Letuscheck thatwerecovertheknown result2 forthe
entanglem entproduction in the absence ofdecoherence.
In thatcase s is a unitary m atrix s0,so X ;Z ! 0 and

Y ! jr0t
�
0j
2 | independent off�. (The label0 indi-

cates zero decoherence rate.) Hence � = 1 (m axim ally
entangled electron-holepairs)and

w0 = 2g0(1� g0); (3.40)

with g0 = jt0j
2 the phase coherent conductance ofthe

quantum dotin unitsof2e2=h. The totalentanglem ent
production rate(integrated overallenergies)becom es

E0 = (eV=h)w0 = (2eV=h)g0(1� g0); (3.41)

in agreem ent with Ref.2. Furtherm ore,we verify that
in this case P"# = 0 (no spin-
ip scattering without
the voltage probe), while P"" = � (e2�E =h)g0(1 � g0)
is given by the shot noise form ula for spin-independent
scattering.32,33

IV . R A N D O M -M A T R IX T H EO R Y

A . D istribution ofscattering m atrices

Theexpressionsoftheprevioussection refertoasingle
quantum dot.W enow consideran ensem bleofquantum
dots,generated by sm allvariationsin shapeorFerm ien-
ergy. For chaotic scattering the ensem ble ofscattering
m atrices is described by random -m atrix theory,charac-
terized by the sym m etry index � = 1 in the presence of
tim e-reversalsym m etry and � = 2 iftim e-reversalsym -
m etry is broken by a m agnetic �eld.22 (The m agnetic
�eld should be su�ciently weak thattheZeem an energy
doesnotliftthe spin degeneracy.) Sinceweassum ethat
spin-orbitcouplingisnotstrongenough tobreakthespin
rotation sym m etry,thecase�= 4 ofsym plecticsym m e-
try doesnotappear.34

In theabsenceofdecoherence,sisunitary and itsdis-
tribution isthecircularensem ble.W ith decoherence,sis
sub-unitary.Itsdistribution P (s)wascalculated in Ref.
26.Itisgiven in term softhe polardecom position

s= u

�p
1� �1 0
0

p
1� �2

�

u
0
; (4.1)

with unitary m atrices u0 = uT if � = 1 and u0 inde-
pendent ofu if � = 2. These m atrices are uniform ly
distributed in the unitary group. The real num bers
�1;�2 2 [0;1]are the two eigenvalues of11� ssy. Their
distribution P�(�1;�2)isgiven asa function of
 by Eq.
(17)ofRef.26.(Itisa ratherlengthy expression,so we
do notrepeatithere.)
W e param eterizethe 2� 2 unitary m atrix u by

u = e
i� 3

�
ei� 1+ i� 2 cos� ei� 1�i� 2 sin�
ei� 2�i� 1 sin� � e�i� 1�i� 2 cos�

�

; (4.2)

and sim ilarly foru0.Theangles�1;�2;�3 areuniform ly
distributed in the interval(0;2�),while the angle � 2
(0;�=2)hasdistribution P (�)= sin2�.
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In this param eterization the occupation num bers
(3.29)and (3.30)are

f� =
1

2
+ 1

2
cos2�0

�1 � �2

�1 + �2
; (4.3)

~f� = 1

2
+ 1

2
cos2�

�1 � �2

�1 + �2
; (4.4)

with �0 = � if� = 1. The quantities X ,Y , Z that
determ ine�,w,P"#,P"" becom e

X = f�(1� f�)[2~f�(1� ~f�)+ 1](�1 + �2 � �1�2); (4.5)

Y =

�
�
�
�

�
e
�i�

p
1� �1 sin�cos�

0� e
i�
p
1� �2 cos�sin�

0
��
e
i�
p
1� �1 cos�cos�

0+ e
�i�

p
1� �2 sin�sin�

0
�

+ 1

2
f�(�1 � �2)sin2�

�
�
�
�

2

; (4.6)

Z = f�(1� f�)(�1 + �2 � �1�2): (4.7)

Thephase� = � 2+ �01 isuniform lydistributed in (0;2�),
regardlessofthe valueof�.

B . W eak decoherence

In the regim e 
 � 1 ofweak decoherence the expres-
sions sim plify considerably. The distribution P�(�1;�2)
isthen given by the Laguerreensem ble26,35

P�(�1;�2)= c�

3�+ 2exp[� 1

2

�(� �1

1 + �
�1
2 )]

j�1 � �2j
�

(�1�2)2�+ 2
;

(4.8)

with c1 = 1=48 and c2 = 1=24.Since �1;�2 <� 
 � 1,we
m ay expand

X = f�(1� f�)[2~f�(1� ~f�)+ 1](�1 + �2)+ O (�2i);

(4.9)

Y = g0(1� g0)(1� �1 � �2)+ (�1 � �2)(f� �
1

2
)

�
�
(g0 �

1

2
)cos2�+ 1

2
cos2�0

�
+ O (�2i); (4.10)

Z = f�(1� f�)(�1 + �2)+ O (�2i): (4.11)

The phase coherentconductance g0 = jt0j
2 isgiven in

term softhe angles�;� 0;� by

g0 = 1

2
� 1

2
cos2�cos2� 0� 1

2
sin2�sin2� 0cos2�:

(4.12)

Itisindependentof�1 and �2,with distribution36

P (g0)= 1

2
�g

�1+ �=2

0 ; 0 � g0 � 1: (4.13)

V . EN SEM B LE AV ER A G ES

Averagesoverthe ensem ble ofchaotic cavitiesrequire
a four-fold integration for�= 1 (when � 0= �),

h� � � i1 =

Z 1

0

Z 1

0

d�1d�2P1(�1;�2)

Z 2�

0

d�

2�

Z �=2

0

sin2�d� � � �

(5.1)

and a �ve-fold integration for�= 2,

h� � � i2 =

Z 1

0

Z 1

0

d�1d�2P2(�1;�2)

Z 2�

0

d�

2�

�

Z �=2

0

Z �=2

0

sin2�sin2� 0
d�d�

0 � � � (5.2)

Resultsare plotted in Figs.2 and 3. In Fig.2 we see
that the correlator P"" ofparallelspin currents (lower
curves)isreduced in absolutevalueby thevoltageprobe
| in contrastto the spin-
ip noise P"# (upper curves),
which isincreased in absolutevalue.Forlarge
 allcor-
relatorstend to the sam elim it,

lim

! 1

P��0 = �
1

16

e3V

h
; (5.3)

regardless of the presence or absence of tim e-reversal
sym m etry. In Fig.3 we see how the decoherence intro-
duced by the voltage probe reduces both the entangle-
m ent per electron-hole pair (quanti�ed by the concur-
rence C),as wellas the totalentanglem ent production
rateE.

In the lim itofweak decoherence,the averagescan be
calculated in closed form using the form ulas from Sec.
IV B. For the spin-resolved currentcorrelatorswe �nd,
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FIG .2: D ependence on the dim ensionless decoherence rate


 = 2�dw ell=�coherence ofthe ensem ble averaged spin-resolved

currentcorrelatorsP"# and P"",both in thepresence(� = 1)

and absence (� = 2) oftim e-reversalsym m etry. The solid

and dashed curvesarecom puted by averaging Eq.(3.38)with

therandom -m atrix distributions,according to Eqs.(5.1)and

(5.2).The dotted linesare the weak-decoherence asym ptotes

(5.4{5.7).Forstrong decoherenceallcurvestend to thevalue

� 1

16
e
3
V=h.

FIG .3: D ependence on 
 ofthe average concurrence C and

entanglem entproduction rateE.Thesolid and dashed curves

are com puted by averaging Eqs.(3.3{3.4) and (3.34{3.35).

The dotted linesare the weak-decoherence asym ptotes(5.9{

5.13). The asym ptote forhCi2 convergespoorly,because the

nextterm oforder 
 in Eq.(5.10) is not m uch sm aller than

the term oforder
ln
.

to order
2:

hP"#i1 = �
7

120


e3V

h
; (5.4)

hP"#i2 = �
23

378


e3V

h
; (5.5)

hP""i1 =

�

�
2

15
+

7

120



�
e3V

h
; (5.6)

hP""i2 =

�

�
1

6
+

31

378



�
e3V

h
: (5.7)

(W e have replaced �E by eV ,to obtain the totalinte-
grated contributions.)
TheaverageW ernerparam eter,

h�i� = 1�

�
X

X + Y

�

�

; (5.8)

is nonanalytic in 
 around 
 = 0,because hX =g0i� di-

verges.SinceP (g0)/ g
�1+ �=2

0 ,cf.Eq.(4.13),theaverage
hasa square-rootsingularity for�= 1 and a logarithm ic
singularity for� = 2. The average concurrence hasthe
sam e singularity,in view ofEq.(3.3). To leading order
in 
 we�nd

h�i1 = 1� 0:75
1=2 ) hCi1 = 1� 1:13
1=2;(5.9)

h�i2 = 1�
13

42

ln

1



) hCi2 = 1�

13

28

ln

1



:(5.10)

The ensem ble averaged weight hwi� = 2hX + Y i� of
the electron-holepairsisanalyticin 
,

hwi1 =
4

15
+
11

30

; hwi2 =

1

3
+

62

189

: (5.11)

Theaverageentanglem entproduction isgiven,toleading
orderin 
,by

hEi� =
eV

h

�

2hX + Y i� �
3

ln2
hX i�

�

�

(5.12)

)

8
>><

>>:

hEi1 =

�
4

15
+
11

30

�

9

10ln2



�
eV

h
;

hEi2 =

�
1

3
+

62

189

�

58

63ln2



�
eV

h
:

(5.13)

(W e have again replaced �E by eV for the totalentan-
glem entproduction.)

V I. C R IT IC A L D EC O H ER EN C E R A T E

Foreach quantum dotin the ensem ble,the entangle-
m entproduction rateE vanishesidentically for
 greater
than a certain value
c atwhich theW ernerparam eter�
hasdropped to 1=3. For
 slightly lessthan 
c we m ay
expand � = 1=3+ O (
c � 
). In view ofEqs.(3.3)and
(3.4)theentanglem entproduction ratehasalogarithm ic
singularity atthe criticalpoint,

E / (
c � 
)2 ln(
c � 
)�1 ; if 
"
c: (6.1)
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FIG .4: Probability distribution ofthe criticaldecoherence

rate
c,beyond which theentanglem entproduction vanishes.

The solid and dashed curves are com puted from Eq.(6.2).

The dotted linesare the weak-decoherence asym ptotes(6.4):

P (
c)/ 

� 1+ �=2
c for
c � 1.

Thisisagenericfeatureofthelossofentanglem entbythe
transition to a m ixed state,cf.the logarithm ic singular-
ity in the tem perature dependence ofthe entanglem ent
production found in Ref.19.
Thestatisticaldistribution P�(
c)ofthecriticaldeco-

herence rate in the ensem ble ofchaotic quantum dotsis
de�ned by

P�(
c)= �
d

d

h�(�� 1

3
)i�

�
�
�
�

! 
c

; (6.2)

with �(x)the unitstep function (�(x)= 1 ifx � 0 and
�(x)= 0 ifx < 0).Theresultofa num ericalevaluation
ofEq.(6.2)isplotted in Fig.4.Theensem bleaverageis

h
ci� =

�
0:954 if �= 1;
0:957 if �= 2:

(6.3)

Since
= 2�dwell=�coherence,thecriticaldecoherencerate
ofa typicalsam ple in the ensem ble ofchaotic quantum
dotsisoftheorderoftheinverseofthem ean dwelltim e.
Although the m ean ofthe distributions for � = 1 and
�= 2isalm ostthesam e,theirshapeisentirely di�erent,
cf.Fig.4.
Thefullprobability distribution showsthatsam ple-to-

sam ple 
uctuationsare large,with a substantialweight
for
c � 1.Forsm all
c the distribution P�(
c)hasthe

sam elim iting behavior/ 

�1+ �=2
c astheconductanceg0

[cf.Eq.(4.13)].M oreprecisely,asderived in App.A,

lim

c! 0

P�(
c)=

�
0:085
�1=2c if �= 1;
13=42 if �= 2:

(6.4)

V II. D ISC U SSIO N

A . Strength and w eakness ofthe voltage probe

m odel

W e have shown how the voltage probe m odelofshot
noise1,4,5 can beused to study spin relaxation and deco-
herencein electricalconduction through a quantum dot.
The strength ofthis approach to spin transportis that
it is nonperturbative in the dim ensionless conductance
g0,perm itting a solution forg0 oforderunity using the
m ethods ofrandom -m atrix theory. It is therefore com -
plem entary to existing sem iclassicalapproaches to spin
noise,37 which requireg0 � 1.
The weakness of the voltage probe m odelis that it

isphenom enological,notdirectly related to any speci�c
m echanism fordecoherence.W ehaveexam ined herethe
sim plestim plem entation with asinglevoltageprobe,cor-
responding to a singledecay rate
.Thedom inantdeco-
herence m echanism ofelectron spins in a quantum dot,
hyper�necoupling to nuclearspins,38 hasa m uch shorter
(ensem ble averaged)decoherencetim e T2 than the spin-

ip tim e T1. Pure dephasing (decoherence withoutspin

ips)can be included into the m odelby m eansofferro-
m agnetic voltage probes. Thisisone extension thatwe
leaveforfuture investigation.
Another extension is to include spin-orbit scattering

(sym m etry index � = 4). W e surm ise that the result

P (
c)/ 

�1+ �=2
c for the distribution ofthe criticalde-

coherence rate in the weak decoherence regim e,derived
here forthe case � = 1;2 withoutspin-orbitscattering,
holds for � = 4 as well| but this stillneeds to be
dem onstrated.

B . Entanglem ent detection for spin-isotropic states

By restricting ourselvesto a system withouta prefer-
entialbasis in spin space,we have derived in Sec.IIIB
a one-to-onerelation between the entanglem entproduc-
tion and the spin-resolved shotnoise.Thisrelation goes
beyond thevoltageprobem odel,so wediscussitherein
m oregeneralterm s.
Thebasicassum ption isthattheconduction electrons

haveno preferentialquantization axisforthe spin.This
socalled SU(2)invariancem eansthatthefulldensity m a-
trix�isinvariantunderthesim ultaneousrotation ofeach
electron spin by any 2� 2 unitary m atrix U :

U 
 U 
 U � � � 
 U �U
y 
 � � � U

y 
 U
y 
 U

y = �: (7.1)

The4� 4 m atrix �eh,obtained from �by projecting onto
a single excited channelin the source as wellas in the
drain,hasthe sam einvarianceproperty:

U 
 U �eh U
y 
 U

y = �eh: (7.2)

As explained in Sec. IIIA, the concurrence of the
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electron-holepairsthen followsdirectly from

C =
3

2
m ax

�

0;� Tr�eh�z 
 �z �
1

3

�

: (7.3)

Here we have excluded a spontaneous breaking of the
spin-rotation sym m etry (no ferrom agnetic order). The
m ore generalcase hasbeen considered in the contextof
the isotropicHeisenberg m odel.39

The concurrence in this spin-isotropic case is related
to the spin-resolved shotnoise by Eqs.(3.3)and (3.13).
Theentanglem entproduction rateE followsaccordingto
Eq.(3.4) from C and a weightfactor w,given in term s
ofthe shot noise by Eq.(3.14). To detect the spin en-
tanglem entone thus needs to m easure the correlatorof
paralleland anti-parallelspin currents.Thisisin essence
aform of\quantum statetom ography",sim pli�ed by the
factthatan SU(2)invariantm ixed stateoftwo qubitsis
described by a single param eter(the W ernerparam eter
�).Theisotropy assum ption doesaway with theneed to
com parecorrelatorsin di�erentbases,asrequired forthe
Bellinequality,24,25 orforquantum state tom ography of
an arbitrary density m atrix.40

In closing,wem ention therem arkablesim pli�cation of
thegeneralexpressionsofSec.IIIB ifthe(dim ensionless)
conductance g0 � 1 (tunneling regim e). Then the shot
noiseisPoissonian,hencePcharge = e�I = � 2(P"" + P"#).
M oreover,the term quadratic in �I is sm aller than the
term linear in �I by a factorg0,so it m ay be neglected.
Instead ofEqs.(3.13)and (3.14)wethushave

�=
P"" � P"#

P"" + P"#
; w =

h

e�E
�I: (7.4)

The expressions(3.3)and (3.4)forthe concurrence and
entanglem entproduction sim plify to

C =
3

2
m ax

�

0;
P"" � P"#

P"" + P"#
�
1

3

�

(7.5)

=
2

e�I
m axf0;jP""j� 2jP"#jg; (7.6)

E =
�I

e
F

�
1

2
+ 1

2

p
1� C2

�

: (7.7)

W e thus arrive at the conclusion that the electron-hole
pairs produced by a tunnelbarrier in a single-channel
conductor with spin-independent scattering are entan-
gled ifand only ifjP""j> 2jP"#j,that is to say,ifand
only ifthe correlatorofparallelspin currentsisatleast
twice as large as the correlatorofantiparallelspin cur-
rents. W e hope thatthis sim ple entanglem entcriterion
willm otivatefurtherexperim entale�ortsin thedetection
ofspin noise.
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A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVA T IO N O F EQ .(6.4)

W ewish toevaluatethedistribution P�(
c)ofthecrit-
icaldecoherenceratein thelim it
c ! 0.W ecan usethe

expressionsofSec.IV B fortheweakdecoherenceregim e.
If
� 1 thecriticality condition �= 1=3 isequivalent

to g0(1� g0)= Q 
,with the de�nition

Q = (~�1 + ~�2)
�
f�(1� f�)(~f�(1� ~f�)+ 1

2
)+ g0(1� g0)

�

� (~�1 � ~�2)(f� �
1

2
)
�
(g0 �

1

2
)cos2�+ 1

2
cos2�0

�
:

(A1)

The Laguerredistribution (4.8)ofthe rescaled variables
~�i = �i=
 isindependentof
 in the lim it
 ! 0 (when
~�i rangesfrom 0 to 1 ).Substitution into Eq.(6.2)gives

P�(
c)=

�

�

�
g0(1� g0)

Q
� 
c

��

�

: (A2)

W e �rstconsiderthe case � = 1. Then � 0 = �,so g0

and Q sim plify to

g0 = (sin2�sin�) 2
; (A3)

Q = (~�1 + ~�2)
�
f
2
�(1� f�)

2 + 1

2
f�(1� f�)+ g0(1� g0)

�

� (~�1 � ~�2)(f� �
1

2
)g0 cos2�: (A4)

Theaverageover� contributespredom inantly near� =
0 and � = �,with the result

lim

c! 0

P1(
c)=
1

2�

r
1


c

�

*
(~�1 + ~�2)1=2

�
f2
�
(1� f�)2 +

1

2
f�(1� f�)

�1=2

sin2�

+

1

:

(A5)

The rem aining averageover ~�i and � givessim ply a nu-
m ericalcoe�cient,resulting in Eq.(6.4).
Turning now to the case � = 2,we �rstobserve that

the lim it 
c ! 0 contains equalcontributions from g0

near0 and 1.HenceEq.(A2)sim pli�esto

lim

c! 0

P2(
c)= 2hQ �(g0)i2 : (A6)

Toreach g0 = 0weneed �= � 0and � = 0or�.Expand-
ing around � = � 0 and � = 0,we have to second order
g0 = �2 sin2 2�+ (�� � 0)2.Thereisa sim ilarexpansion
around � = �.Using theidentity �(a 2 + b2)= ��(a)�(b)
wethusarriveat

�(g0)=
�

sin2�
�(�� �

0)
�
�(�)+ �(�� �)

�
: (A7)

Substitution into Eq.(A6)givesthe lim iting value

lim

c! 0

P2(
c) =


(~�1 + ~�2)

�
2f2�(1� f�)

2 + f�(1� f�)
��

2

=
13

42
; (A8)

asstated in Eq.(6.4).
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