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Q uantum Shot N oise

F luctuations in the

ow of electrons signal the transition

from particle to wave behavior.
Published in revised form in Physics Today, May 2003, page 37.

Carb Beenakker & Christdan Schonenbexgeﬂ

\T he noise is the signal" was a saying of R olf Landauer,
one of the founding fathers ofm esoscopic physics. W hat
he m eant is that uctuations in tim e of a m easurem ent
can be a source of nform ation that is not present in the
tin eaveraged value. A physicist m ay actually delight in
noise.

N oise plays a uniquely Infom ative role in connection
w ith the particle-wave duality. Ik was A bert E instein
who st realized (in 1909) that electrom agnetic uctu-—
ations are di erent if the energy is carried by waves or
by particles. Them agniude ofenergy uctuations scales
linearly with the m ean energy for classicalwaves, but i
scales w ith the square root of the m ean energy for clas-
sical particles. Since a photon is neither a classicalwave
nor a classical particle, the linear and square-root con—
tributions coexist. Typically, the squareroot (particle)
contrbution dom inates at optical frequencies, while the
linear (wave) contribution takes over at radio frequen-—
cies. If Newton could have m easured noise, he would
have been able to settle his disgoute w ith Huygens on the
corpuscular nature of light | w ithout actually needing
to observe an individual photon. Such is the power of
noise.

T he diagnostic property of photon noise was further
developed In the 1960’s, when i was discovered that
uctuations can tell the di erence between the radiation
from a laserand from a black body: Fora laserthe wave
contrbution to the uctuations is entirely absent, whilke
i ismerely am all for a black body. N oise m easurem ents
are now a routine technique in quantum optics and the
quantum m echanical theory of photon statistics (due to
Roy G lauber) is textbook m aterial.

Since electrons share the particle-wave duality with
photons, one m ight expect uctuations in the electrical
current to play a sim ilar diagnostic role. Current uctu-—
ations due to the discreteness of the electrical charge are
known as \shot noise". A lthough the rst cbservations
of shot noise date from work in the 1920’s on vacuum
tubes, our quantum m echanical understanding of elec—
tronic shot noise has progressed m ore slow ly than for
photons. M uch of the physical inform ation i contains
hasbeen appreciated only recently, from experim ents on
nanoscale conductors

Types of electrical noise

N ot alltypes ofelectricalnoise are inform ative. The uc-
tuating voltage over a conductor in them al equilbrium

is just noise. It tellsus only the value of the tem perature
T . Togetm ore out ofnoise one hasto bring the electrons
out of them alequilbrium . Before getting into that, lt
us say a bit more about them al noise | also known
as \Johnson-N yquist noise" after the tw o physicists who

rst studied it in a quantitative way.

T hemm al noise extends over all frequencies up to the
quantum Im it at kT=h. In a typical experim ent one I
ters the uctuations in a band width £ around some
frequency f. Them alnoise then has an electrical power
of 4kT £, independent of £ (\white" noise). One can
m easure this noise pow er directly by the am ount ofheat
that it dissjpates in a cold reservoir. A fematively, and
this is how it is usually done, one m easures the (goec—
trally Iered) voltage uctuations them selves. Their
mean squared is the product 4kTR £ of the dissipated
power and the resistance R .

T heoretically, it is easiest to describe electricalnoise in
tem s of frequency-dependent current uctuations I (f)
In a conductorw ith a xed, non uctuating volageV be-
tween the contacts. T he equilbrium therm alnoise then
corresponds to V. = 0, or a short—circuited conductor.
T he spectral density S of the noise is the m ean-squared
current uctuation per unit band w idth:

S(€)=hIE)%i= f: 1)

In equillbbriim S = 4kT G, independent of frequency. If
a voltage V & 0 is applied over the conductor, the noise
rises above that equilbriim valie and becom es frequency
dependent.

At low frequencies (typically below 10 kH z) the noise
is dom Inated by tin edependent uctuations in the con—
ductance, arising from random m otion of In purities. Tt
is called \ icker noise", or \1=f noise" because of the
characteristic frequency dependence. Its spectraldensity
varies quadratically w ith the m ean current I. At higher
frequencies the spectral density becom es frequency inde—
pendent and linearly proportionalto the current. These
are the characteristics of shot noise.

The temm \shot noise" draw s an analogy betw een elec—
trons and the amn all pellets of lead that hunters use for
a single charge of a gun. The analogy is due to W ak
ter Schottky, who predicted in 1918 that a vacuum tube
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would have two intrinsic sources of tin e-dependent cur-
rent uctuations: Noise from the them al agitation of
electrons (themm alnoise) and noise from the discreteness
of the electrical charge (shot noise).

In a vacuum tube, electrons are em itted by the cath-
ode random ly and independently. Such a P oisson process
hasthe property that them ean squared uctuation ofthe
num ber of em ission events is equalto the average count.
T he corresponding spectraldensity equals S = 2eI. The
factor of2 appearsbecause positive and negative frequen—
cies contribute identically.

M easuring the unit of transferred charge

Schottky proposed to m easure the value ofthe elem en—
tary charge from the shot noise pow er, perhapsm ore ac—
curately than In the oildrop m easurem entsw hich R obert
M illikan had published a few years earlier. Later experi-
m ents showed that the accuracy is not better than a few
percent, m ainly because the repulsion of electrons in the
space around the cathode invalidates the assum ption of
Independent em ission events.

Tt m ay happen that the granularity of the current is
not the elem entary charge. The m ean current can not
tell the di erence, but the noise can: S = 2gI if charge
is transferred in independent units ofq. The ratio F =
S=2eI, which m easures the uni of transferred charge, is
called the \Fano factor", after U go Fano’s 1947 theory of
the statistics of lonization.

A rst example ofg$6 e is the shot noise at a tunnel
Junction between a nom alm etal and a superconductor.
Charge is added to the superconductor in C ooper pairs,
S0 one expects g= 2e and F = 2. This doubling of the
P oisson noise hasbeen m easured very recently? € arlier
experin ents’ in a disordered system will be discussed
later on.)

A second exam pl is o ered by the fractional quan-
tum Halle ect. It is a non-trivial in plication of R obert
Laughlin’s theory that tunneling from one edge ofa Hall
bar to the opposite edge proceeds in units of a fraction
g= e=Q@p+ 1) of the elem entary charged The integer
p is detem ined by the 1ling fraction p=@Qp + 1) of the
Iowest Landau Jevel. Christian G lattli and collaborators
of the Centre d’Etudes de Sacly In France and M ichael
Reznikov and collaborators of the W eizm ann Institute
In Israel independently m easured F = 1=3 in the frac-
tionalquantum Halle ect® (see gure[ll). M ore recently,
the W eizm ann group extended the noise m easurem ents
top= 2 and p= 3. The experimentsat p= 2 show that
the charge nferred from the noise m ay be a multiple of
e=@2p+ 1) at the lowest tam peratures, as if the quasipar-
ticles tunnel in bunches. How to explain thisbunching is
still unknown.
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FIG.1l: Current noise for tunneling across a Hall bar on
the 1/3 plateau of the fractional quantum Hall e ect. The
slopes for e=3 charge quasiparticles and charge e electrons
are indicated. The data points with error bars (from the
experin ent of Sam inadayar et al2) are the m easured values
at25m K , the open circles include a correction for nite tunnel
probability. The inset show s schem atically the setup of the
experin ent. M ost of the current ow s along the lower edge of
the Hallbar from contact 1 to contact 2 (solid red line), but
som e quasiparticles tunnel to the upper edge and end up at
contact 3 (dashed). The tunneling occurs predom inantly at
a narrow constriction, created in the Hallbar by m eans of a
split gate electrode (shown In green). T he current at contact
3 is st spectrally Itered, then ampli ed, and nally the
m ean squared uctuation (the noise power) ism easured.

Q uiet electrons

C orrelations reduce the noise below the value
Spoisson = 2€l )

expected for a Poisson process of uncorrelated current
pulses of charge g= e. Coulomb repulsion is one source
of correlations, but it is strongly screened in a m etaland
ne ective. The dom inant source of correlations is the
Pauli principle, which prevents double occupancy of an
electronic state and leads to Fem i statistics In them al
equilbriim . In a vacuum tube or tunnel junction the
m ean occupation of a state is so am all that the Pauli
principle is inoperative (and Femm i statistics is indistin—
guishable from Boltzm ann statistics), but this is not so
In ametal.

An e cient way of accounting for the correlations
uses Landauer’s description of electrical conduction as a
tranam ission problem . A ccording to the Landauer for-
mula, the tim eaveraged current I equals the conduc—



tance quantum 2e?=h (including a factoroftwo or spin),
tin es the applied voltage V, tim es the sum over trans—
m ission probabilities T, :

I= —V Ty 3)

The conductor can be viewed as a paralkel circuit of
N independent tranam ission channels wih a channel-
dependent tranam ission probability T,. Fom ally, the
Ty, ’s are de ned as the eigenvalues of the product t Ytof
the N N transm ission m atrix t and its H em itian con—
Jugate. In a one-din ensional conductor, which by de ni-
tion has one channel, one would have sinply T; = *Ff,
w ith t the tranam ission am plitude.

T he num ber of channelsN isa large num ber in a typ—
icalmetalwire. OnehasN ’ A= 2 up to a numert
calcoe cient for a wire w ith cross—sectionalarea A and
Fem i wave length r . Due to the anall Ferm i wave
length » ’ 1A ofametal, N isoforder 107 fora typ-
icalmetalwire of width 1 m and thickness 100nm . In
a sem iconductor typicalvalues of N are sm aller but still

1.

At zero tam perature the noise is related to the trans-

m ission probabilities by

282 A

= ZGTV I’l): (4)

The factorl T, describes the reduction ofnoise due to
the Pauli principle. W ithout i, one would have sin ply
S = Spoisson -

T he shot noise ©Hm ula @) hasan instructive statistical
interpretation.’ Consider rsta one-din ensionalconduc-
tor. E lectrons in a range €V above the Fem 1 level enter
the conductor at a rate eV=h. In a tine the number
of attem pted tranam issions is €V=h. There are no uc-
tuations In this num ber at zero tem perature, sihce each
occupied state contains exactly one electron (P auliprin-—
ciplk). Fluctuations in the tranam ited charge Q arise
because the tranam ission attem pts are succesfulw ith a
probability T; which isdi erent from 0 or1l. The statis—
tics 0of Q isbinom ial, jist as the statistics of the num ber
of heads when tossing a coin. The m ean-squared uctu-—
ation h Q ?i of the charge Hr binom ial statistics is gizen
by

ho?i=&(ev=h)T; 1 T): ®)

The relation S = (2= )h Q ?i between the m ean-squared

uctuation of the current and of the transan itted charge
bringsusto eq. @) ora single channel. Since uctuations
In di erent channels are Independent, the m ultichannel
version is sin ply a sum over channels.

The quantum shot noise ormula [) has been tested
experin entally in a variety of system s. The groups of
Reznikov and G lattli used a quantum point contact: A
narrow constriction In a two-dim ensional electron gas

w ith a quantized conductance. T he quantization occurs
because the tranam ission probabilities are either close to
0 or close to 1. Eq. [@) predicts that the shot noise
should vanish when the conductance is quantized, and
thiswas indeed observed. (T he experin ent was reviewed
by Henk van Houten and Beenakker in P hysics T oday,
July 1996, page 22.)

A m ore stringent test used a single-atom -junction, ob—
tained by the controlled breaking of a thin alum inum
wire The jinction is so narrow that the entire current
is carried by only three channels N = 3). The trans-
m ission probabilities T;;T,;T3 could be m easured inde-
pendently from the current{volage characteristic in the
superconducting state of alum inum . By inserting these
three numbers (the \pin code" of the junction) into eq.
[@), a theoretical prediction is cbtained forthe shot noise
power | which tumed out to be In good agreem ent w ith
the m easured value.

D etecting open transam ission channels

T he analogy betw een an electron em itted by a cathode
and a bullet shot by a gun workswell for a vacuum tube
or a point contact, but seem s a rather naive description
of the electrical current in a disordered m etal or sem i~
conductor. There is no identi able em ission event when
current ows through a metal and one m ight question
the very existence of shot noise. Indeed, for three quar-
ters of a century after the rst vacuum tube experin ents
there did not exist a single m easurem ent of shot noise in
ametal. A m acroscopic conductor (say, a piece of copper
w ire) show s thermm alnoise, but no shot noise.

W e now understand that the basic requirem ent on
length scale and tem perature is that the length L ofthe
w ire should be short com pared to the inelastic electron—
phonon scattering length 1,, which becom es longer and
Ionger as one lowers the tem perature. For L > 1, each
segm ent of the w ire of length 1, generates independent
volage uctuations, and the net resul is that the shot
noise power is reduced by a factor 1,=L. Them al uc-
tuations, In contrast, are not reduced by inelastic scat—
tering which can only help the establishm ent of ther-
m alequilbrium ). This explains why only them alnoise
could be observed In m acroscopic conductors. @A s an
aside, wem ention that inelastic electron-electron scatter—
ng, which persists untilm uch lower tem peratures than
electron-phonon scattering, does not suppress shot noise,
but rather enhances the noise power a little bit?)

Early experinentst® on m esoscopic sem iconducting
w ires observed the linear relation between noise power
and current that is the signature of shot noise, but could
not accurately m easure the slope. The rst quantitative
m easurem ent was perform ed In a thin— In silver w ire by
Andrew Steinbach and John M artinisat the U S N ational
Institute of Standards and Technology in B oulder, collab—
orating w ith M ichelD evoret from Saclay!

Thedata shown in gureld (from a m ore recent exper—
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FIG.2: Sub-Poissonian shot noise in a disordered gold w ire

(din ensions 940 nm 100 nm ). At low currentsthenoise sat—
urates at the level set by the tem perature of 0.3 K . A dapted
from M .Henny et altt ]

In ent) presents a puzzl: If we calculate the slope, we
nd a Fano factor of 1/3 rather than 1. Surely there are
no fractional charges in a nom alm etal conductor?

A one-third Fano factor In a disordered conductor had
actually been predicted prior to the experin ents. The
prediction was m ade independently by K irill N agaev of
the Institute of Radio-Engineering and E lectronics in
M oscow and by one of the authors (Beenakker) with
M arkus Buttiker of the University of G eneva? To un—
derstand the experim ental nding we recall the general
shot noise ®m ula @), which tells us that sub-P oissonian
noise F < 1) occurswhen som e channels are not weakly
tranan itted. These socalled \open channels" have T,
close to 1 and therefore contrbute less to the noise than
expected for a P oisson process.

T he appearance of open channels in a disordered con—
ductor is surprising. O leg D orokhov of the Landau Insti-
tute n M oscow  rst noticed the existence of open chan—
nels in 1984, but the physical in plications were only un—
derstood som e years later, notably through the work of
Yoseph Im ry of the W eizm ann Institute. T he one-third
Fano factor ollow s directly from the probability distri-
bution of the tranam ission eigenvalues, see gure[d.

W e conclude this section by referring to the experin en—
tal dem onstrations® of the hnterplay between the dou-—
bling of shot noise due to superconductivity and the 1/3
reduction due to open channels, resulting in a 2/3 Fano
factor. These experim ents show that open channels are
a generaland universalproperty of disordered system s.

closed
channels

probability distribution, P(T)

F= <T(1-T)> _ i
T <T> 3
0 — -
0 transmission eigenvalue, T 1

FIG . 3: Binodal probability distribution of the transm is—
sion eigenvalues, wih a peak at 0 (closed channels) and a
peak at 1 (open channels). The fiinctional form of the dis-
trbution (derived by D orokhov) isP (T) / T * @ T) 7%,
w ith a m ean—-free-path dependent cuto atexponentially sm all
R - The one-thgrd Fano factor follow s directly from the ratio

T?P (T)dT= TP (T)dT = 2=3. The cuto a ects only the
nom alization ofP (T ) and dropsout ofthis ratio, which takes
on a universalvalie.

D istinguishing particles from w aves

So far we have encountered tw o diagnostic properties of
shot noise: Tt m easures the uni of transferred charge in
a tunnel janction and it detects open tranam ission chan—
nels In a disordered wire. A third diagnostic appears
In sem iconductor m icrocavities known as quantum dots
or electron billiards. These are snall con ned regions
In a two-din ensional electron gas, free of disorder, w ith
tw o narrow openings through which a current is passed.
If the shape of the con ning potential is su ciently ir-

reqular Which it typically is), the classical dynam ics is
chaotic and one can search for traces of this chaos In
the quantum m echanical properties. This is the eld of
quantum chaos.

Here is the third diagnostic: Shot noise In an electron
billiard can distinguish determ inistic scattering, charac-
teristic for particles, from stochastic scattering, charac—
teristic for waves. P article dynam ics is determ inistic: A
given initialposition and m om entum  xes the entire tra—
ectory. In particular, it xesw hetherthe particle w illbe
tranamn itted or re ected, so the scattering is noiseless on
alltin e scales. W ave dynam ics is stochastic: T he quan—
tum uncertainty in position and m om entum introduces
a probabilistic elem ent Into the dynam ics, so it becom es
noisy on su ciently long tim e scales.

T he suppression of shot noise n a conductor w ith de—
tem fistic scattering was predicted m any years ago:s
from this qualitative argum ent. A better understand-
ing, and a quantitative description, of how shot noise
m easures the transition from particlke to wave dynam ics
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FIG. 4: Dependence of the Fano factor F of an electron
billiard on the average tine g4yen that an electron dwells
inside. The data points w ith error bars are m easured In a
tw o-din ensional electron gas, the solid curve is the theoreti-
calprediction F = %exp( E = gwel) IOr the transition from
stochastic to detem inistic scattering with Ehrenfest tine
g = 027nsasa tparameter). The inset show s graphically
the sensitivity to initial conditions of the chaotic dynam ics.
(A dapted from ref.|14, with experin entaldata from ref.[13.)

was developed recently by Oded Agam of the Hebrew

University in Jerusalem , Igor A keiner of the State Uni-
versity of New York in Stony B rook, and A natoly Larkin
ofthe University ofM nnesota in M inneapolisi? T he key
concept is the Ehrenfest tin e, which is the characteristic
tin e scale of quantum chaos.

In classical chaos, the tragctories are highly sensi-
tive to am all changes in the mitial conditions (@lthough
uniquely determ ined by them ). A change x (0) In the ni-
tialcoordinate isam pli ed exponentially n time: x () =

x (0)e *. Quantum m echanics introduces an uncertainty
In x(0) ofthe order of the Fem iwave length r . One
can think of x(0) as the iniial size of a wave packet.
T he wave packet soreads over the entire billiard (of size
L)when x(t)= L.Thetine

g= 'h@=ryr) 6)

at which this happens is called the Ehrenfest tin e.

Thenam e refersto PaulE hrenfest’s 1927 principle that
quantum m echanicalw ave packets follow classical, deter-
m inistic, equations of m otion. In quantum chaos this
correspondence principle loses ts m eaning (and the dy—
nam ics becom es stochastic) on tin e scales greater than

E - An electron entering the billiard through one of the
openings dwells Inside on average fora tine gy en before
exiting again. W hether the dynam ics is determm inistic or
stochastic depends, therefore, on the ratio gyen= g - The
theoretical expectation for the dependence of the Fano
factor on this ratio isplotted n  qure[d.

An experin ental search for the suppression of shot
noise by determ inistic scattering was carried out at the
U niversity ofBaselby Stefan O berholzer, Eugene Sukho—
nukov, and one of the authors (Schonenberger) 3 The

data is incluided n gqure[@. An elctron billiard (area
A 53 m?) with tw o openings of variablew idth w as cre—
ated in a two-din ensional electron gas by m eans of gate
electrodes. The dwelltine (given by gyen= m A=hN,
wihm theelectron e ectivem ass) was varied by chang-
ing the number ofm odesN transam itted through each of
the openings.

The Fano factor has the value 1=4 for Iong dwell
tin es, as expected for stochastic chaotic scattering. The
1=4 Fano factor for a chaotic billiard has the sam e ori-
gih as the 1=3 Fano factor for a disordered w ire, ex—
plained n gure[d. (The di erent number resuls be-
cause of a larger fraction of open channels in a bik
liard geom etry.) T he reduction of the Fano factor below
1=4 at shorter dwell tines ts the exponential fiinction
F = %exp( £ = awen) Of Agam , A leiner, and Larkin.
However, the accuracy and range of the experim ental
data is not yet su cient to distinguish this prediction
from com peting theories (hotably the rational function
F = $(0+ g=awen) ' predicted by Sukhorukov for
short—range in puriy scattering).

Entanglem ent detector

The fourth and naldiagnostic property that we would
like to discuss, shot noise as detector of entanglem ent,
was proposed by Sukhorukov with Guido Burkard and
D anielLoss from the University of Baseli®

A multiparticle state is entangled if it can not be
factorized Into a product of sihgleparticle states. En-
tanglem ent is the prin ary resource in quantum com put—
ng, In the sense that any speed-up relative to a classical
com puter vanishes if the entanglem ent is lost, typically
through interaction w ith the environm ent (see the article
by John P reskill, Physics T oday, July 1999, page 24).
E lectron-electron interactions lead quite naturally to an
entangled state, but in order to m ake use of the entan—
glem ent in a com putation one would need to be able to
spatially separate the electrons w ithout destroying the
entanglem ent. In this respect the situation in the solid
state is opposite to that in quantum optics, where the
production of entangled photons is a com plex operation,
w hile their spatial separation is easy.

O ne road towards a solid-state based quantum com —
puter has as its building block a pair of quantum dots,
each containing a single electron. The strong Coulomb
repulsion keeps the electrons separate, as desired. In the
ground state the two spins are entangled in the singlt
state j"ij#i  j#ij"i. T his state m ay already have been
realized experin entally,*” but how can one tell? N oise
has the answer.

To appreciate this we contrast \quiet electrons" w ith
\noisy photons". W e recall that Fem i statistics causes
the electron noise to be am allerthan the P oisson value [
expected for classical particles. For photons the noise is
bigger than the P oisson valie because of B ose statistics.
W hat distinghuishesthe tw o isw hether the w ave function
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FIG.5: Proposal for production and detection of a spin-
entangled electron pair. The double quantum dot (shown
in yellow) is de ned by gate electrodes (green) on a two—
din ensional electron gas. T he two voltage sources at the far
Jeft infct one electron in each dot, resulting in an entangled
soin-singlet ground state. A voltage pulse on the gates then
forces the two electrons to enter opposite am s of the ring.
Scattering of the electron pair by a tunnel barrier (red ar-
row s) creates shot noise in each of the two outgoing leads at
the far right, which ism easured by a pair ofam pli ers (1,2).
T he observation of a positive correlation between the current

uctuations at 1 and 2 is a signature of the entangled spin—
singlet state. (Figure courtesy ofL P.K ouwenhoven and A F .
M orpurgo, D elft University of Technology.)

is sym m etric or antisym m etric under exchange of parti-
cle coordinates. A symm etric wave function causes the
particlesto bunch together, increasing the noise, whik an
antisym m etric w ave finction hasthe oppositee ect (\an—
tbunching"). The key point here is that only the sym —

m etry ofthe spatial part ofthe wave function m atters for
the noise. A lthough the fullm any-body electron wave—
function, incluiding the soin degrees of freedom , isalways
antisym m etric, the spatial part is not so constrained. In
particular, electrons in the spin-singlet state have a sym —
m etric wave function w ith respect to exchange of coordi-
nates, and w ill therefore bunch together like photons.

The experim ent proposed by the Basel theorists is
sketched n  gure[d. The two building blocks are the en—
tanglker and the beam splitter. The beam splitter is used
to perform the electronic analogue ofthe opticalH anbury
Brown and Tw iss experin entd® In such an experim ent
onem easures the crosscorrelation ofthe current uctua—
tions In the two am sofa beam splitter. W ithout entan—
glem ent, the correlation is positive for photons (unch-
ng) and negative for electrons (@ntbunching). The ob—
servation of a positive correlation for electrons is a signa—
ture of the entangled spin-singlt state. In a statistical
sense, the entanglem ent m akes the electrons behave as
photons.

An alemative to the proposalshown in gure[d is to
start from Cooper pairs In a superconductor, which are
also in a spin-singlet stated® The Cooper pairs can be
extracted from the superconductor and infcted into a
nom alm etal by application of a volage over a tunnel
barrier at the m etal{ superconductor interface.

E xperin ental realization of one these theoretical pro-
posalswould open up a new chapter in the use ofnoise as
a probe of quantum m echanical properties of electrons.
A Yhough this range of applications is still n its infancy,
the eld as a whole has progressed far enough to prove
Landauer right: There is a signal in the noise.

Carlo Beenakker is at the InstiuutLorentz of

Leiden University (The Netherlands). Christian

Schonenberger is at the Physics Department of

the University of Basel (Switzerland).

For an overview of the entire literature on quantum shot

noise, we refer to: YaM . B lanter and M . Buttiker, P hys.

Rep.336,1 (2000).

F.Le och, C. Ho mann, M . Sanquer, and D . Quirion,

Phys.Rev. Lett. 90, 067002 (2003).

A A . Kozhevnikov, R J. Schoekopf, and D E. Prober,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 3398 (2000); X . Jehl, M . Sanquer,

R .Calem czuk, and D .M ailly, N ature 405, 50 (2000).

“CcL.Kane and M P A . Fisher, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 724
(1994).

5 L. Sam fnadayar, D C. G lattli, Y. Jin, and B. Etienne,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 79, 2526 (1997); R. deP icciotto, M .
Reznikov, M . Heblum , V. Umansky, G . Bunin, and D .
M ahalu, Nature 389, 162 (1997); M . Reznikov, R . de—
Picciotto, T G .Gri ths, M . Heblum , and V. Um ansky,
Nature 399, 238 (1999); Y .Chung, M . Heblum , and V.
Um ansky, preprint.

v a .Khlus, Sov.Phys.JETP 66, 1243 (1987); G B . Leso—

vik, JETP Lett. 49, 592 (1989); M . Buttiker, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 65, 2901 (1990).
7 L S.Leviovand G B .Lesovik, JETP Lett.58,230 (1993).
R.Cron,M .F.Go man,D .Esteve, and C .U doina, Phys.
Rev.Lett. 86, 4104 (2001).
° K E.Nagaev, Phys.Rev.B 52, 4740 (1995); V I. K ozub
and A M .Rudin,Phys.Rev.B 52, 7853 (1995).
10 g, Liefrink, JJ. Dikhuis, M JM . de Jong, LW .
M olenkam p, and H . van Houten, Phys.Rev.B 49, 14066
(1994).
A H . Stemnbach, JM .M artinis, and M H . D evoret, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 76, 3806 (1996). M ore recent experin ents in—
clude R J. Schoekopf, P.J. Burke, A A . K ozhevnikov,
D E.Prober, and M J.Rooks, Phys.Rev. Lett. 78, 3370
(1997); M . Henny, S. Oberholzer, C. Strunk, and C.
Schonenberger, Phys.Rev.B 59, 2871 (1999).
C W J.Beenakkerand M .Buttiker, Phys.Rev.B 46, 1889
(1992); K E .Nagaev, Phys.Lett.A 169, 103 (1992).
C W J.Beenakker and H .van Houten, Phys.Rev.B 43,
12066 (1991).
Eo) .Agam , I.A lkiner, and A . Larkin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85,
3153 (2000).

11

12

13



5 s, O berholzer, E V . Sukhorukov, and C . Schonenberger, J P .K otthaus, Science 297, 70 (2002); W G .van derW iel,
Nature 415, 765 (2002). S.DeFranceschi, JM .Elzem an, T .Fujisawa, S. Tarucha,

16 G .Burkard, D . Loss, and E V . Sukhorukov, Phys.Rev.B and L P.Kouwenhoven, Rev.M od.Phys. 75,1 (2003).
61, 16303 (2000). T he alemative entangler using C ooper M. Henny, S. O berholzer, C. Strunk, T . Heinzel, K . En—
pairs is descrbed in: M ~5.Choj, C .Bruder, and D . Loss, sslin, M .H olland, and C . Schonenberger, Science 284, 296
Phys.Rev.B 62, 13569 (2000); G B.Lesovik, T .M artin, (1999); W D .0 liver, J.Kin ,R C.Liu,and Y .Yam am oto,
and G .Blatter, Eur.Phys.J.B 24, 287 (2001). Science 284, 299 (1999).

" AW .Holleiner, R H.B1lick, A X . Huttel, K . Eber], and



