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Abstract

The topic of this thesis is the investigation of shot noise as a transport phenomenon in
mesoscopic low-dimensional inhomogeneous systems, in particular quantum point con-
tacts. After general considerations about noise in the framework of scattering theory and
the system at hand, the Keldysh formalism is introduced as a way to calculate correla-
tion functions in many-body systems. This formalism is used for the calculation of the
necessary propagators as well as the derivation of the relevant physical observables. Inter-
acting results are obtained numerically through the use of the functional Renormalization
Group. Finally, these results are presented and compared to previous results from scat-
tering theory along with experimental measurements, as a way of presenting the benefits
of the new approach in the understanding of noise terms.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

The last decades have seen the rise and re�nement of new methods of describing quantum
many-body systems. The Keldysh formalism has been established as a powerful alternative
to the Matsubara formalism that comes with many bene�ts [Kam11]. Firstly, it avoids com-
plications that arise from a transformation to imaginary time resulting in the necessity of an
analytical continuation of the imaginary to the real axis, which is often quite bothersome.
Furthermore, it is able to treat non-equilibrium systems. Of course, this comes at some cost:
the introduction of a tensor structure to the propagators.

The extension of the functional Renormalization Group to Keldysh formalism is a rela-
tively new emerging �eld, which allows for the handling of infrared divergences, non-linear
dispersion models and out-of-equilibrium states, along with the ability to perform calculations
at real frequencies and describe large systems [GPM07] [JPS10a] [JPS10b] [Sch18] [Jak10].
In a nutshell, it achieves its goal of calculating vertex functions up to a certain order by solving
an in�nite hierarchy of coupled di� erential equations and neglecting higher order terms.

The arrival and study of these methods presents us with the opportunity to apply them to
known quantum systems with a double purpose: �rstly, one wishes to study the application
of these methods in a somewhat familiar environment with the goal of 'testing' them in the
�eld, understanding their bene�ts and drawbacks, as well as re�ning and adapting them to
ever-new situations. Secondly, we have the goal of gaining a deeper theoretical knowledge
of the systems under investigation and using the new methods to their fullest extent, so as
to be able to investigate completely new realms that were not accessible to us with previous
methods.

In this case, we investigate speci�c transport properties of the so-called quantum point
contact. It only became possible to construct such a system in the last few decades, following
improvements in high-quality materials and micro-fabrication techniques [vKv+88]. In recent
years there has been peaked interest in the study of this system, which boils down to a low-
dimensional electrons gas imprinted with an external potential. Being on a mesoscopic scale,
it combines a high particle number with the necessity of quantum treatment. While many
e� ects, such as the quantization of the conductance [Lan57], were predicted decades ago,
it took a long time to fully understand many of the transport properties of the system, such
as the 0.7 anomaly, which is induced by interactions in the quantum point contact [Mic11]
[BHS+13].

Noise is a useful fundamental feature since it is connected to properties of the system gen-
erating the noise and, thus, provides deeper knowledge about both its equilibrium and trans-
port state. While there have been experimental measurements concerning noise [DZM+06]
[BGG+05], up to now there has not yet been a theoretical treatment and understanding of
the phenomenon in this speci�c context that goes beyond basic scattering theory and zero-
frequency predictions and accounts for the e� ects of interactions. Thus, the goal of this thesis
is the study of the noise properties of this system in the framework of the aforementioned
formalism.
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1.2 Outline of this thesis

Following the aim of analyzing noise within the Keldysh formalism, the necessary con-
cepts and considerations are introduced step by step:

Firstly, there is an introduction into the system under consideration. The basic setup of the
quantum point contact is described and an overview over some important experimental results
is given, while the main assumptions about a theoretical model that is capable of describing
such a system are analyzed. This is done insection 2.

Then we turn our attention to noise in general, its de�nition and an analysis of the di� erent
kinds of noise. The Schottky formula for shot noise is motivated at this point through various
calculations. What follows is an overview over scattering theory and its predictions for our
case. This is all realized insection 3.

The Keldysh formalism is a central concept to this thesis as a tool to calculate correla-
tion functions in quantum many-body systems. The closed time contour, which is the basic
concept of this framework, is introduced along with Greens functions, with no prior knowl-
edge besides quantum mechanics required. Furthermore, Wick's theorem is motivated as the
basic building block, which is the basis for most calculations within quantum �eld theory.
A reference to the exact form of the �uctuation dissipation theorem in the Keldysh formal-
ism is made. Afterwards, we turn our attention to the calculation of the Greens functions
that have just been introduced. We �nd a closed expression for the free propagators in the
Keldysh formalism through the in�nitesimal limit of a discrete approach, while we describe
the methodology of calculating exact propagators through Wick's theorem. This is done in
section 4.

At this point, all the necessary tools have been introduced to perform speci�c calculations
in our system. We motivate the exact choice of the Hamiltonian of the QPC and then proceed
to express the current and the noise of the system in terms of Keldysh Greens functions in
section 5.

Finally, we proceed with the presentation of our results. The calculations were imple-
mented at the chair of Prof. von Delft at the LMU Munich with the use of the Leibniz Rechen-
zentrum. After an overview over the functional Renormalization Group, which is the corner-
stone of the numeric simulation and which has been implemented by Lukas Weidinger, we
delve into some intricacies of our implementation. Then, we proceed with the illustration of
the results through various plots of the noise terms and we compare them to both experimental
measurements and theoretical predictions of scattering theory. This is performed insection 6.

The results of this thesis are summarized in theConclusion. Here the results of the thesis
as well as the challenges that have been overcome are listed. At the end, an outlook on future
challenges and goals is given, both on a theoretical and an implementation-wise level.



2 Quantum point contact

2.1 The setup

The system under consideration in this thesis is a quantum point contact (QPC). It can be
realized experimentally by generating a two dimensional electron gas embedded in a plane
between two semi-conductors (eg. GaAs - AlGaAs) and imprinting this gas with a potential
generated by external gates. We assume that these gates are constructed in such a way that
their �eld lines penetrate the semiconductors and split the electron gas into two baths which
are connected by a narrow path. Depending on the form of the potential in this bath, the
system is called either a quantum wire (if the potential is long and �at), a quantum dot (if
localized states are possible, i.e. if the potential has a minimum) or a quantum point contact
(if the potential has the form of a saddle).

Figure 1: (a) Schematic cross-sectional view of a quantum point contact, de�ned in a high-
mobility 2D electron gas at the interface of a GaAs–AlGaAs heterojunction [vHB05]. The
point contact is formed when a negative voltage is applied to the gate electrodes on top of the
AlGaAs layer. Transport measurements are made by employing contacts to the 2D electron
gas at either side of the constriction. (b) Micrograph of a typical QPC [CLGG+02].

Within this plane, the electrons may scatter o� impurities, phonons or other electrons. In
our case, we restrict ourselves to low temperatures and are thus able to neglect interactions
with phonons. By assuming that the structure which we observe is smaller than the mean
distance between impurities, we can also neglect the e� ects of impurities. As a result, we are
only left with electron-electron interactions which are mediated through the Coulomb force.
Since the region under consideration is small (mesoscopic scale), transport is phase coherent
and a quantum mechanical description is required.

We call the two baths, which are connected through the QPC, reservoirs or leads. We
assume that they are large enough to be characterized by temperaturesTL (left), TR (right) and
chemical potentials� L, � R. We assume the reservoirs to be large compared to the QPC, which
only represents a small perturbation of the equilibrium systems.

On a mesoscopic scale, we can assume that the motions of the electrons longitudinal
(along the narrow path) and transverse (across the path) are separable. Longitudinal eigen-
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states are morally characterized by the continuous wave vectorkl with corresponding energy

El =
~2k2

l
2m , where~ is the reduced Planck constant andm is the electron mass. The trans-

verse motion is quantized and described by the discrete indexn with corresponding energy
En. Thus, for a given total energyE = En + El only a �nite amount of channels exists. By
reducing the width of the quantum point contact through the external gates, it is even possible
to eliminate all transverse states except one. Thus, such a system can be treated as one-
dimensional, since there are no degrees of freedom in any direction except the longitudinal.

The form of the potential of a QPC along the longitudinal direction is simply an inverted
parabola with a maximum at the center. The height of the potential barrier determines the
magnitude of the current that �ows between the two baths when applying a relative voltage
between them; such a voltage is called source-drain bias voltage. If the source-drain bias
voltage is zero and there is no temperature gradient, then no current will �ow. The di� eren-
tial conductanceG is a useful quantity to describe this phenomenon: it measures how much
current can �ow by increasing the source-drain bias voltage and is de�ned as the derivative of
the current with the respect to the source-drain bias voltage:1

G =
@I

@Vsd

Figure 2: Potential along the longitudinal axis of the path. The blue parabola is a QPC,
the red curve that �attens in the center is a quantum wire and the green curve is a quantum
dot. [Sch18]

2.2 Experimental data

The quantization of the momentum in the transversal direction leads to a quantization of
the conductance. Practically, the conductance counts the number of transmitting modes in
units of e2=h. In the case of no magnetic �eld, this number is increased by 2 each time a
new transverse mode is added due to the spin degeneracy of electrons. In the presence of a

1Note that there is also the linear conductance, which is de�ned as the derivative of the current with respect

to the source-drain bias voltage at zero voltage, i.e.Glin = @I
@Vsd

�����
Vsd=0

. However, in this thesis we are often

interested in the transport state of the system atVsd , 0.
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magnetic �eld, the up- and down-electrons can be regarded separately - each adding their own
stepwise contributions to the conductance.

In this thesis, we focus mainly on a QPC with a single transverse mode, i.e. we are going
to focus on the �rst conductance step fromG = 0 toG = 2e2=h.

We are interested in the changes in the conductanceG under variation of our external
parameters temperatureT, external magnetic �eldB, gate voltageVg and source-drain bias
voltageVsd.

Figure 3 shows the conductance as a function of the gate voltage while the magnetic
�eld is varied. Note that the conductance step becomes increasingly asymmetrical as the
magnetic �eld is increased. This irregularity can be attributed to the strong suppression of the
conductance in the subopen regime (G at around 0:7 � 2e2=h), hence the name 0.7 anomaly.
This e� ect is caused by interactions between electrons. Practically, this shows that it does not
su� ce to model the electrons as free particles.

Figure 3: Experimental measurements of the conductance as a function of the gate voltage
under variation of the magnetic �eld. (a) [TNS+96] (b) [CLGG+02].

Figure 4 shows the conductance as a function of the gate voltage with the temperature
being varied this time. By increasing the temperature, the conductance step is �attened out.
However, once again this �attening is highly asymmetric, as the conductance is strongly sup-
pressed in the subopen regime; in fact, this suppression is much stronger than the thermal
broadening. Once again, this can be attributed to interactions between electrons.
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Figure 4: Experimental measurements of the conductance as a function of the gate voltage
under variation of the temperature with no magnetic �eld. (a) [CLGG+02] (b) [KBH+00].

Figure 5 shows how the conductance changes when the source-drain bias voltage is varied
at �xed temperature and magnetic �eld. Once again, this illustrates the step-like nature of the
conductance in a QPC.

Figure 5: Experimental measurements of the conductance as a function of the source-drain
bias voltage, at various temperatures, magnetic �elds and gate voltages. [CLGG+02]
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2.3 Our model

We model the QPC as a discrete one-dimensional tight-binding chain. The �rst and the
last site in this chain are coupled to the respective leads. Since the leads are in equilibrium
and we are interested in the QPC, we assume that the electrons in the leads are non-interacting
and that the coupling between the leads and the QPC is also non-interacting. Basically, we
are able to treat the two-dimensional electron gas in the leads as a Fermi liquid. However, this
breaks down in the QPC and the resulting interaction in the narrow region has to be treated
explicitly. Thus, only the Hamiltonian of the chain itself may contain terms that are not
quadratic in creation/annihilation operators. Physically, the leads act as non-interacting baths
for our system. With regard to practical calculations, this simply corresponds to additional
terms in the Wick expansion of our interaction Hamiltonian. (see section (4.6))

We assume that the Coulomb-force is short ranged, since the assumption is often well-
justi�ed that the surrounding materials can rearrange so that the Coulomb interaction is suf-
�ciently screened. Basically, we are interested in physics at timescales much larger than

length of QPC
speed of light in materialand assume that the density of the materials is high enough to provide such
a screening. With the simpli�cations above, there can only be the following kinds of terms in
our QPC-Hamiltonian: those which describe the static potential at each site of the chain, those
which describe the hopping of the electrons between adjacent sites and those that describe the
interaction/ coupling between two electrons.

After this brief overview about the basic concepts of a QPC, it is time to introduce some
other basic concepts regarding noise and the Keldysh formalism.



3 Noise

When one applies a constant magnetic �eld and a constant voltage to a QPC, typically
a stationary current arises, whose measurement gives us information about the system under
consideration. However, one may notice the existence of time-dependent �uctuations of the
current around its mean value. One would measure such �uctuations even with access to
in�nite precision measurements; thus, they are an intrinsic property of our system.

Generally, such �uctuations are called noise. Noise is an interesting feature because it
is fundamentally connected to properties of the system that generate the noise. Formally
speaking, noise is de�ned as the Fourier transform of the current-current correlation function.
We distinguish two main types of noise: thermal noise and shot noise.

3.1 Thermal noise

At non-zero temperatures, there are thermal �uctuations. The occupation numbern of
electron states is �uctuating around its thermodynamic averagehni , which is determined by
the Fermi distribution. The mean-squared �uctuationsh(n � h ni )2i increase with higher tem-
peratures and are determined by the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution. This type of noise
causes equilibrium current �uctuations, which can be shown2 to be related to the conductance
of the system, i.e. the conductance can be determined by equilibrium current �uctuation mea-
surements.

3.2 Shot noise

Unlike thermal noise, shot noise cannot be measured at equilibrium; it arises in the trans-
port state of the system. The origin of shot noise lies in the discrete nature of electronic
charge. When measuring a low current with great accuracy, one can no longer neglect the
fact that electrons are quantized; a detector, which registers each passing electron separately,
will measure a �uctuating current that depends on how many electrons are detected at each
individual moment in time.3

Shot noise can be understood and quanti�ed by examining the underlying physics that
is governing the emission and transport of electrons. The �rst prediction of this nature was
made by Walter Schottky who coined the term in 1918. Shot noise is also often called Poisson
noise; let us look at the following simple yet powerful example to understand why:

Let us assume that the particles we are interested in are emitted independently from one
another and are non-interacting, i.e. each arrives independently in our detector. Let� be
the characteristic time scale of our measurement, in this case the mean time between the
measurement of two such particles. We are looking for the probabilityPN(t) for detecting N
particles during a time interval of lengtht.4

2 [BB00]
3Historic remark: The term 'shot noise' originates from the sputtering sound that can be heard in an audio

ampli�er, which translates the random �uctuations of electrons emitted from a hot cathode into sound.
4We observe that� = t=hNi .
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The probabilityP0(t) to detect zero particles in timet satis�es

P0(t + dt) =
 
1 �

dt
�

!
P0(t)

since
�
1 � dt

�

�
is the probability of not detecting any particle in the in�nitesimal time interval

dt. This can be solved as

dP0

dt

�����
t
�

P0(t + dt) � P0(t)
dt

= �
1
�

P0(t) =) P0(t) = e� t=�

We now attempt to �ndPN for N > 0. We can expressPN recursively throughPN� 1, as
follows:

PN(t + dt) =
 
1 �

dt
�

!
PN(t) +

dt
�

PN� 1(t) +
 
dt
�

!2

PN� 2(t) + : : :

Sincedt is in�nitesimal, all terms of higher order than linear indt can be set to zero. We
proceed to get

�
dPN

dt

�����
t
� �

PN(t + dt) � PN(t)
dt

= PN� 1(t) � PN(t)

We multiply byet=� and obtain

d
d(t=�)

�
PN(t)et=�

�
= PN� 1(t)et=�

which by induction leads to

dN

d(t=�)N

�
PN(t)et=�

�
= P0(t)et=� = 1

This is solved by

PN(t) =
(t=�)N

N!
e� t=� (1)

which is a Poisson distribution inN 2 N0. We obtained this general result by simply demand-
ing independence of detection events, hence the term Poisson noise.

The mean value and variance of a Poisson distribution with parametert=� 2 R+ are given
by

hNi = t=�; :::Var(N) � h N2i � h Ni 2 = hNi = t=�

If we are interested in detecting electrons, then the mean measured currenthI i satis�es
hI i = qhNi =t = q=�. The noiseS is proportional to the variance of the number of transmitted
particles. With the correct proportionality factors, one obtains

S =
2q2

t
Var(N) = 2qhI i

The equationS = 2qhI i is a central characteristic of shot noise. We are going to examine
it more closely in the following section:



10 3. Noise

3.3 Derivation through the Wiener-Khintchine theorem

Given a currentI (t), we de�ne its autocorrelation function

RI (� ) B hI(t)I (t � � )i = lim
T!1

1
T

Z T=2

� T=2
dtI(t)I (t � � )

which can be considered to be a measure of the current �uctuations. The noise is de�ned as
its Fourier transform:

S(! ) B
Z 1

�1
d� RI (� )ei!�

We can now make some basic integral calculations:

S(! ) = lim
T!1

1
T

Z T=2

� T=2
dt

Z 1

�1
d� I (t)I (t � � )ei!�

= lim
T!1

1
T

Z T=2

� T=2
dt

Z T=2

� T=2
dt0

Z 1

�1
d� I (t)I (t0)ei!� � (t � t0 � � )

= lim
T!1

1
T

Z T=2

� T=2
dt

Z T=2

� T=2
dt0

Z 1

�1
d� I (t)I (t0)ei!�

Z 1

�1

d! 0

2�
ei! 0(t� t0� � )

By using
R1

�1
d� ei(! � ! 0)� = 2�� (! � ! 0) we obtain

S(! ) = lim
T!1

1
T

Z T=2

� T=2
dtI(t)ei! t

Z T=2

� T=2
dt0I (t0)e� i! t0

This translates to
S(! ) = hĨ (! )Ĩ � (! )i = hj̃I (! )j2i (2)

whereĨ (! ) is the Fourier transform ofI (t). Equation (2) is known as the Wiener-Khintchine
theorem and is the basis for many calculations in statistics and signal processing. It states
that the Fourier transform of the autocorrelation gives the power spectrum; knowledge of the
one is equivalent to the other. Because of this relation,S(! ) is called the (two-sided) power
spectral density (PSD).

We observe thatS(! ) = S(� ! ). Thus, for! � 0 this gives rise to the de�nition

SI (! ) B S(! ) + S(� ! ) = 2S(! ) = 2
Z 1

�1
d� RI (� )ei!�

which is called the one-sided power spectral density or noise.
Now let us consider some simple examples forI (t):

3.3.1 Sharp pulses

In the case that the electrons arrive independently from one another (Poisson process) and
that the duration during which they arrive is negligible compared to the timespan between the
arrival of successive electrons, we can model the current as

I(t) = q
NX

n=1

� (t � tn)
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whereftigare the independent arrival times of the electrons, uniformly randomly distributed
in the interval [� T

2 ; T
2 ]. The average currenthI i is given byhI i = qN

T . The Fourier transform is
given by

Ĩ (! ) = q
Z 1

�1
dtei! t

NX

n=1

� (t � tn) = q
NX

n=1

ei! tn

Thus, the one-sided power spectrum is

SI (! ) = 2hĨ (! )Ĩ � (! )i = lim
T!1

2q2

T

0
BBBBB@

NX

n=1

ei! tn
NX

m=1

e� i! tm

1
CCCCCA

The cross terms (n , m) vanish in the limitT ! 1 because theftigare independent.5 Thus,
we are left with

SI (! ) = lim
T!1

2q2N
T

= 2qhI i

Note that this corresponds exactly to the expected result for shot noise. The spectrum
2qhI i is uniform in all frequencies, it is called white noise.

3.3.2 Rectangular pulses

Suppose that we can no longer neglect the duration of the arrival of the electrons, which
is a more realistic assumption. Then we may model each arriving electron as a rectangular
pulse in our current. Let

r(t) =

8
>><
>>:

1
� ; if t 2 [� �

2; �
2]

0; otherwise

for some electron tick duration� > 0 (note that the integral over each rectangular pulse is
normed to 1) and

I(t) = q
NX

n=1

r(t � tn)

whereftigare the independent arrival times of the electrons, uniformly randomly distributed
in the interval [� T

2 ; T
2 ]. The Fourier transform is given by

Ĩ (! ) = q
NX

n=1

Z 1

�1
dtei! tr(t � tn) = : : : = q

NX

n=1

ei! tn

"
sin(!�= 2)

!�= 2

#

We continue as before

SI (! ) = 2hĨ (! )Ĩ � (! )i = lim
T!1

2q2

T

"
sin(!�= 2)

!�= 2

#2 0
BBBBB@

NX

n=1

ei! tn
NX

m=1

e� i! tm

1
CCCCCA

and obtain

SI (! ) = 2qhI i
"
sin(!�= 2)

!�= 2

#2

This noise is no longer white, but it still reproduces the expected resultSI (0) = 2qhI i . It
falls o� to 0 for ! � 1

5Heuristically, the expectation value of exp[i! (tn � tm)] vanishes, since this term describes a uniform distri-
bution on the unit circle in the complex plane forn , m andT ! 1 . The expectation value is the center of this
circle, i.e. zero.
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3.4 Scattering theory

This chapter only provides a brief overview of the main results of scattering theory that
are of interest in our case; detailed derivations of the following results can be found in [BB00]
and [B9̈2].

The idea of the scattering approach (also called Landauer approach) is to relate the �uctu-
ation properties of the system to its scattering properties. We consider our model of the QPC:
two baths/ leads (left and right) being linked by a sample, which only allows for a single
transverse mode. To this end, we introduce creation and annihilation operators:ay

L(E), aL(E)
create/annihilate electrons that are incoming from the left sample with energyE, while by

L(E),
bL(E) create/annihilate electrons that are outgoing to the left lead with energyE. Similarly,
we introduce operators for the right lead. They obey the usual fermionic anticommutation
rules: letq be the set of all quantum numbers describing an electron, then

ay
q(E)aq0(E0) + aq0(E0)ay

q(E) = � q;q0� (E � E0)

while creation and annihilation operators anticommute with operators of the same nature re-
spectively.

Figure 6: Two-terminal scattering with one transverse channel. [BB00]

The scattering matrixs relates the outgoing current amplitudes to the incoming ones:
 
bL

bR

!
= s

 
aL

aR

!
, wheres �

 
sLL sLR

sRL sRR

!
=

 
r t
t0 r0

!

The generalization to multiple transverse channels is straightforward: individual creation/
annihilation operators are introduced for each channel and the entriesr; t; : : : of the scattering
matrix s are no longer complex numbers but block matrices.

Intuitively speaking, the current leaving the left bath is given by the di� erence between the
number of outgoing electrons (ay

LaL) and incoming electrons (by
LbL). Under the assumption

that the electron velocities vary quite slowly with energy, while the energies of the incoming
and outgoing electrons are relatively close to each other, it can be shown that the current
operator is given by

ÎL(t) =
e

2� ~

Z
dE

�
ay

L(E)aL(E) � by
L(E)bL(E)

�
=

e
2� ~

X

�;�

Z
dE

�
ay

� (E)A�� (E)a� (E)
�
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with A�� = � L� � L� � s�
L� sL� , where we used the de�nition of thes-matrix. We wish to calculate

the mean current by using the fact that
D
ay

� (E)a� (E0)
E

= � �� � (E � E0) f� (E), where f� is the
equilibrium fermionic distribution function

f� (E) =
1

exp
�

E� � �

kBT

�
+ 1

In scattering theory, one additional crucial assumption is made. We assume that our de-
scription includes all possible physical states, which implies that the scattering matrixs is
unitary as each incoming state is transformed into a superposition of our list of outgoing
states. However, this assumption neglects inelastic scattering; for example, an incoming elec-
tron being transformed into two outgoing electrons and one outgoing hole is not part of this
description. Thus, we have to keep in mind that the results of scattering theory are only exact
in the non-interacting regime and in the zero-temperature limit of the interacting regime.

To this end, chapter 7.4.1 of [Sch18] analyzes this loss of 'one-particle probability'. Gen-
erally speaking, our assumption is correct when the chemical potentials are far from the peak
of the potential barrier. The subopen regime, where the chemical potentials are near to the
maximum of the barrier, is problematic and requires more careful treatment due to the domi-
nation of inelastic processes.

From the unitarity ofswe obtainjrj2 + jtj2 = 1 and thus

D
ÎL(t)

E
=

e
2� ~

Z
dE

D
ay

LaL � j r j2ay
LaL � j tj2ay

RaR � r � tay
LaR � rt � ay

RaL

E

=
ejtj2

2� ~

Z
dE( fL(E) � fR(E))

(3)

We used the fact thathay
LaRi = hay

RaLi = 0, as mentioned above.
Here we ignored the energy dependence of thes-matrix, as we are mainly interested in the

relatively narrow energy range at the Fermi level. In fact, the term in the integral vanishes for
energies far from the Fermi level, which makes this a reasonable approximation. In order to
obtain the conductance, we take the derivative of the mean current with respect toVsd = � �= e.
In the zero-temperature limit, the fermionic distribution functions are step functions with the
step at� L (and� R respectively). We obtain

G =
e2

2� ~
jtj2 (4)

This reproduces the expected result, i.e. that the conductivity is given in units ofe2

h at low
temperatures. Note that it is multiplied withjtj2, which can be interpreted as the transmission
probability of a single particle; it is the factor by which the amplitude of the squared norm
of the wave function of an incoming electron is multiplied after being transmitted through
the sample. In the case of multiple transverse channels, the transmission probabilityjtj2 is
replaced with Tr[tyt], i.e. the sum of all eigenvalues of the transmission matrixtyt.

Once again, we are interested in the noise term. Using the de�nition� Î � (t) � Î � (t) � h Î � i ,
the autocorrelation function is de�ned as

S�� (t � t0) =
1
2

D
� Î � (t)� Î � (t0) + � Î � (t0)� Î � (t)

E
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Note that it only depends on the di� erence (t � t0) of the times, since we are in a stationary
state. In order to calculate the noise, which is its Fourier transform

2�� (! + ! 0)S�� (! ) =
D
� Î � (! )� Î � (! 0) + � Î � (! 0)� Î � (! )

E

we employ expressions for the quantum statistical expectation value of the product of four
operatorsa. We obtain for zero-frequency noiseS � SLL(0) = SRR(0) = � SLR(0) = � SRL(0),6

which is our main point of interest, the following result:

S =
e2

2� ~

X


�

Z
dE:A
� (E)A�
 (E)

�
f
 (E)

�
1 � f� (E)

�
+ f� (E)

�
1 � f
 (E)

� �

=
e2

� ~

Z
dE:

(
jtj2

�
fL

�
1 � fL

�
+ fR

�
1 � fR

� �
� j tj2(1 � j tj2)

�
fL � fR

�2
) (5)

In the last line of the equation above, the �rst term in the integral (proportional tojtj2) is
the equilibrium noise contribution, while the last term (which is second order in the Fermi
distribution functions) is the non-equilibrium or shot noise.7

Let us now consider some interesting cases in order to apply this result.

3.4.1 Equilibrium noise

In the case of an equilibriumTL = TR and� L = � R (thusVsd = � �= e = 0) we obtain
f
 = f� and the noise can be calculated to be merely a multiple of equation (4):

S = 4kBTG (6)

Note that this result can also be proven in a more general context where we do not assume
an invariant scattering matrix. [BB00]

3.4.2 Zero temperature noise

In the case thatTL = TR = 0, the fermionic distribution functions become step functions
and the calculation of equation (5) is straightforward and leaves us with the result

S =
e3Vsd

� ~
jtj2(1 � j tj2) (7)

In the case of low transparency (1�j tj2) � 1, we use that the integral in equation (3) simply
gives� � = eVsd and obtain the classic result by Schottky

Scl =
e3Vsd

� ~
jtj2 = 2ehI i

The Fano factorF = S=Scl = (1 � j tj2) 2 [0;1] is a measure of whether the noise is
Poissonian (F = 1) or whether the sample is transparent (F = 0).

6These equalities follow from current conservation, as explained in [BB00].
7In the equilibrium case,fL = fR, which implies that the shot noise term vanishes.
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3.4.3 Constant scattering matrix

In the case thatjtj in equation (5) is energy-independent,8 the remaining integral can be
calculated analytically and the noise term simpli�es to

S =
e2

� ~

"
2kBTjtj2 + eVsdcoth

 
eVsd

2kBT

!
jtj2(1 � j tj2)

#
(8)

This is consistent with the previous results, as it reduces to equation (6) in the equilibrium
caseVsd ! 0 and to equation (7) in the zero temperature caseT ! 0.

8This is well-justi�ed if the temperature and applied voltage are not on the same scale as the scale of the
energy dependence ofs.



4 Keldysh formalism

We employ the (Schwinger-) Keldysh formalism in our description of the QPC, which
is able to treat arbitrary out-of-equilibrium many-body systems. Our goal is to employ an
approach, which will allow us to calculate correlations between physical quantities, i.e. we
wish to evaluate the expectation values of arbitrary observables.

Note that from here on~ = 1 for reasons of simplicity.

4.1 Basic introduction to the closed time contour

Let us consider a quantum many-body system, which is governed by a time-dependent
HamiltonianĤ(t) = Ĥ0(t) + V̂(t), which we decoupled into a single-particle partĤ0(t) and
a partV̂(t), describing the interactions and couping between particles.9 We assume that in
the distant pastt = �1 the system is in equilibrium, i.e. there are no interactions between
particles, while it is described by the density matrix� � � (�1 ). We are interested in the
behavior under time evolution, which generally drives the system away from equilibrium.

OperatorsÔH(t) in the Heisenberg picture evolve in time given byÔH(t) = Û(t0; t)ÔSÛ(t; t0),
whereÛ(t; t0) is the unitary10 time evolution operator.11 As the Hamiltonian operators evalu-
ated at di� erent moments in time do not necessarily commute with each other,Û(t; t0) should
be understood as an in�nite product of evolution operators with instantaneously constant
Hamiltonians

Û(t; t0) = lim
N!1

e� iĤ(t� � t)� te� iĤ(t� 2� t)� t � � � e� iĤ(t� N� t)� te� iĤ(t0)� t

=1 + (� i)
Z t

t0

dt0Ĥ(t0) + (� i)2
Z t

t0

Z t0

t0

dt0dt00TĤ(t0)Ĥ(t00)

: + (� i)3
Z t

t0

Z t0

t0

Z t00

t0

dt0dt00dt000TĤ(t0)Ĥ(t00)Ĥ(t000) + : : :

� T exp
 
� i

Z t

t0

dt0Ĥ(t0)
!

(9)

where� t = (t � t0)=N is the in�nitesimal time step andT denotes time ordering, i.e. the earlier
in time an operator is evaluated the further to the right it stands.

The evolution of the density matrix� (t) is described by the von Neumann Equation

@t� (t) = � i[Ĥ(t); � (t)]

By using the identities@tÛ(t; t0) = � iĤ(t)Û(t; t0) and@t0Û(t; t0) = iÛ(t; t0)Ĥ(t), one ob-
serves that the equation above is solved by

� (t) = Û(t; �1 )� (�1 )Û(�1 ; t) (10)

We assume Tr[� ] = 1, which is satis�ed if� is the density matrix of a physical system.
If � describes a system in equilibrium, it is given by� = 1

Ze� � K̂, where� = 1
kBT andZ =

9The Heisenberg picture will be employed, where operators evolve in time, while wavefunctions are t-
independent.

10[Û(t; t0)]y = Û(t0; t)
11The Schr̈odinger equation takes the form@tÔ(t) = � i[̂ÔH(t); Ĥ(t)] in this convention.
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Tr[e� � K̂]. In the case of the canonical ensembleK̂ = Ĥ, while in the case of the grand
canonical ensemblêK = Ĥ � � N̂. The expectation value of some observableÔ at timet is
de�ned as

hÔi (t) � Tr[Ô� (t)]

Using the invariance of the trace under cyclic permutations, equation (10) and the fact that
Û(�1 ;+1 )Û(+1 ; t) = Û(�1 ; t) and triviallyU(�1 ; t)Û(t; �1 ) = 1, one can show

hÔSi (t) = Tr[ÔÛ(t; �1 )� Û(�1 ; t)]

= Tr[Û(�1 ; t)ÔSÛ(t; �1 )� ]

= Tr[ÔH(t)� ]

=hÔH(t)i

= Tr[Û(�1 ;+1 )Û(+1 ; t)ÔSÛ(t; �1 )� ]

(11)

Read from right to left, the last line corresponds to evolving the initial state forward from
�1 to t, acting on it with the operator̂O, evolving it forward again to+1 and, �nally, evolv-
ing it backwards in time to�1 , as illustrated in �gure 7.

Figure 7: Graphic representation of the Keldysh contour with a single operatorÔ, which is
evaluated at timet (on the forward branch) with initial density matrix� .

Evolution along this closed time contourC is a keystone of the Keldysh formulation. Note
that the operator̂O could also equivalently have been inserted on the backwards branch of the
contour(i.e. the branch which is evolving backwards in time) by writing

Û(�1 ;+1 )Û(+1 ; t)ÔÛ(t; �1 )� = Û(�1 ; t)ÔÛ(t; +1 )Û(+1 ; �1 )�

This alternative representation is illustrated in �gure 8 and is completely equivalent to the
�rst representation.

In general, we are interested in the evolution operator along this closed contourÛC =
Û(�1 ;+1 )Û(+1 ; �1 ). In the case that the Hamiltonian is the same on the forward and
backward branch, the forward-backward evolution brings the system back exactly to the initial
state; we obtain̂UC � 1. By modifying the Hamiltonian to include di� erent contributions on
the forward and backward branch (e.g.Ĥ� (t) = Ĥ0(t) � Ô(t)V(t) ) ÛC becomes nontrivial.
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Figure 8: Graphic representation of the Keldysh contour with a single operatorÔ, which is
evaluated at timet (on the backward branch) with initial density matrix� .

4.2 General correlation functions

We are interested in calculating correlation functions, which depend on more than one
point in time. To that end, let̂OH(t1; : : : ;tn) be an arbitrary operator, composed of creation
and annihilation operators, each acting at either of the timest1; : : : ;tn. Our goal is to calculate
its expectation value. First, we make the simpli�cation thatÔ is of the formÔT̃(ftig)ÔT(ftig),
whereÔT is internally time ordered12, whileÔT̃ is internally anti-time ordered13. For example,
if t1 > t2 > t3 > t4, then

Ô = cy(t4)c(t2)c(t1)cy(t2)c(t3)

has the desired form, withc andcy being annihilation and creation operators respectively. By
applying the previous notions, we obtain (assuming for simplicityt1 > t2 > : : : > tn):

hÔH(ftig)i = Tr[Ô0
n(tn) � � � Ô0

2(t2)Ô
0
1(t1)Ô1(t1)Ô2(t2) � � � Ôn(tn)� ]

= Tr[Û(�1 ; tn)Ô0
nÛ(tn; tn� 1) � � � Û(t3; t2)Ô0

2Û(t2; t1)Ô0
1Û(t1; +1 )

......Û(+1 ; t1)Ô1Û(t1; t2)Ô2Û(t2; t3) � � � Û(tn� 1; tn)ÔnÛ(tn; �1 )� ]Ô0
n� 1

Thus, reading the equation from right to left we are again following the contourC on the
complex plain(�1 ! +1 ! �1 ). The operatorŝO1; : : : ;Ôn are evaluated on the forward
branch, while the operatorŝO0

1; : : : ;Ô0
n are evaluated on the backward branch. This is illus-

trated in �gure 9.

Figure 9: Graphic representation of the Keldysh contour with operatorsÔ1; : : : ;Ôn evaluated
on the forward branch at timest1 > : : : > tn and operatorŝO0

1; : : : ;Ô0
n evaluated on the forward

branch at timest1 > : : : > tn with initial density matrix� .

12T: earlier times go to the right
13T̃: later times go to the right
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One observes that our request forÔ to have a speci�c form can easily be dropped, since
one can always bring the operator to the desired contour-ordered formTCÔ = ÔT̃(ftig)ÔT(ftig)
by using the elementary (anti-)commutator relations of the creation and annihilation opera-
tors.14 Only in the fermionic case, one may pick up a relative minus sign if an uneven amount
of exchanges of creation-annihilation pairs is necessary, while the relative sign is conserved
is the bosonic case.

The methods described up to now are very general and powerful, since we never assumed
to stay in equilibrium under time evolution. Thus, they can be used to describe Hamiltonians
with explicit time dependence, such as in the case of boundary conditions and external �elds.
Also, time in Keldysh formalism always stays on the real axis, without ever taking imaginary
values. Both of these properties are in stark contrast to the Matsubara formalism, which is
used to describe many-body systems in equilibrium.

4.3 Greens functions and Keldysh rotation

We introduce the contour indexes - and+ to denote if an operator is acting on the forward
branch (c� ) or on the backward branch (c+) of C respectively. Given contour indexesj i and
timesti we de�ne the one-particle Green's function as

G j1j j2(t1jt2) � � ihTCcj1(t1)cj2y
(t2)i (12)

Speci�cally, the following relations hold true:

G+j+(t1jt2) = � ihTCc+(t1)c+y(t2)i = � ihT̃c(t1)cy(t2)i

G+j� (t1jt2) = � ihTCc+(t1)c� y(t2)i = � ihc(t1)cy(t2)i

G�j +(t1jt2) = � ihTCc� (t1)c+y(t2)i = � i� hcy(t2)c(t1)i

G�j� (t1jt2) = � ihTCc� (t1)c� y(t2)i = � ihTc(t1)cy(t2)i

where the relative sign� = 1 for bosons and� = � 1 for fermions is picked up from the
(anti-)commutator relations. We get

G+j+(t1jt2) + G�j� (t1jt2) � G+j� (t1jt2) � G�j +(t1jt2)

= � ih(T + T̃)(c(t1)cy(t2)) � c(t1)cy(t2) � � cy(t2)c(t1)i

= � ih
�
c(t1)cy(t2) + � cy(t2)c(t1)

�
� c(t1)cy(t2) � � cy(t2)c(t1)i

= 0

(13)

This linear relation satis�ed by the four Greens functions illustrates a redundancy in our de-
scription. This motivates the choice of another basis, in which the redundant degree of free-
dom is eliminated:

cc =
1

p
2

(c� + c+); :::cq =
1

p
2

(c� � c+)

14UnderTC operators are ordered in the sequence, in which they are transversed in the complex contourC.
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Here we replaced the contour indices+ and� by the Keldysh indices classical (c) and quantum
(q).15 By performing the substitutions using the de�nitions above, we obtain

GK � Gcjc(t1jt2) � � ihTCcc(t1)ccy(t2)i =
1
2

�
G+j+ + G�j� + G+j� + G�j +

�
= G+j� + G�j +

GR � Gcjq(t1jt2) = � � � =
1
2

�
G+j+ � G�j� + G+j� � G�j +

�
= � (t1 � t2)

�
G+j� � G�j +

�

GA � Gqjc(t1jt2) = � � � =
1
2

�
G+j+ � G�j� � G+j� + G�j +

�
= � (t2 � t1)

�
G�j + � G+j�

�

and �nally Gqjq(t1jt2) =
1
2

�
G+j+ + G�j� � G+j� � G�j +

�
= 0

The superscriptsK, R and A stand for Keldysh, retarded and advanced respectively. The
causality structure is such that the advanced component vanishes fort1 > t2, while the retarded
component vanishes in the caset1 < t2.

The last equality in the second and third line holds only fort1 , t2. The caset1 = t2
presents some technical complications16.

We observe thatGR + GA = G+j+ � G�j� from above equations. By observing that time
orderingT and anti-time ordering̃T coincide at equal times, we obtain the useful identity

GR(tjt) + GA(tjt) = 0 (14)

In practice, we will usually be able to neglect the case of equal times in our calculations.
Finally, one can use the (anti)commutation rules to show that fort1 , t2:

h
G+j� (t1jt2)

i �
=

h
� ihc(t1)cy(t2)i

i �
= ihc(t2)cy(t1)i = i� hcy(t1)c(t2)i = � G�j +(t2jt1)

which leads to
h
GR(t1jt2)

i �
=

h
� (t1 � t2)

�
G+j� (t1jt2) � G�j +(t1jt2)

�i �

= � (t1 � t2)
�
G�j +(t2jt1) � G+j� (t2jt1)

�

= GA(t2jt1)

This observation leads to the fact that knowledge ofGR leads to full knowledge ofGA.

4.4 General Greens functions

Let us now consider a general multi-particle system. A particle with quantum numberi
has a corresponding creation operatorcy

i and annihilation operatorci.17 The canonical com-
mutation relationcic

y
i � � cy

i ci = � i j holds. It will prove useful to de�ne the multi-particle
Greens functions:

G jj j0

sjs0(tjt0) = (� i)n
D
TCcj1

s1
(t1) � � � cjn

sn
(tn)c

j0n
s0
n

y
(t0n) � � � c

j01
s0
1

y
(t01)

E

15The names 'classical' and 'quantum' stem from the following fact: in a purely classical con�guration the
action on the forward part of the branch is canceled by that on the backward part. This corresponds to a vanishing
quantum componentcq = 0, which impliesc+ = c� , as one would expect in the classical case.

16We can resolve the ordering ambiguity of creation and annihilation operators acting at the same time by
using the de�nitionTcy(t)c(t) = 1

2cy(t)c(t) + 1
2 � c(t)cy(t) of the continuous time formalism.

17In this context,i is the set of all quantum numbers necessary to specify the creation or annihilation operator
of the particle.
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wherej, j0 are n-component vectors whose entries are either+ or � (this determines on which
part of the contourC the corresponding operator is inserted on),s, s0 are n-component vectors
containing the quantum numbers of the operators andt, t0 are n-component vectors specifying
the times at which the operators act. In this case, we only considered operators that contain
an equal number of creation and annihilation operators, which is su� cient for the description
of the QPC.

Analogous to the one-particle case, we can generalize the notion of the Keldysh rotation,
which is going to prove quite useful. Let Greek letters� 2 fc; qgn denote n-component vectors
of Keldysh indices, while Latin lettersj 2 f+; �g n denote n-component vectors of real indexes.
In the one-particle case (n = 1), we had de�ned the transformation

G� j� =
X

j;k2f+;�g n

(D� 1)� j jG jjkDkj� (15)

where
D+jq = �

1
p

2
; :::D�j q = D�j c =

1
p

2

(D� 1)qj+ = �
1

p
2

; :::(D� 1)qj� = (D� 1)cj� =
1

p
2

The generalization of this transformation is the implicit summation over all internal in-
dices

D jj� =
nY

k=1

D jkj� k

where equation (15) still applies.
Let us consider two characteristic examples of the inverse transformation, which is going

to be useful later on18:

G�j + =
X

�;� 2fc;qg

D�j � G� j� (D� 1)� j+ =
1
2

(Gcjc � Gcjq + Gqjc � Gqjq) =
1
2

(GK � GR + GA � 0)

G��j ++ =
X

�;� 02f1;2g2

D��j � G� j� (D� 1)� 0j++ =
X

� 1;� 2;� 3;� 4

D�j � 1D�j � 2G� 1� 2j� 3� 4(D� 1)� 3j+(D� 1)� 4j+

=
1
2

X

� 3;� 4

G� 1� 2j� 3� 4(D� 1)� 3j+(D� 1)� 4j+ =
1
4

X

� 1;� 2;� 3;� 4

(� 1)� 3+� 4G� 1� 2j� 3� 4

The generalized Keldysh rotation again has the bene�t of transforming our correlation
functions into a basis with useful properties. Recall: in the one-particle case we hadGqjq = 0.
More generally, the ordering of operators under contour orderingTC does not change if the
operator corresponding to the largest time is moved between the+ and� branch. Since the
quantum Keldysh component takes the di� erence between the+ and� contour, it vanishes
whenever the largest time is quantum. As a result,Gq���qjq���q = 0 and, furthermore,Gcq���qjq���q is
retarded, i.e. it is only non-zero ift1 is the largest time.

Another useful property of our description up to this point stems from the fact that the
initial state� is stationary, since it describes the system in equilibrium. Hence, it obeys time

18We denote (� 1)� +� �

8
>><
>>:
1 , if � = �
� 1 , if � , �
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translational invariance, which implies that an expression such ashTCcj1(t1)cj2y(t2)i depends
only on the time interval (t1 � t2) rather than the concrete values oft1 andt2. Generally, the
n-particle Greens function depends on 2n� 1 time arguments. Thus, the single-particle Greens
function satis�es

G(tjt0) = G(t � t0j0) C G(t � t0)

As a result, we obtain for the Fourier transform

G jj j0

sjs0(! j! 0) B
"

dtdt0ei(! t� ! 0t0)G jj j0

sjs0(tjt0)

=
"

dtdt0ei(! t� ! 0t0)G jj j0

sjs0(t � t0)

= 2�� (! � ! 0)
Z

dtGjj j0

sjs0(t) C 2�� (! � ! 0)G jj j0

sjs0(! )

(16)

4.5 Interaction picture

Now our goal is the development a diagrammatic language, which will allow us to easily
calculate the Greens functions de�ned above for any HamiltonianĤ = Ĥ0 + V̂. To this
end, we employ the interaction picture of quantum mechanics. In the interaction picture,
wavefunctions and operators evolve according to

j I (t)i = ÛI (0; t)j S(t)i

ÔI (t) = ÛI (t0; t)ÔSÛI (t; t0);

with ÛI (t; t0) = exp
�

� iH0(t � t0)
�

unitary19

wherej S(t)i is the wavefunction in the Schrödinger picture. Thus

j I (t)i = ÛI (0; t)j S(t)i = ÛI (0; t)Û(t; t0)j S(t0)i = ÛI (0; t)Û(t; t0)ÛI (t0; 0)j I (t0)i

i.e. the evolution of the wave function is given by ˆu(t; t0) B ÛI (0; t)Û(t; t0)ÛI (t0; 0) and
j I (t)i = û(t; t0)j I (t0)i . From the de�nition ofû follow several interesting properties:

� û is unitary, i.e. [û(t; t0)]y = û(t0; t)

� û(t1; t2)û(t2; t3) = û(t1; t3)

� û(t1; t2)û(t2; t1) = 1

Now we derive the equation of motion ofj I (t)i from the Schr̈odinger equation:20

i@tj I (t)i = i@t

�
eiH0tj S(t)i

�

= � H0eiH0tj S(t)i + eiH0ti@tj S(t)i

= � H0eiH0tj S(t)i + eiH0t(H0 + VS)j S(t)i

= eiH0tVSj S(t)i

= eiH0tVSe� iH0tj I (t)i

=) i@tj I (t)i = VI (t)j I (t)i

19[ÛI (t; t0)]y = ÛI (t0; t)
20Note thatĤ0 is time-independent in the interaction picture. This follows from the fact thatĤ0 commutes

with ÛI andÛI (t0; t)ÛI (t; t0) = 1.
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By insertingj I (t)i = û(t; t0)j I (t0)i into the last equation we obtain

i@tû(t; t0) = V̂I (t)û(t; t0)

This equation is solved by the in�nite series (compare comprehensive notation to equation
(9)):21

û(t; t0) = T exp
 
� i

Z t

t0

dt0V̂I (t0)
!

By using� (t) = Û(t; �1 )� (�1 )Û(�1 ; t) (equation (10)) and the fact that� andH0 com-
mute if H0 contains no interaction terms, it follows (compare with equation (11)):

hÔi (t) =hÔH(t)i = Tr[Û(�1 ; t)ÔSÛ(t; �1 )� ]

= Tr[Û(�1 ; t)ÛI (t; 0)ÔI (t)ÛI (0; t)Û(t; �1 )� ]

= Tr
h�

ÛI (�1 ; 0)ÛI (0; �1 )
�
Û(�1 ; t)ÛI (t; 0)ÔI (t)ÛI (0; t)Û(t; �1 )�

i

=
D
ÛI (0; �1 )Û(�1 ; t)ÛI (t; 0)ÔI (t)ÛI (0; t)Û(t; �1 )ÛI (�1 ; 0)

E

=
D
û(�1 ; t)ÔI (t)û(t; �1 )

E

=
D
û(t; �1 )yÔI (t)û(t; �1 )

E

=
*�

T̃ exp
�

+ i
Z t

�1
dt0V̂I (t0)

� �
ÔI (t)

�
T exp

�
� i

Z t

�1
dt0V̂I (t0)

� �+

Having two di� erent time orderings in the last equation follows from the fact that we have
a forward and a backward evolution in time. Once again, we are free to choose our contour
indices� and+ in order to get

hÔi (t) =
*�

T̃ exp
�

+ i
Z t

�1
dt0V̂+

I (t0)
� �

Ô�
I (t)

�
T exp

�
� i

Z t

�1
dt0V̂�

I (t0)
� �+

=
*
TC

�
exp

�
+ i

Z t

�1
dt0V̂+

I (t0)
�
Ô�

I (t) exp
�

� i
Z t

�1
dt0V̂�

I (t0)
� �+

=
*
TC

�
exp

�
+ i

Z 1

�1
dt0V̂+

I (t0) � i
Z 1

t
dt0V̂�

I (t0)
�
Ô�

I (t) exp
�

� i
Z t

�1
dt0V̂�

I (t0)
� �+

=
*
TC

�
exp

�
� i

� Z �1

1
dt0V̂+

I (t0) +
Z 1

�1
dt0V̂�

I (t0)
��

Ô�
I (t)

�+

We could also have chosen+ as the contour index of̂OI (t) and would then have made a
similar calculation to the right side of the operator.

The most suggestive way to write the last line is

hÔi (t) =

*
TC

�
exp

�
� i

� R�1

1
dt0V̂+

I (t0) +
R1

�1
dt0V̂�

I (t0)
��

Ô�
I (t)

�+

*
TC

�
exp

�
� i

� R�1

1
dt0V̂+

I (t0) +
R1

�1
dt0V̂�

I (t0)
��� + (17)

21This can be easily checked by inserting the solution directly intoi@tj I (t)i = VI (t)j I (t)i and comparing the
terms with the same power ofV̂ on both sides.
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where the term in the denominator is equal to 1. Equation (17) has a diagrammatic interpre-
tation, which is going to be discussed in the following section.

4.6 Wick's theorem

We may expand equation (17) in the powers of the interaction to obtain

hÔi (t) =
1X

n=0

(� i)n

n!

X

j2f+;�g n

(� j1) � � � (� jn)
Z 1

�1
dtn � � � dt1

D
TCV̂ jn

I (tn) � � � V̂ j1
I (t1)Ô�

I (t)
E

(18)

A powerful tool to calculate such expectation values as in the above expression is Wick's
Theorem.

To that end, one needs to introduce a few concepts �rst. We can express the operators
V̂I (t) andOI (t) in terms of creation and annihilation operators

h
cj

s

i

I
(t),

h
cj

s
yi

I
(t). Each such

substitution yields a block of creation and annihilation operators with identical time argument.
We may de�ne contour orderingTC so that the internal ordering of such blocks of operators
is left unchanged.

Let c̃j
s be either a creation or an annihilation operator. The contraction between two oper-

ators is de�ned as h
c̃j

s

i
(t)

h
c̃j0

s0

i
(t0) B

�
TC

h
c̃j

s

i
(t)

h
c̃j0

s0

i
(t0)

�

We observe that the contraction between two creation or two annihilation operators van-
ishes if our dynamics conserve the particle number, which is the case for most applications.
We de�ne the total pairingP as the sum over all permutations of complete pairwise contrac-
tions

P(c̃1 � � � c̃n) B
�
c̃1c̃2c̃3c̃4 � � � c̃n� 2c̃n� 1c̃n

�
+

�
c̃1c̃2c̃3c̃4 � � � c̃n� 2c̃n� 1c̃n

�
+ : : :

Simple combinatorics shows us that there are a total ofn(n � 1)=2 such permutations in
this sum. Before evaluating above expression, the operators in each summand have to be
permuted in such a way that operators which are contracted to each other are adjacent. In the
fermionic case one picks up a relative (� 1) sign for odd permutations.

Wick's theorem (in the special case of applying the vacuum expectation value) connects
the contour ordered expectation value of arbitrary creation and annihilation operators to their
total pairing: �

TC

h
c̃j

s1

i
(t1) � � �

h
c̃j

sn

i
(tn)

�
= P

�h
c̃j

s1

i
(t1) � � �

h
c̃j

sn

i�
(19)

This allows us to calculatehÔi (t) from equation (18) by applying the diagram rules result-
ing from Wick's theorem. These so-called diagram rules are just a helpful way of visualizing
terms from the powers of the interaction Hamiltonian (see equation (18)). Let us examine
some examples:

Time dependence will not be explicitly denoted for the rest of this section, while all oper-
ators are assumed to be evaluated in the interaction picture, i.e. all creation and annihilation
operators are evolved under the free Hamiltonian, which includes no interactions. The dia-
grammatic representation ofG�j + = � ihTCc� c+yi = � ic� c+y is a line between an incoming�
annihilation operator to an outgoing+ creation operator. By convention, arrows are directed
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from annihilation to creation operators. Similarly,G+j� corresponds to a line between an in-
coming+ line and an outgoing� line, whileG+j+ corresponds to an incoming and outgoing
+ line. This diagrammatic way of thinking can also be applied to operators with Keldysh
indices. For example,GR = Gcjq corresponds to a vertex between an incoming classical line
and an outgoing quantum line.

Now let us examine an interaction Hamiltonian of the form

V̂(t) =
g
2

(ccycqycccc + ccyccycccq + cqyccycqcq + cqycqycqcc) (20)

For example, the �rst summand corresponds to a vertex with two incoming classical lines,
one outgoing classical line and one outgoing quantum line, while the second summand cor-
responds to a vertex with one incoming classical line, one incoming quantum line and two
outgoing classical lines.g=2 is called the vertex factor of each of these vertices. Some exam-
ples of this diagrammatic way of thinking are illustrated in �gure 10.

Figure 10: [Kam11] (a) Graphic representation ofGR, GA andGK. Full lines represent clas-
sical �eld components� cl, while dashed lines represent the quantum components� q. Arrows
are directed from annihilation operators towards the the creation ones, i.e. from� to �̄ . (b)
Graphic representation of the �rst two vertices in equation (20), including vertex factors. The
last two terms correspond to the same diagrams under complex conjugation, i.e. with the
direction of all arrows reversed.

It is simple to check thathTCV̂i = 0. Firstly, the contour ordered expectation value of
the last two terms vanishes becausehTCcqcqyi = 0. By applying the de�nitions of the Greens
functions and Wick's Theorem to the �rst two terms, we obtain

D
TCccycqycccc

E
= 2GR(tjt)GK(tjt):::and:::

D
TCccyccycccq

E
= 2GA(tjt)GK(tjt)

The sum of these two terms vanishes because of the identity in equation (14).
One can calculate the higher powers of the interaction term in a similar manner, for exam-

plehTCV̂(t1)V̂(t2)i = 0. In fact, it can be shown thathTCVni = 0 for all n 2 N.22

22Chapter 5, [Kam11]
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To sum up, one notices that the diagram rules in this formalism are completely analogous
to the Feynman rules in other quantum �eld theories. The main di� erence lies in the existence
of an additional contour indexj 2 f+; �g for each internal vertex. To evaluate such a diagram,
we sum over all possible permutations of contractions. This corresponds to a summation over
all possible internal indices in the diagrammatic representation.

It is important to note that no disconnected23 diagrams contribute to our in�nite sum. The
denominator in equation (17) plays the role of canceling out all such diagrams.

After this introduction, let us consider how the non-interacting baths from section 2.3 can
be included in our expansion, which up to now only treats the interaction Hamiltonian of
our system, the QPC. We assume that the baths are coupled to the outer sites of the tight-
binding chain with a coupling constant� , which corresponds to an electron traveling between
the bath and the chain. Let the Greens function describing the free evolution of electrons in
the baths beGlead. We now construct the complete set of diagrams of both the baths and the
QPC, by starting from the diagrams of the QPC as constructed above and adding additional
diagrams in powers of� . Since there are no interactions in the bath, all diagrams linear
in � are irrelevant, as they describe electrons escaping the system. At second order in� , one
Greens functionG0

QPC from our existing diagrams is respectively changed toG0
QPC� Glead� G0

QPC,
which corresponds to propagation in the QPC, hopping to the lead, propagation in the lead,
hopping to the QPC and, �nally, propagation in the QPC. All orders are implemented by
exchangingG0

QPC with
P

n G0
QPC(� Glead� G0

QPC)
n. This is a geometric sum, i.e. we replace

G0
QPC with G0

QPC(1 � � Glead� G0
QPC)

� 1. Equivalently this corresponds to replacingG0
QPC with

(G0
QPC

� 1 � � Glead� )� 1. This simple replacement is all we need to do here to take the interaction
with the baths into account.

4.7 Fluctuation dissipation theorem

The FDT is a general and powerful property of physical systems. It connects the response
of a system to perturbations to its equilibrium �uctuation properties. Heuristically speaking,
the response of a system to �uctuations is similar to its response to small perturbations from
the equilibrium state. Speci�cally, it gives a relation between the response and correlation
functions of a system in thermodynamical equilibrium.

In our formalism, for fermionic particles it takes the form

GK(! ) = tanh
� ! � �

2T

� �
GR(! ) � GA(! )

�
(21)

Note that this equation only holds in the equilibrium case, i.e. only if the temperatures and
chemical potentials of the baths surrounding the QPC are the same. A complete derivation
that only relies on the conventions and de�nitions which are used in this thesis can be found
in [Jak10].

4.8 Free and exact propagators

It is very important to distinguish in the de�nition of the Greens functions whether the
operators are evaluated in the Heisenberg picture or in the interaction picture. In the former,

23A disconnected diagram is a diagram with two or more connected components.
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the full interaction Hamiltonian is factored into the time evolution of the operators, while in
the latter case the operators do not 'see' the interactions between particles. Thus, the free
one-particle Greens function, also called the free propagator, is de�ned as

ĝj1j j2
s1js2

(t1jt2) � � i
D
TC

h
cj1

s1

i

I
(t1)

h
cj2

s2

yi

I
(t2)

E

while the full / dressed/ exact Greens function is de�ned as

Ĝ j1j j2
s1js2

(t1jt2) � � i
D
TC

h
cj1

s1

i

H
(t1)

h
cj2

s2

yi

H
(t2)

E

In order to obtain this exact propagator, which is an object of central interest for our con-
siderations, one must �rst calculate the free propagator. This is done thoroughly in Appendix
A. It is shown that the free propagator of a fermionic system in frequency space is given by

ĝR(� ) =
1

� � � 0 + i0

ĝA(� ) =
1

� � � 0 � i0
ĝK(� ) = � 2� i(1 � 2nF(� 0))� (� � � 0)

(22)

wherenF(� 0) = (e� (� 0� � ) + 1)� 1 is the fermionic equilibrium distribution function and the in-
�nitesimal term� i0 is to be understood as a prescription for calculations involving integration
through the residue theorem.

Now we turn our attention to the derivation of the exact propagator. Since interactions can
no longer be neglected, it does not su� ce to only consider the bare action of the system (i.e.
the action that does not include any interactions). Instead, the interaction action which stems
from the interaction Hamiltonian has to be added to the total action. This is treated formally
in Appendix B.

From here on, our argumentation will mainly be diagrammatic, since this is the most
intuitive and fast approach. Note that the rigorous de�nition of the diagrammatic language
makes this approach self-contained and not any less rigorous than any other approach. For
further reading, books like [Neg18] and [FW03] are recommended.

4.8.1 Dyson equation

The one-particle irreducible diagrams are de�ned as the Feynman diagrams which can't be
cut into two disconnected parts by removing a single line from the interior of the digram. The
self-energŷ� is de�ned as the sum of the inner parts of all one-particle irreducible propagator
diagrams (with the two external legs cut o� ). The self-energy is an extremely important
quantity, since calculating the self-energy allows us to evaluate the exact propagator.

One can express the exact propagator diagrammatically in terms of the free-propagator
and the self-energy, as demonstrated in �gure 11.

Translated into an equation, this means

Ĝ = ĝ + ĝ � �̂ � ĝ + ĝ � �̂ � ĝ � �̂ � ĝ + : : :

The� symbol stands for a convolution of space-time coordinates along with a multiplica-
tion of the respective (2� 2) Greens matrices (indexed by the Keldysh indices 1 and 2). We
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Figure 11: Diagrammatic Dyson series of the full Greens function. The self-energy blocks�̂
are to be understood as the sum of all one-particle irreducible diagrams.

observe that the equation above simpli�es to

Ĝ = ĝ + ĝ � �̂ � Ĝ

which, written explicitly, is the same as

G jj j0

sjs0(tjt0) = gjj j0

sjs0(tjt0) +
X

i;i0

Z

u;u0

"
:d�: d� 0:gjji

sju(tj� )� iji0

uju0(� j� 0)Gi0j j0

u0js0(� 0jt0)

This equation is the famous Dyson equation. We solve it by bringingĜ to the left side and
obtain

Ĝ =
�
ĝ� 1 � �̂

� � 1
(23)

with the convention that� 1 means inversion of the Greens matrix. The Greens matrixĜ has
the structure (2� 2) in Keldysh components, while the sub-matricesGR, GA andGK may be
arbitrarily complicated.

By using the results from the calculation of the free propagator and by evaluating the
self-energy through Wick's theorem, we are thus able to calculate the exact one-particle prop-
agator.

4.8.2 Multiple particles

Similar to the one-particle propagator, whose diagrammatic representation consists of one
incoming and one outgoing line, we are also interested in multi-particle Greens functions. For
example, a two-particle Greens functionG� 1� 2j� 3� 4

i1i2ji3i4
(t1; t2jt3; t4) = �

D
TCc� 1

i1
(t1)c

� 2
i2

(t2)c
� 3
i3

y(t3)c4
i4

y(t4)
E

consists of two external and two internal legs, with the the two-particle interaction in between.
Similar to the self-energy in the one-particle case, we de�ne the two-particle vertex func-

tion 
 � 1� 2j� 3� 4
i1i2ji3i4

(t1; t2jt3; t4) as the sum of all one-particle irreducible diagrams, which have two
incoming and two outgoing legs that have been cut o� . Our goal is to connect
 andG.

To that end, consider the object

Gc
� 1� 2j� 3� 4
i1i2ji3i4

(t1; t2jt3; t4) = � i � G� 1j� 1
i1j j1

(t1)G
� 2j� 2
i2j j2

(t2)

� 1� 2j� 3� 4
j1 j2j j3 j4

(t1; t2jt3; t4)G
� 3j� 3
j3ji3

(t3)G
� 4j� 4
j4ji4

(t4) (24)

where summation over all double indices� and j is implicit. Essentially, we have connected
two incoming and two outgoing one-particle propagators to the vertex function (which in itself
has had its external legs cut o� ) and summed over all possible combinations of such legs, given
external indices� andi. The resulting objectGc is called the 'connected Greens function';
by de�nition it is the sum of all one-particle irreducible diagrams with two incoming and two
outgoing legs.
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The full Greens function contains more diagrams than the connected one. It contains the
diagrams in which the �rst incoming leg is connected to the �rst outgoing leg, while the sec-
ond incoming leg is connected to the second outgoing leg - without these two connections
being joined together through any vertices. Additionally, it also contains the diagrams, in
which the �rst incoming leg is connected to the second outgoing leg, while the second incom-
ing leg is connected to the �rst outgoing leg. By adding these two types of diagrams toGc,
we obtain the full two-particle Greens function. Translated into a formula, this means

G� 1� 2j� 3� 4
i1i2ji3i4

(t1; t2jt3; t4) = Gc
� 1� 2j� 3� 4
i1i2ji3i4

(t1; t2jt3; t4)+
�
G� 1j� 3

i1ji3
(t1jt3)G

� 2j� 4
i2ji4

(t2jt4) � G� 1j� 4
i1ji4

(t1jt4)G
� 2j� 3
i2ji3

(t2jt3)
�

The minus sign in the equation above comes from the anti-commutativity of fermions
under the exchange of two external legs. The more intuitive diagrammatic representation of
this equation can be seen in �gure 12.

Figure 12: Diagrammatic representation of the connected two-particle Greens function in
terms of the two- and one-particle Greens functions

For more than two particles, exactly the same diagrammatic argument can be made by
de�ning the n-particle vertex function and expressing the fulln-particle Greens function
through (n � 1)-particle Greens functions and the connectedn-particle Greens function.

Thus, we can calculate anyn-particle Greens function by evaluating then-particle vertex
function.



5 Description of physical observables

The goal of this chapter is the derivation of expressions for the various physical observ-
ables of a QPC in the framework of the Keldysh formalism.

5.1 The Hamiltonian

In section 2.3 we already brie�y discussed our basic assumptions about the QPC, namely
our neglect of phonons and impurities, the short-ranged nature of the Coulomb force and our
modeling of the QPC as a one dimensional tight-binding chain withN discrete sites, while
the sites indexed 1 andN are coupled to the leads that are in equilibrium.

Let cy
j be the creation operator of an electron at sitej andcj the corresponding annihilation

operator. The additional index� 2 f" ; #gdenotes spin. We are interested in the case of a single
transverse mode.

Our general QPC-Hamiltonian24 under the presence of no magnetic �eld25 is thus given
by

ĤQPC =
X

j; j0;�

t j0j;� cy
j0;� cj;� +

X

j; j0
vj j0cy

j;" cj;" c
y
j0;#cj0;# (25)

where we have used the same conventions as in [Sch18].
The �rst term describes the binding between two adjacent sites and thus models the exter-

nal potential along the QPC.

t j0j;� = � j0� j j0+1 + � j � j+1j0

where� j is the hopping parameter between the sitesj � 1 and j.
The second term in the Hamiltonian describes the electron-electron interaction and is mod-

eled by
vj j0 = � j j0U j

whereU j is the interaction strength.

5.2 The current

We de�ne the site-resolved current at sitej as the change in particle number in the system
to the left of sitej + 1:

Î j B � e
X

i� j

�ni (26)

Note that this expression is independent ofj in theory. For reasons of clarity, we assume
implicit summation over spin indices from this point, whenever they are omitted.

24Here we do not include the interaction with the baths, which is considered and fully accounted for in section
4.6.

25We are mainly interested in the case of a vanishing magnetic �eldh = 0 in this thesis. In the caseh , 0, the
term

�
�

P
j;�

� h
2 cy

j;� c j;�

�
has to be added to the Hamiltonian, so that the energy contribution from the magnetic

�eld is accounted for.
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Using the Hamiltonian, one obtains

X

i� j

�ni =
i
~

h
ĤQPC;

X
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i

=
i
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h
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y
j+1cj + t j j+1c

y
j cj+1:; :
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i
+

iU i

~

h
cy

i;" ci;" c
y
i;#ci;#;

X

i� j

ni

i

where we used the fact that the sum of all particles which are left of sitej + 1 commutes with
terms that describe the hopping of particles left of that site, since it is invariant under such
hoppings. Thus, only the only hopping term remaining is the one connecting the sitesj and
j + 1. We also observe that the product of two identical fermionic operators vanishes because
of the anti-commutation rules, i.e.cqcq = cy

qc
y
q = 0. This implies that the entire second term

vanishes. By applying this identity and the fermionic anti-commutation rules in each step, we
are left with26
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Thus, the site-resolved current in terms of creation and annihilation operators is given by

Î j = �
ie� j

~

�
cy

j+1cj � cy
j cj+1

�
(27)

In order the calculate the mean current, we introduce contour indices so as to express
everything in terms of Greens functions:

hÎ j i =
ie� j
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D
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By performing the Keldysh rotationG�j + = (GK + GA � GR)=2 and transforming to Fourier
space, we obtain

hÎ j i = �
e� j

2~

Z
d!
2�

�
GK

jj j+1(! ) + GA
jj j+1(! ) � GR

jj j+1(! ) + GK
j+1j j(! ) + GA

j+1j j(! ) � GR
j+1j j(! )

�

26Additionally, note that any contributions from a magnetic �eldh , 0 in the Hamiltonian vanish, since
particle number operators commute.
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5.3 The noise

Our main goal is the calculation and description of the noise term in the QPC. Given
the current operatorŝI j(t j) and Îk(tk) at two distinct sites (j andk) and times (t j andtk), the
autocorrelation function of the current is de�ned as

S jk =
1
2

h� Î j � Îk + � Îk� Î j i (28)

where� Î = Î � h Î i . Note that the autocorrelation is de�ned in such a way that it is the
expectation value of a self-adjoint operator.

First, let us assume thatj < fk � 1; k; k + 1g. This restriction ensures that all annihilation
and creation operators withj-indices anti-commute with operators containing ak-index. By
using this fact and our previous calculations about the site-resolved current, we obtain
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E
�

D
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Now it is time to insert contour indices in order to introduce Greens functions:
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and thus, by using the de�nition of the Greens function and equation (27), we obtain the
following result:

S jk = �
e2� j � k

~2

�
G��j ++

k+1; jjk; j+1 + G��j ++
k; j+1jk+1; j � G��j ++
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�

�
e2� j � k

~2

�
G�j +

jj j+1 � G�j +
j+1j j)(G

�j +
kjk+1 � G�j +

k+1jk

� (29)

Recall the resultSLL = SRR = � SLR = � SRL from scattering theory (section 3.4). As-
suming we model our QPC as a tight binding chain with sites indexed by 0;1;2; : : : ;N , this
translates toS00 = SNN = � S0N = � SN0. Qualitatively, this means that one would expect
the casej = k to lead to a similar result as in equation (29). After some calculations, which
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require the careful application of the anti-commutation rules and which are performed in Ap-
pendix C, one obtains

Skk = �
e2� 2

k
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�

which is exactly equal to the previous case in equation (29) with an additional third term.
Note that we are mainly interested in the noise, which is the Fourier transform of the

autocorrelation function. A Greens function of the formGkjk is constant in time, since it only
depends on the di� erence of its time arguments (tkjtk), as already shown.27 Thus, the entire
additional term is time-independent and, therefore, only adds a� (! ) contribution to the noise
term, which we will neglect for now. As a result, the casej = k is qualitatively the same for
our purposes and we can continue our derivation of the noise term with equation (29).

The second line in equation (29) (which comes from the product of the mean currents) is
also constant in time, following exactly the same argumentation. This also makes sense from
a physical standpoint, as the mean current is time-invariant.

We are now going to express the two-particle Greens functions in terms of connected
Greens functions (see section 4.8.2):
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(30)

and are left with a far more simpli�ed result, where no more constant terms are left. Phys-
ically, the subtraction of the product of the mean currents eliminated all contributions that
were constant in time. Once again, we note that all Greens functions in the term above do not
depend on the individual timest j andtk, but only on the di� erence (t j � tk).28

We are interested in calculating the noise

S jk(! ) =
Z

d(t j � tk)ei! (t j � tk)S jk (31)

which is the Fourier transform of the autocorrelation function with respect to its time argu-
ment. We consider the contributions from the two-particle Greens functions and the one-
particle functions separately, i.e. from here on we denote29

S jk(! ) � T 1
jk(! ) + T 2

jk(! )

27see section 4.4.
28see section 4.4.
29T 2 includes all terms that consist ofGc, while T 1 includes the rest of the terms. Note thatT 2 = 0 by

de�nition if we consider a non-interacting system.
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Each of these two terms will now be treated individually. Generally, we wish to transform
everything to frequency space, as we have already done in section 4.8.

5.3.1 One-particle contribution

From equation (30) we obtain that the one-particle term of the noise is given by
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By transforming all Greens functions to Fourier space we obtain

T 1
jk(! ) =

e2� j � k

~2

Z
d(t j � tk)

Z
d! 1

2�

Z
d! 2

2�

Z
d! 3

2�

Z
d! 4

2�
ei! (t j � tk)e� i! 1tke� i! 2t j ei! 3tkei! 4t j

(
G�j +

k+1j j+1(! 1j! 4)G
�j +
jjk (! 2j! 3) + G�j +

kj j (! 1j! 4)G
�j +
j+1jk+1(! 2j! 3)

� G�j +
kj j+1(! 1j! 4)G

�j +
jjk+1(! 2j! 3) � G�j +

k+1j j(! 1j! 4)G
�j +
j+1jk(! 2j! 3)

)

=
e2� j � k

~2

Z
d(t j � tk)

Z
d! 1

2�

Z
d! 2

2�

Z
d! 3

2�

Z
d! 4

2�
ei! (t j � tk)e� i! 1tke� i! 2t j ei! 3tkei! 4t j

2�� (! 1 � ! 4) � 2�� (! 2 � ! 3)
(
G�j +

k+1j j+1(! 1)G
�j +
jjk (! 2) + G�j +

kj j (! 1)G
�j +
j+1jk+1(! 2)

123456789012345678901234� G�j +
kj j+1(! 1)G

�j +
jjk+1(! 2) � G�j +

k+1j j(! 1)G
�j +
j+1jk(! 2)

)

where we used equation (16). This leads to
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5.3.2 Two-particle contribution

Similarly, equation (30) implies
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As before, we use the fact thatGc only depends on three frequencies and denote this as
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By eliminating the! 4-integral, we are left with
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The time integral yields a� -distribution, which allows us to eliminate the! 3-integral. Finally,
we are left with

T 2
jk(! ) =

e2� j � k

~2

Z
d! 1

2�

Z
d! 2

2�

�
Gc

��j ++
k; jjk+1; j+1 + Gc

��j ++
k+1; j+1jk; j � Gc

��j ++
k+1; jjk; j+1 � Gc

��j ++
k; j+1jk+1; j

�
(! 1; ! 2; ! + ! 1)

(33)

5.4 General properties of the noise

We will now prove several general and useful properties of the physical quantities under
consideration:

� Recall the de�nition of the autocorrelation function and the fact that it only depends on
the di� erence of its time arguments:

S jk(t � t0) B S jk(tjt0) =
1
2

h� Î j(t)� Îk(t0) + � Îk(t0)� Î j(t)i

From this we obtain

S jk(t) =
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2

h� Î j(t)� Îk(0) + � Îk(0)� Î j(t)i =
1
2

h� Îk(0)� Î j(t) + � Î j(t)� Îk(0)i = Sk j(� t)

Thus, we have shown the following general identity for the noise:

S jk(! ) = Sk j(� ! ) (34)



36 5. Description of physical observables

� We have already shown in section 4.3:
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By applying this result to the one-particle contribution in equation (30), one obtains
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Note that all time arguments in the equation above are implicit.30 This translates to
h
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Thus, in Fourier space, we obtain
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� One can use the basic de�nition of the Greens functions to derive the following iden-
tity:31
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By applying this to equation (30) we obtain
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In Fourier space, this becomes

h
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jk(� ! ) (36)

� By combining equations (35) and (36), we conclude

h
S jk(! )

i �
= S jk(� ! ) (37)

Note that this serves as a self-consistency check for our calculations. This identity also
follows immediately from the fact thatS jk(t) is real, since it is de�ned as the expectation
value of a self-adjoint operator.

30An index j corresponds to timet j and an indexk corresponds to timetk.
31see [Jak10]
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� In the case of an equilibrium, i.e.� L = � R andTL = TR, and if the potential barrier
in the QPC is symmetric, then all physical observables are invariant under parity trans-
formations. In particular, the identityS1N(! ) = SN1(! ) holds. By combining this with
equations (34) and (37), one immediately obtains

S1N(! ) = S1N(� ! ) = [S1N(! )] � in equilibrium case (38)

i.e. the noise between the left and right lead is real and symmetric around! = 0 in
equilibrium.

� In section 3.3.2 we demonstrated that shot noise is non-white under the assumption that
the arrival times of the individual electrons cannot be neglected. Speci�cally, under the
assumption that the electron detection events can be modelled as rectangular pulses, we
showed

Shot noise= 2ehÎ i
"
sin(! t0=2)

! t0=2

#2

(39)

wheret0 is a constant corresponding to the pulse duration of an individual electron. This
equation should be understood as a qualitative classical expectation rather than an exact
result that can be applied to our speci�c setup.



6 Implementation and results

For the purpose of simplicity, plots of physical quantities throughout this section will
contain dimensionless parameters. To this end, we use the conventionkB = ~ = e = 1 and
express everything in terms of the bandwidth 4� of the QPC. For example,T = 2 stands for
T = 2�=kB in SI units, while! = 2 stands for! = 2�=~.

6.1 Modelling the system

The system is modeled as a one-dimensional tight binding chain consisting ofN sites
(indexed 1; : : : ;N) with constant lattice spacing and a bandwidth of 4� , ranging from� 2� to
2� . In the case of a chemical potential� the Fermi energy level lies at� F = 2� + � .32

The potential barrier of the QPC is modeled through the hopping parameters, using the
same conventions as in [Sch18]:

� j = � �
1
4
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x2
j

1 � x2
j

1
CCCCCA, wherexj = 2

j � 1
N � 2

� 1 for j 2 f1; : : : ;N � 1g

whereVg is a parameter for the gate voltage. The height of the potentialV(x) is given by 2Vg.
This describes an almost parabolic potential which is centered around the middle (j = N=2)
and which becomes constant at the �anks of the barrier region. The parabolic shape can be
observed in the expansion

� j = � �
1
4

Vg +
1
4

Vgx2
j + O(x4

j )

The shape of the barrier is determined entirely by its curvature parameter
 x. In this case


 x =
4

p
� � 2Vg

N � 1
For the on-site interactions the form used in [BHS+13], [BHvD14], [WBvD17] and [Sch18]

respectively is implemented:
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0
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l6j
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1
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j � 1
N � 1

� 1 for j 2 f1; : : : ;Ng

It is approximately constant and almost equal to the interaction strength parameterU0 in
the center of the QPC and drops to zero at the �anks of the barrier region.

For the purpose of speci�c calculations in this thesis the conventions

N =

8
>><
>>:
61 in equilibrium case

41 in non-equilibrium case

U0 = 0:55

Vg = 0:25

� =

8
>>>>><
>>>>>:

� 1:475 open regime

� 1:5 subopen regime

� 1:55 closed regime

32In this thesis:� < 0
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are used. Thus, the curvature parameter in units of� is given by


 x =

8
>><
>>:
0:04714 in equilibrium case

0:07071 in non-equilibrium case

The temperature is varied between 0 and 0:005 in our calculations, which corresponds
to � 1:45K in SI units. The frequencies are discretisized in such a way that they are more
densely packed around the center of the band, which lies at frequency zero. Speci�cally, we
use about 1600 discrete frequency values, out of whom 50% lie between� 3� and 3� . Our
exact choice of the discretization procedure is described in [Sch18], Chapter 8.

6.2 The functional Renormalization Group

The functional Renormalization Group (fRG) is a powerful method of computing corre-
lation functions in quantum systems, which are too large and complex to be fully described
or solved analytically. In our case, we wish to solve a system consisting of at least 40 to
60 sites and two semi-in�nite leads.33 Additionally, we cannot make the assumption of an
equilibrium or linear electron dispersion in our system, since we wish to model a quadratic
barrier and non-zero source-drain bias voltage. All these requirements call for a treatment
with fRG within the Keldysh formalism, since it is a numerically relatively cheap albeit pow-
erful method.

The main idea of fRG is the introduction of an arti�cial parameter� into the system.
For � = + 1 the system becomes trivial and can be solved analytically, while for� = 0
one obtains the actual physical system. Then one computes how the solution of the system
behaves under evolution of the �ow parameter� from +1 to 0 with the goal of obtaining a
solution to the actual physical system.

In terms of practical calculations,� may be introduced in the generating functional of cor-
relation functions of the system (thus directly changing the action), it may be introduced in the
generating functional of one-particle irreducible vertices for example or, more conveniently,
it may be introduced directly in the free propagatorg.

To illustrate this, one straightforward way of implementing the �ow parameter would be

g� (! ) = � (j! j � � )g(! )

i.e. simply cutting o� all frequencies above� , so thatg�= 1 = 0, which has a trivial solution.
Generally, by making the free propagatorg = g� depend on� , this changes the value of all

Feynman diagramsdn = d�
n of ordern 2 N, which in turn makes the vertex functions depend

on � , 
 n = 
 �
n .34 Speci�cally, now also the the self-energy depends on the �ow parameter

and, thus, the full propagator which is calculated by solving the Dyson equation (23) also
depends on� . Our goal is to calculate how the solution of our system changes with respect to
� , which means that we need to calculate the derivative of the vertex functions with respect
to � .

33If we use less sites, the barrier is no longer as smooth and we obtain artifacts of the discretization in our
computations.

34The order of a Feynman diagram refers the amount of incoming/ outgoing particles, e.g. a dressed two-
particle Greens function is an in�nite sum of Feynman diagrams of second order.
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The most intuitive approach is once again the diagrammatic one. If we consider a Feyn-
man diagramd�

n of order n, then we denoted0�
n as the same diagram, where exactly one

internal leg (i.e. internal free propagatorg� ) is replaced by its derivative with respect to�
(i.e. with@g� =@� ). By the product rule we obtain

@
�n
@�

=
X

d�
n contributing

to 
 �
n

@d�
n

@�
=

X

d�
n contributing

to 
 �
n

::
X

d0�
n contributing
to @d�

n =@�

d0�
n (40)

The computation of the sum above is a combinatoric diagrammatic exercise, which is
performed thoroughly in [Jak10]. The newly arising problem lies within the fact that that
the Feynman diagramd0�

n can contain all vertices up to ordern + 1.35 Thus, equation (40)
corresponds to an in�nite coupled hierarchy of di� erential equations, where the �ow@
�n =@�
is given as a function of� � ; 
 �

2 ; 
 �
3 ; : : : ; 
 �

n+1.
A straightforward way to solve this system is to neglect the �ow of the higher order ver-

tices, i.e. to �x anm 2 N, such that all vertex functions of higher order are set equal to
their starting value, i.e.8n > m : 
 �

n � 
 �= 1
n . This is a reasonable approximation since the

contribution of higher order Feynman diagrams is negligible compared to ones of lower order.
What remains is a system of coupled ordinary di� erential equations in� , which can be solved
numerically.

In our case, we choosem = 2 and the starting pointg�= 1 = 0, which yields the trivial
solution � �= 1 = 0, 
 �= 1

2 = ū and8n � 3 : 
 �= 1
n = 0, whereū is the value of the bare

two-particle interaction vertex, given our Hamiltonian. Theoretically, the exact choice of the
�ow parameter is irrelevant as one should always obtain the same solution to the system for
� = 0. However, our neglect of higher order vertices and the numerical nature of our solution
to the system of di� erential equations yields inaccuracies, which have to be contained.

In theory, the set of systems described by 0< � < 1 has no physical meaning and may
thus violate physical principles and identities. For example, there could be a� , such that
gR(t) , 0 for t < 0, thus violating causality; or there could be a� , for which the �uctuation
dissipation theorem is violated. However, one should keep in mind that the truncated �ow
equations only describe a part of the �ow due to our approximation, which implies that the
solution at� = 0 still incorporates some parts of the solutions at� , 0. Thus, it makes sense
to implement� in such a way that no physical principles and symmetries are ever violated
during the �ow, so as to ensure their validity in the solution of the actual system.

Finally, the calculation of the conductance requires the calculation of the derivative of
the current with respect to the voltage, which is analyzed in [Sch18], Chapter 5.4 for the
equilibrium case, where the gradient of the voltage can be assumed to be symmetric. The
non-equilibrium case is more complicated and requires more careful treatment.

In conclusion, this brief overview sums up the basic notions of Keldysh fRG for our pur-
poses. The ordinary di� erential equation �ow is solved by a sixth-order Runge-Kutta algo-
rithm with adaptive step-size36 and a Gaussian quadrature algorithm based on Patterson sets.
These algorithms were implemented by Florian Bauer, Jan Heyder, Dennis Hank Schimmel

35By di� erentiating one leg ofd�
n with respect to� , this leg can essentially be treated as an external leg

connected to a diagram of higher order.
36The system changes far more drastically for� < bandwidth than for� ! 1 , which has to be re�ected in

the algorithm.
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and Lukas Weidinger at the chair of Professor Jan von Delft at the LMU Munich. A more in
depth analysis on fRG and a detailed derivation of the �ow equations can be found in [Jak10],
Chapter 4, [Sch18], Chapters 4 & 8 and [WBvD17].

6.3 Tackling the integration

In order to calculate the noise, one still needs to handle the task of evaluating integrals
such as the ones in equations (32) and (33). The main di� culty here lies within the fact that
two-particle Greens functions are very expensive to calculate. Solving the fRG �ow provides
us with the values of the two-particle vertices
 2. However, in order to obtain the connected
Greens functions, all possible permutations of external legs have to be attached to
 2, leaving
us with37

Gc
� 1� 2j� 3� 4
i1i2ji3i4

(! 1; ! 2j! 3; ! 4) = � i�G� 1j� 1
i1j j1

(! 1)G
� 2j� 2
i2j j2

(! 2)

� 1� 2j� 3� 4
j1 j2j j3 j4

(! 1; ! 2j! 3; ! 4)G
� 3j� 3
j3ji3

(! 3)G
� 4j� 4
j4ji4

(! 4)

This expression is a quadruple sum over Keldysh indices� within a quadruple sum over
N = 61 site indicesj. In order to evaluate the double noise integral in equation (33) for a
single value of! , we have to calculate four such connected Greens functions and integrate
twice overNf � 1600 frequencies, keeping in mind our discretization. Assuming one were to
calculate eachGc individually and then perform the double integral using the trapezoidal rule
naively, one would have to sum over

4 � 24 � N4 � N2
f � 2 � 1015 terms.

We use the following facts and methods in order to reduce this vast number of terms:

� We already have theoretical knowledge about speci�c combinations of Keldysh indices,
e.g.Gqqjqq

c = 0.

� The indices of the vertex function
 2 are separate from the indices ofGc due to the
summation. Thus, at given frequencies each integrand only consists of 24 � N4 di� erent
vertex function terms.

� Several well-motivated approximations and simpli�cations in our fRG �ow allow us to
neglect the vertex function if all its site indices are di� erent,38 thus e� ectively turning
the quadruple sum over sites into a triple sum.

� We use the fact thatG(1) � 1=! and similarlyG(2)
c � 1=! 2 for large ! . Thus, we

expect, the integrand not to �uctuate much outside of the bandwidth and can use this
knowledge to dynamically adjust the step size during the integration, i.e. outside the
bandwidth we only evaluate the integrand at a certain subset of points in each step and
then adjust the �neness of the next step according to the �uctuations of these values. In
practice, this corresponds to the choice of a certain tolerance threshold, where we make
the assumption that integrand �uctuations below this threshold can be neglected.

37Recall equation (24).
38 [Sch18]
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� All results of the fRG �ow (speci�cally the dressed propagators and the vertex func-
tions) are pre-computed and stored as custom C++ objects, which are speci�cally de-
signed to guarantee quick reading access. Thus, the calculation of each individual sum-
mand is greatly optimized.

6.4 Local density of states

Keeping in mind that the free propagator is given bygR(! ) = (! � ! 0 + i0)� 1, the local
density of statesA of a system is de�ned through the relation

GR(! ) =
Z

dz
A (z)

! � z+ i0

whereGR is the full propagator anddzdenotes integration over the complex plane. In the case
of a homogeneous system with energy! 0 we obtain the expected resultA (! ) = � (! � ! 0).
Intuitively, A is a useful measure of which energies can occupied the most in a given system.

By using the Kramers-Kronig relations, the integral expression above can be solved forA
and one obtains39

A (! ) = �
1
�

ImGR(! )

Thus, given a sitej and a frequency! , the local density of states is given by

A j(! ) = �
1
�

ImGR
jj j(! )

It is very instructive to utilize this result in order to visualize and understand the system at
hand. In our case, the maximum of the potential barrier lies at the center of the QPC. If the
value of the Fermi energy� F = � 2� � � is above the peak of the barrier, then the system is
open and electrons with high energies are almost free to pass the QPC with little resistance,
resulting in a high transmission probability and high conductance. On the other hand, a Fermi
energy level below the peak of the barrier leads a so-called closed system, where electrons
can only cross the barrier through quantum tunneling. This results in a low transmission rate
and low conductance. Finally, it is useful to distinguish the subopen regime, where the Fermi
level and the barrier peak approximately coincide. As already mentioned in section 2, this
case has the most interesting and 'non-classical' properties, as the transmission probability is
medium and electron-electron interactions govern the physics of the QPC.40

By plotting the local density of states as a function of site index (i.e. location in the QPC)
and electron frequency41 in �gures 13 and 14, the exact shape of the barrier can be studied.
It can be observed that most states are quenched into the energy levels around the potential
barrier.42 As one would expect, a low temperature leads to a denser accumulation of the states,
while raising the temperature increases thermal �uctuations in the system, which leads to a
reduction in the sharpness of the density of states.

39This requiresGR(! ) � 1=j! j for large! andGR(! ) has to be analytic in the upper half complex plane. Both
of these are ful�lled, sinceGR(t) grows su� ciently slowly in time.

40Recall that in this regime the 0.7 anomaly appears, which cannot be explained by a non-interacting model.
41corresponding to electron energy
42Note that one can ignore the upper portion of these �gures. While the density of states at positive energies

also has certain maxima, these can realistically never be occupied by the electrons in our system, as it has a
negative Fermi energy.
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Figure 13: Local Density of statesA j(! ) in equilibrium in the open regime (� = � 1:475) with
temperatureT = 0 and magnetic �eldh = 0.

Figure 14: Local Density of statesA j(! ) in equilibrium in the open regime (� = � 1:475) with
temperatureT = 1 = 21:213
 x and magnetic �eldh = 0.
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6.5 Noise

Our main point of interest in this thesis is the analysis of the properties of the noise term
S jk(! ). Recall our derivation of this term and the fact that it can be split into two contribu-
tions: the one-particle contributionT 1

jk(! ) (equation (32)), which is numerically quite cheap
to calculate, and the two-particle contributionT 2

jk(! ) (equation (33)).
We assume that most of the times, the predominant term is the one-particle one, especially

for chemical potentials that are far from the subopen regime, i.e. in regimes where interaction
phenomena are not predominant. Thus, it is quite useful to neglect the interaction term at a
�rst approach and to examine the QPC in the approximationT 2

jk(! ) � T 1
jk(! ). Of course,

this approach does not yield exact results but it can be used to estimate the correctness of this
approximation and of the computations, to illustrate whether physical identities are ful�lled
and to compare the results of this thesis to other publications.

6.5.1 Equilibrium noise: one-particle contribution

First, we start with the equilibrium case, i.e. we assume that� L = � R andTL = TR, which
implies that no current �ows between the two leads. This case is far easier to treat, describe
and implement in the context of the fRG �ow, since the system has additional symmetries.
Speci�cally, it is invariant under parity transformations, which leads to the symmetryG� 1j� 2

jjk =

G� 1j� 2
kj j for generic site indicesj; k and Keldysh indices� 1; � 2. Furthermore, the �uctuation

dissipation theorem holds:

GK(! ) = tanh
� ! � �

2T

� �
GR(! ) � GA(! )

�
(21 revisited)

We have already shown that
h
GR

s1js2
(t1jt2)

i �
= GA

s2js1
(t2jt1) holds in a general context,43 which

implies that knowledge about the retarded Greens function su� ces to calculate the object of
our interest,T 1

jk(! ), from equation (32).

6.5.1.1 Noise as a function of frequency.
In order to obtain some intuition behind the noise, we consider some plots ofT 1

1N(! ) in
the di� erent regimes (by varying� ) and for di� erent temperaturesT and magnetic �eldsh. To
that end, observe �gures 15, 16, 17 and 18. Classically,T 1

1N(! ) can be interpreted asSLR(! ),
i.e. the noise term corresponding to the correlation between the left and the right lead. We
make the following observations:

� The noise is non-white, as it takes its maximum around the zero-frequency domain and
falls o� for high frequencies.44 This comes as no surprise, as thermal noise does not
have an in�nite spectrum. Physically, this means that the detection of one electron is
correlated to other electrons, if they arrive not too far apart in time.

� Equilibrium noise has to be real and symmetric around the frequency! = 0, as proven
in equation (38). We observe that all plots satisfy the �rst condition exactly as the imag-
inary part vanishes within machine accuracy. Furthermore, the noise is approximately

43See section 4.3.
44In this case,! = 1 corresponds to! = �=h � 6 THz in SI units, which is extremely high and justi�es the

sudden apparent drop of the noise outside the central frequency domain.
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symmetric with slight inaccuracies, which can most likely be attributed to numerical
errors during the integration.

� An increase in temperature leads to an increase of the value of the peak noise, which
occurs at! = 0. This is in accordance with classical scattering theory, as analyzed in
section 6.5.1.2. Intuitively, this makes sense, since the thermal �uctuations get increas-
ingly stronger with higher temperatures.

� An increase in temperature leads to a narrower noise peak around! = 0. For very large
temperatures one expects the noise to approach a� -peak in frequency space, i.e. only
the zero-frequency contribution becomes relevant.

In �gure 19 one can observe some plots ofT 1
11(! ), i.e. the noise corresponding to the

correlation between the currents measured at the same lead,SLL(! ). In �gure 20 the same
physical quantities are plotted in the case of a strictly non-interacting system, i.e.U0 = 0.
Classical scattering theory predictsSLR = � SLL, as mentioned in section 3.4. However,
the results of our computation violate this principle, as one can see in the plots: they look
highly di� erent from all previous plots and violate our expectation that the noise increases
with higher temperatures, both in the interacting and non-interacting case. Heuristically, one
could argue that the on-site noise term in the interacting case might contain larger numerical
fRG errors thanSLR, since the latter contains propagation terms across the entire QPC, while
the former only contains propagators spanning a single site. However, as of now there is no
satisfying explanation of the behavior of the on-site noise term in the non-interacting case.

Figure 15: One-particle noise contributionT 1
1N(! ) in open regime (� = � 1:475) at tempera-

turesT = 0 andT = 0:0008= 1:6971� 10� 2 
 x, with no magnetic �eld
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Figure 16: One-particle noise contributionT 1
1N(! ) in subopen regime (� = � 1:5) at tempera-

turesT = 0 andT = 0:0008= 1:6971� 10� 2 
 x, with no magnetic �eld

Figure 17: One-particle noise contributionT 1
1N(! ) in closed regime (� = � 1:55) at tempera-

turesT = 0 andT = 0:0008= 1:6971� 10� 2 
 x, with no magnetic �eld
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Figure 18: One-particle noise contributionT 1
1N(! ) in open regime (� = � 1:475) at tempera-

turesT = 0 andT = 0:5 = 10:6067
 x, with magnetic �eldh = 0:5

Figure 19: On-site one-particle noise contributionT 1
11(! ) in open regime (� = � 1:475) at

temperaturesT = 0 andT = 0:0008= 1:6971� 10� 2 
 x, with no magnetic �eld
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Figure 20: On-site one-particle noise contributionin a strictly non-interacting system
T 1

11(! ) in open regime (� = � 1:475) at temperaturesT = 0 andT = 0:0008= 1:6971� 10� 2


 x, with no magnetic �eld



6. Implementation and results 49

6.5.1.2 Comparison to scattering theory .
It is rather interesting to compare the results of our calculations in the Keldysh formalism

to classical scattering theory, so as to observe the similarities and the di� erences between the
two approaches. To this end, we are going to base our considerations on the results of section
3.4 on scattering theory.

We showed that the following equation holds in the equilibrium case:

S = 4kBTG (6 revisited)

whereS is the noise at zero frequency, corresponding toT 1
1N in our case. Thus, we expect the

noise to be proportional to the product of the temperature and the calculated conductivity of
the system.

To that end, �gure 21 is a plot of the noise as a function ofT � G at the various regimes.
Additionally, �gure 22 is exactly the same under the additional assumption that the system is
strictly non-interacting, i.e.U0 = 0. We make the following observations:

� In all cases, we observe that the proportionality holds for low temperatures, i.e. there is
a linear regime where the prediction of scattering theory is almost exact and the linear
�t is well justi�ed. However, at higher temperatures, the ratio is no longer proportional
and scattering theory breaks down.

� Since the axes are given in exactly the same units, one would expect the slope of the
linear �ts to be equal to 1. However, in our case, it ranges from 15 to 60 in the various
plots. Thus, we are facing a severe scaling problem within the implementation.

Let us now consider each of the three regimes individually.
In the closed regime (shown as (c) in �gures 21 and 22), both the interacting and the non-

interacting system apparently severely violate the prediction from scattering theory for large
temperaturesT > 0:001. However, this can be attributed to the fact that we have extremely
low con�dence in our calculation of the conductivity. In this case, the conductivity lies at the
magnitudeG = 10� 4 � 2e2=h, which is extremely low; thus, small absolute errors lead to huge
relative errors for the value ofG.

In the open regime (shown as (a) in �gures 21 and 22), the comparison between the non-
interacting system and scattering theory remains highly accurate up to high temperatures (be-
sides some numerical errors). However, the prediction breaks down for large temperatures
(T > 0:001) in the interacting system. This can be attributed to the fact that we have ne-
glected the interaction contributionT 2

1N and, more importantly, that the main assumption of
scattering theory, namely the unitarity of thes-matrix is no longer valid in the interacting case
at high temperatures. This leads to the insu� ciency of scattering theory in the description of
such systems.45

The subopen regime (shown as (b) in �gures 21 and 22) shows some interesting unex-
pected features. In this case, the interacting system remains accurate up to high temperatures,
while the non-interacting system deviates from scattering theory. This comes as a surprise,
since the non-interacting case ful�lls the unitarity of thes-matrix by de�nition and since the
conductivity in the non-interacting case generally changes slower with regard to the varia-
tion of temperature than in the interacting case. Additionally, the interaction contribution to

45The fact that thes-matrix is highly non-unitary for �nite temperatures is illustrated in [Sch18], Chapter 7.4.
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noise vanishes in the case of no interactions. Thus, this result should be the subject of further
investigation, including double-checking the numerical implementation for errors.

Figure 21: One-particle zero-frequency noise contributionT 1
1N as a function of temperature

T times conductanceG in open regime (� = � 1:475), subopen regime (� = � 1:5) and closed
regime (� = � 1:55) respectively (without magnetic �eld). The scatter plots were created at
temperaturesT = 0, 0:0002, 0:0004, 0:0006, 0:0008, 0:001, 0:002, 0:003, 0:004 and 0:005.
In units of the curvature:T = 0, 0:42427� 10� 2 
 x, 0:84854� 10� 2 
 x, 1:2728� 10� 2 
 x,
1:6971� 10� 2 
 x, 2:1213� 10� 2 
 x, 4:2427� 10� 2 
 x, 6:3640� 10� 2 
 x, 8:4854� 10� 2 
 x,
10:607� 10� 2 
 x.

We wish to make a connection between the concept of thes-matrix in scattering theory
and our formalism. To that end, it can be shown46 that thes-matrix for our system is given by

s(! ) =
 
r(! ) t(! )
t0(! ) r0(! )

!
= 1 � 2� i� (! )� 2

 
GR

11(! ) GR
1N(! )

GR
N1(! ) GR

NN(! )

!

where� (! ) =

8
>><
>>:

1
2��

p
4� 2 � ~2! 2 , if ~! 2 [� 2�; 2� ]

0 , else
is the density of states in the leads. This

allows us, for example, to calculate the transmission probability in terms of the Greens func-
tion linking the �rst site to the last site.

We are going to use this relation in order to visualize this general result from scattering
theory:

S =
e2

2� ~

X


�

Z
dE:A
� (E)A�
 (E)

�
f
 (E)

�
1 � f� (E)

�
+ f� (E)

�
1 � f
 (E)

� �
(5 revisited)

46see [Tay12]
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Figure 22: One-particle zero-frequency noise contributionT 1
1N in a strictly non-interacting

systemas a function of temperatureT times conductanceG in open regime (� = � 1:475),
subopen regime (� = � 1:5) and closed regime (� = � 1:55) respectively (without magnetic
�eld). The scatter plots were created at temperaturesT = 0, 0:0002, 0:0004, 0:0006, 0:0008,
0:001, 0:002, 0:003, 0:004 and 0:005. In units of the curvature:T = 0, 0:42427� 10� 2 
 x,
0:84854� 10� 2 
 x, 1:2728� 10� 2 
 x, 1:6971� 10� 2 
 x, 2:1213� 10� 2 
 x, 4:2427� 10� 2 
 x,
6:3640� 10� 2 
 x, 8:4854� 10� 2 
 x, 10:607� 10� 2 
 x.

This allows us to express the zero-frequency noise as an integral over all energies, specif-
ically

S =
Z

d! 1� (! 1)

where� (! 1) B
e2

2�

X


�

A
� (! 1)A�
 (! 1)
�
f
 (! 1)

�
1 � f� (! 1)

�
+ f� (! 1)

�
1 � f
 (! 1)

� �
(41)

where � depends on thes-matrix and the Fermi functions at a given frequency. The
Keldysh analogue to� can be found in our previous equation

T 1
jk(! ) =

e2� j � k

~2

Z
d! 1

2�

�
G�j +

k+1j j+1(! 1)G
�j +
jjk (! 1 + ! ) + G�j +

kj j (! 1)G
�j +
j+1jk+1(! 1 + ! )

� G�j +
kj j+1(! 1)G

�j +
jjk+1(! 1 + ! ) � G�j +

k+1j j(! 1)G
�j +
j+1jk(! 1 + ! )

�

(32 revisited)
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Thus, the zero-frequency noise can be expressed as

T 1
jk(0) =

Z
d! 1� (! 1)

where� (! 1) B
e2� j � k

~2

�
G�j +

k+1j j+1(! 1)G
�j +
jjk (! 1) + G�j +

kj j (! 1)G
�j +
j+1jk+1(! 1)

:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::� G�j +
kj j+1(! 1)G

�j +
jjk+1(! 1) � G�j +

k+1j j(! 1)G
�j +
j+1jk(! 1)

�
(42)

We wish to compare� (! 1) and� (! 1) as a consistency check between classical scattering
theory and the results from our calculations. This comparison is made in �gures 23 and 24 in
the open and closed regime respectively. We observe that the integrands have exactly the same
form, namely a peak at the chemical potential and outside of this region, a sharp decline to
0. This means that our model is consistent with scattering theory in the sense that frequencies
around! = � are the only contributing factor to the noise.

Naturally, we wish to calculate the integrals over� and� in order to compare the classical
result for the noiseSscattering theoryto the result of our calculationsT 1

1N at zero frequency. This
is done in �gure 25(a) for the open regime at various temperatures in the non-interacting case.
As expected, there is a linear dependence between the prediction of scattering theory and our
results. However, once again we observe a scaling problem with regard to our implementation.

Figure 25(b) serves as a self-consistency check, namely that the calculation of thes-matrix
through the retarded Greens function and the subsequent evaluation the classical integral in
equation (41) matches the expected resultSscattering theory= 4kBTG. The proportionality is well
ful�lled, which is is the reason behind the fact that �gures 22(a) and 25(a) look very similar.

Figure 23: Comparison between noise integrands predicted by (a) scattering theory (� (! 1))
and our (b) model (� (! 1)). The system is evaluated in the open regime (� = � 1:475) at a
temperatureT = 0:0008= 1:6971� 10� 2 
 x, with no magnetic �eld.
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