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Quantum transport in mesoscopic conductors is essentially governed by the laws of quantum me-
chanics. One of the major open questions of quantum mechanics is what happens if non-commuting
observables are measured simultaneously. Since current operators at different times do not com-
mute, the high-frequency correlation functions of the current are realization of this fundamental
quantum question. We formulate this problem in the context of measurements of finite-frequency
current cumulants in a general quantum point contact, which are the subject to ongoing experimen-
tal effort. To this end, we present two models of detectors that correspond to a weak time-resolved
measurement of the electronic current in a mesoscopic junction. In both cases, the backaction of the
detector leads to observable corrections to the current correlations functions involving the so-called
noise susceptibilities. As a result, we propose a reinterpretation of environmental corrections to the
finite-frequency cumulants as inevitable effect resulting from basic quantum mechanical principles.
Finally we make concrete predictions for the temperature-, voltage-, and frequency-dependence of
the third cumulant, which could be verified directly using current experimental techniques.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the advent of mesoscopic physics, the quantum
mechanical properties of charge transport in conductors
are under intensive research. Most manifestations to date
are concerned with properties following from the quan-
tum mechanical wave natured More recently the quan-
tum mechanics of the electron spin has been investigated
in electron transport.2 On the other hand, the aspect of
measurement has attracted less attention so far in quan-
tum transport. This is surprising in view of it’s emi-
nent importance for the fundamental difference to classi-
cal physics.?

The electronic transport through mesoscopic junctions
is quite well described by independent electrons.# Due to
the Landauer formula, the conductance can be expressed
in terms of the single-particle scattering matrix and the
level occupations of the leads. The same scattering ma-
trix can describe low-frequency current noise.? Experi-
mentally, the scattering description has been confirmed
in the case of low frequency noise® a while ago.

It is remarkable, that the same scattering matrix also
describes higher order correlation functions of current —
leading to the so-called full counting statistics (FCS).8
These results have been confirmed for the third cumu-
lant of tunnel junctions only, so far.82 However, a proper
account of the first experiments showed that the mea-
sured third cumulant was governed by an environmental
contribution.1?

In the last years it has also been realized, that the
measurement of the quantum noise depends in an essen-
tial way on the detection scheme.!! To understand this,
one considers different Fourier transform of the current-
current correlation function C(¢,¢') = (I(®)I(¢')). It
turns out that the unsymmetrized correlators C(w) =
[ drC(0,7) exp(tiwT) are related to absorption or emis-
sion of an energy quantum hw, respectively, and can
therefore be measured in a corresponding detector. On

the other hand, a classical detector measures always the
real combination C(w) + C(—w), corresponding to the
anti-commutator of the current operators. The high fre-
quency noise has been also tested experimentally.214
The results are in full agreement with the scattering the-
ory of non-interacting quasiparticles in mesoscopic con-
ductors.

From the above it is clear that a time-resolved detec-
tion of the quantum mechanical current in a quantum
transport process has to properly account for the quan-
tum rules for measurements. This is not so much an
experimental question — since experimentalists automat-
ically obey the rules of quantum mechanics — rather, the
proper treatment of a quantum measurement represents
a challenge to theorists, who have to worry, which ex-
pectation values are actually measurable. Hence, the ex-
tension of full counting statistics to time-resolved (high-
frequency) correlations requires first a proper definition
in terms of projective measurement.? Qualitatively, one
can distinguish two extremes. A continuous projective
measurement would lead up in suppression of the dy-
namics of the system — a phenomenon known as quan-
tum Zeno effect.t> To avoid the Zeno effect it is neces-
sary to include the detector’s degrees of freedom into the
complete evolution. Some effects of the detector backac-
tion have been addressed already in the literature.2519
However, instead of including a specific detector’s dy-
namics one can restrict the treatment to the system
only by replacing the projection by so-called Kraus
operators.2? These define a positive operator-valued mea-
sure (POVM)2! and by virtue of Naimark’s theorem the
two methods are equivalent?? as long as initially the de-
tector and the system are uncorrelated.23

Once we have established the detection model we can
again express current correlations of arbitrary order in
terms of the single-particle scattering matrix. However,
it turns out that a simple evaluation of these averages
quickly leads to very complicated and cumbersome ex-
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pressions. Nevertheless, the demanding task necessary to
analyze the generating functional leads to interesting an-
alytic results for the frequency-dependent cumulants and
the full counting statistics.24 26 Below, we will provide a
simplified framework, which allows to evaluate correla-
tors of arbitrary order in an efficient way.

An important recent development is that the third cu-
mulant has been measured at high frequency.2’ These
quite remarkable results show interesting quantum fea-
tures at eV = hw. However, most of this feature
can be explained by environmental effects due to a se-
ries impedance. These result in a mixing of the third-
order correlator with the noise susceptibilities due to
the frequency-dependent backaction of an environmental
impedance. After fitting the spurious contribution, the
resulting third cumulant of the considered tunnel junc-
tion shows no frequency dispersion at all. This is in per-
fect accordance with the theory, which predicts in fact
a dispersionless third cumulant in the case of a tunnel
junction.2* However, it is most likely just a question of
time until the third cumulant for a mesoscopic conductor
with non-opaque channel is measured. Hence, for these
experiments it is vital to distinguish the environmental
contribution from the quantum mechanical backaction of
the detector.

Our findings can be summarized in two main achieve-
ments. On one hand, most of the article is devoted to
the development of concrete models of mesoscopic detec-
tors of high-frequency current-detection. The interplay
between the quantum mechanical projection and backac-
tion plays here a major role and we clarify below, how
this can or cannot be distinguished from the environ-
mental effect. On the other hand, we present an efficient
method to calculate higher order correlation functions of
the current in mesoscopic junctions. This allows us to
present several results for the third cumulant and the
noise susceptibility in a unified and transparent manner.
The method can be the basis for an efficient evaluation of
fourth and higher order correlators, which is important
for example in photon counting statistics.28:29

In the main body of the article we are going to con-
struct a model of a projective time-resolved measurement
of the current in a mesoscopic conductor. We present
two possibilities. One is to define a POVM, which corre-
sponds to a weak measurement of the current in a quan-
tum point contact. This phenomenological and very sim-
ple approach has the appeal that the competition be-
tween projection and weak measurement is qualitatively
reflected. However, a concrete physical realization is dif-
ficult to find. Another possibility is based on a phys-
ical model of a detector, which we call quantum tape.
Our detector will be a massless bosonic field described
by charge density and current operators, parametrized
by a one-dimensional variable. It is equivalent to the
noninteracting Schwinger-Tomonaga-Luttinger model of
a one-dimensional fermionic field.22 Equivalently the de-
tector can be thought of as a transmission line, which is
described by the same Hamiltonian. This detector model

is actually a massless version of a Josephson transmission
line detector.1® The field can be decomposed into left and
right going components with a constant velocity. In this
way, the spatial coordinate of the detector, which is cou-
pled to the system only at one point in space, corresponds
effectively to a time-coordinate. The information regis-
tered by the detector is moved away from the system due
to the internal dynamics of the detector. Finally a spa-
tially resolved strong projection is applied to the detector
at one instant of time, and the result can be translated
into the temporal current profile. The projection can be
made on one or both ends of the tape due to its bidirec-
tional information transfer. The results always depend
on the detection scheme. In the limit of weak coupling
the detector’s contribution is only a large Gaussian off-
set noise, independent of the measured system.2! Accord-
ingly, the influence of the backaction of the detector onto
the system is also weak but always present.

The secondary goal of the present article is to develop
a compact method to calculate arbitrary cumulants of
current operators in a junction with energy-independent
transmission. To this end, we set up a current algebra,
which is especially suited for non-equilibrium scattering
problems. This becomes necessary, when considering dif-
ferent orderings of higher-order correlators at finite fre-
quency. A straightforward evaluation using the scatter-
ing states is possible, but becomes in general very cum-
bersome. Introducing an algebra for certain current op-
erators of a quantum point contact greatly simplifies this
calculation and will therefore be useful also in other con-
text, hopefully. In the respective limits, our results are,
of course, in agreement with existing results.

The paper is organized as follows. We begin with the
description of the mesoscopic junction in Sec. II, together
with an overview of necessary mathematical tools. In Sec.
IIT we present the POVM detection model and extend it
to many detectors. In this model, we are able to derive
also some higher cumulants of current in the limit of weak
coupling between the detector and the system. In certain
limits (weak transmission or reflection) one can find the
complete FCS generating functional. Finally in Sec. IV,
we present a strictly projective measurement model — the
quantum tape, which gives results similar to the POVM.
Many useful but lengthy mathematical details are moved
to appendices.

II. MESOSCOPIC JUNCTION

The junction is defined as constriction in a two dimen-
sional electron gas, which is narrow in the y-direction
and relatively long in the z-direction. We assume no
electron-electron interactions and no magnetic field. The



Hamiltonian of the system reads
H= Z/dwdy [—ﬁl(x,y)ﬁ%@a(x,y)/m
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The fermionic operators satisfy standard anticommuta-
tion relations

{1/:)0(.%, y)a 1/:10' (xlv y/)} = 0,
{©o(@,), 00, (2, y)} = 0o d(x — )y — /). (2)

The external potential splits into three parts
‘/E(Iayvt) = VI(I)+Vy(y)+V(xvt)a (3)

where V, is the scattering potential, V, is the effect of the
constriction and V is the time-dependent bias potential.
The scattering potential is assumed to be nonzero only
in a small interval around the center of the constriction
while V,, grows to infinity with |y| — co. We have the
total current operator in x direction
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In absence of a bias voltage, the Hamiltonian can be
diagonalized in the space of scattering states described
by fermionic operators 1/3;677—1 (x) with the channel quantum
number including the electron spin 7 = (n, o). Far from
the region V,, # 0, we have

N dk
Vo (,T, y) = Ewn

e (k)] drn (5)
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Here we distinguish between the normalized transversal
mode wavefunction ¢,, and the mode operator 1/A)k7ﬁ, k is
the longitudinal wave vector, 7,, and t,, are reflection and
transmission scattering amplitudes, respectively. Due to
unitarity, transmission 7, = |£,|? and reflection coeffi-
cient R, = |7,|? satisfy R, + T, = 1. We assume that
the junction is long enough to treat k as a continuous
parameter. The transverse mode index n is kept as dis-
crete. The energy has the structure E = E,, + h?k?/2m,
where F, is for the transversal part.

A. Expansion around Fermi level

We are interested only in phenomena in a narrow part
of the electron band around Fermi level Er.#4 In particu-
lar, we assume kT, eV, hlw| < Er. We also neglect the
exact structure of wavefunctions in the region V,, # 0 and
take only asymptotic states, like in (). We denote Fermi

3

wave numbers k, = \/2m(Er — E,)/h and Fermi veloc-

ities v, = hik,/m. Only modes with E,, < Er contribute
at zero temperature.

We construct an extended Hilbert space consisting of
left and right going states, L and R, respectively. The
relation between operators in the reduced and standard
space is

dkdI/dy ik(z' —x *
—5_ € K )1/}n(y)wﬂ(x/ay)7

Vin(e) = /k<0 27

A dkdx'dy 0wy w2
dra(e) = [ SR () (o). (0)
k>0 m

In fact, only k ~ —k, and k ~ k, play a role for L
and R, respectively. The actual dynamics of states deep
below or above the Fermi sea can be ignored and its only
reminder will be some ultraviolet regularization or cutoff.
The new operators satisfy anticommutation relations

{z/}Aﬁ(x), 1/}Bm(ﬂﬁ’)} =0,
(Yan(@), bk ()} = 0apdamd(z —2')  (7)

for A, B=1L,R.
With help of the above stated approximations, we can
write H in the new space as

Ho+ 3 gun [0 9ma(0) + D (0)12(0)] +(8)
S [ dweV 1) [, )i (@) + ) dma(o)].
where ﬁo is equal to

> / daihv, [}, (@)0sba () = Ok, (0)0etra(@)]
(9)

It is necessary to regularize the second term in Eq. (8)
to define the transmission and the reflection coefficients,
T, = cos?(gn/h) and R,, = sin®(g,/h), respectively (see
the discussion in the appendix A).

The current operator (Bl) in the new basis is replaced
by

[@) =3 eon(@fin(@)dnn(®) = dpa(@)dra(@). (10)

As we will later see, it is disadvantegous to operate di-
rectly with the field operators. To circumvent this it is
possible to introduce bosonic operators (viz. quadratic
forms of Fermion operators) and to develop a closed al-
gebra for those. Since current operators are generally
non-commuting, we have to cope with their algebra. To
this end, we introduce the following auxiliary operators

Ton(@n) = S (0La(@)d1a(@) + P (~2)dma(—2),
ha(@n) = S (0]a@)dea(@) = P (~2)dmal—2),
Fan(e) = 520} 00 dmn (—0) + hec.,

Isn(wn) = 0] (@)dra(—2) + hc. (11)
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with z,, = z/v,. Note that x,, has the unit of time. It
will be more convenient for us than length units. The
Hamiltonian (8) can be now written as

H = ﬁO+Z2qnf3ﬁ(0)/e
+ > / ds V(xsvn, t)[Ion(s) = Lia(s)]. (12)
At

The current takes the form
i@) = 3" [fon(=a) = fon(wn) = hia(=20) = Tra(en)]

(13)
see appendix

n

Using arguments similar to bosonization3? (

A), we get the following commutation rule
[Lin(5), Tim (8")] = 1€%0nm0x0s6(s — §') J4m

+ Ziqkleéﬁmfm(s)é(s —5) (14)
1
with €, equal +1 for jkl = 123,231,312, —1 for jkl =
321,213,132 and zero otherwise. The last useful commu-
tator is

[ﬁo,fjﬁ(s)] = —ih@sfjﬁ(s) (15)

and one can in principle write

Hy = 27rh/dsz.fj2ﬁ(s). (16)

jn

The current I corresponds to the total charge changes
in the leads. It is preserved due to absence of capacitive
effects and behaves like a free bosonic field. Without the
scattering term I3 in (I2) only the first term in ([4]) needs
to be considered in the dynamics, since only Iy and I, are
dynamical variables. The system could be fully bosonized
and all correlation functions can be calculated. A non-
vanishing scattering retains some fermionic features due
to the commutator [, I3]. As a consequence the fluctu-
ations become non-Gaussian.

B. Equilibrium averages
Far from the junction and without bias potential, we
can write the initial density matrix as
p = exp(—Ho/kpT)/Trexp(—Ho/kpT).  (17)
The commutator (&) gives the useful relation
Trpljn(s)A = TrpAljn (s + ih/kpT). (18)

A similar relation has been introduced in Ref. [32. For
convenience we rewrite the previous equation and the
relations (Id]) in the frequency domain for the operators

Lizn(w) = /ds €S Lin(t). (19)

From now on, a Greek argument will always denote
the Fourier-transformed operators. The current algebra
reads now

[Ljn (), Im (B)] = *0nmjnad(a + B)/2
+ ZiEjkleéﬁmjlﬁ(a + ﬁ) . (20)
l

Eq. ([I3)

theorem?2

reproduces the fluctuation-dissipation

Tepln(w)A = e 5T TrpAln (w). (21)

With the above derived tools it is now straightforward to
calculate equilibrium averages. As examples we obtain
Trpljn(w) =0, (22)
N 2 62 5ﬁm6 1
Trpljn(0) i (B) = —5

4
AT 2 ~ ieSE ; 67’”77((5»77(*
Teplja () im () 11p (1) = —L 60+ 5+ 7)

[u(B)(w(a) —w(y)) + w(@) —w(B) + w(y) + a =1,

5(a+ p)(w(@) + ),

where we introduced

u(w) = coth(hw/2kgT), (23)
ww) = wulw),
w(s) = —lim Re m(ksT/h)

e=0" sinh®(wskpT/h + i€)

We note that w(s = 0) is singular and all practical calcu-
lations need a proper regularization around s = 0. This
can for example be an ultraviolet cutoff of the order of
the Fermi energy in the frequency domain.

C. Heisenberg equations

To generalize the previous method to a nonequilib-
rium situation, it is necessary to solve the Heisenberg
equations for the various current operators we have in-
troduced. It is a major advantage of the current algebra,
we have introduced, that this can be done exactly. From
now on, we switch to Heisenberg picture, so all operators
will be transformed as

ihd A(t) = [A(t), H(t)] + ihd,A(t). (24)

Here the 9, denotes explicit time dependence of the op-
erator. Remarkable, the Heisenberg equations can be
solved completely for the operators I;5. The details are
described in the appendix B and in the following we
merely present the results. To distinguish between time
and spatial coordinate (which has the same unit, when

divided by Fermi velocity) we will denote by A(s,t) an
operator at position s and time ¢t. We assume an arbitrar-
ily time-dependent bias potential V(z,t) = 6(—x)V (¢)
and neglect some regularization issues around z = 0 and



x — —oo, which can of course be properly handled us-
ing the procedures mentioned previously. We find for the
Heisenberg operators

Ton (s, t) = Ion(t + ),

$in(s,t) = Lia(t + ) for s > 0, (25)

Lin(s,t) = (Tn — Ry) Lia(t + 5)

—%TnV(t +5) — 2V R, T, J2 (t + s) for s < 0
with

J2(5) = Iyn(s) cos B(s) — I3q(s) sin ®(s). (26)
and

B(s) = — / "t ev(t)/h. (27)

— 00

Similar expressions can be obtained for Ios(s,t) and
Isn(s,t) and are presented in the appendix B. The big
advantage of the above equations is that the Heisen-
berg current operators are represented by linear combi-
nations of equilibrium operators. Hence, their averages
are straightforwardly obtained using the results of the
previous subsection.

We conclude this section by emphasizing the main re-
sults we have obtained so far. The calculation of higher
order cumulants of the current in a mesoscopic junc-
tion using the standard scattering approach is quite a
demanding task. This is true in particular at finite fre-
quency, when operator ordering issues become even more
prominent. The method, we have developed in this sec-
tion builds in an elegant way on a very simple algebra of
current operators (interestingly resembling the usual an-
gular momentum algebra). Our method allows to obtain
in a relatively straightforward manner arbitrarily ordered
current cumulants of (almost) any order.

III. THE MEASUREMENT - POVM

We now turn to the main topic of the article, how
the current correlators at high frequencies can be mea-
sured and how the measurement protocol itself influences
the measurement. We will first treat the measurement
on a phenomenological basis using the so-called positive
operator-valued measure (POVM). In this formalism, the
measurement is described by Kraus operators,2? which
we phenomenologically assume to have the form

K1) = / DT el lio®UErm-10)/e=*0)/7] | (95)
Here T denotes time ordering and

Ir(t) = /dwf(x,t)g(:v —ZR) (29)

is current operator averaged over a spatial region near
the point z > 0. By virtue of Naimark’s theorem??, the
completeness relation [ DIKT[I]K[I] = 1 is sufficient to
guarantee that the measurement corresponds to a usual
projective measurement in some extended Hilbert space
including the detector.

Additionally, we assume as usual that the detector and
the system are initially uncorrelated.23 The spatial res-
olution is taken into account by a convolution function
g(z) = e=*"/282% |\ /ox Az, which is parametrized by the
spatial sensitivity Az. To ensure, that the current on one
side of the junction is measured, we also take Ax < zg.
The Kraus operator contains the parameter 7, which
plays the role of a measurement sensitivity. Varying 7,
the measurement changes from a weak, but nondemol-
ishing measurement in the limit 7 — 0 to a strong pro-
jective measurement for 7 — oo, which however yields
not the expected result due to a large disturbing noise
of the detector. For practical reasons, we convert dis-
tances into times, namely, 7, = Az/v, and t,, = zg/vy.
The physical meaning of 7,, is therefore the time, which
an electron in the lead in channel n effectively interacts
with the detector. On the other hand, t,, is related to
the time-of-flight between the scatterer and the detector.

The probability density of a given time trace for the
current is given by a POVM2

pll] = TepR K1), (30)

The generating functional is defined as
S[x] =In <exp {i/dtx(t)[(t)/e} > (31)
P
where the average is defined as

(), = /DIp[I] L (32)

Using the Kraus operators, one obtains for the generating
functional

S[x] = In / D eShedl=f O+ W0/A/r  (33)

where S[x, ¢] is the standard Keldysh functional, defined
as

e idt A
Shodl = InTr | pTexp | [ o=(x(8) +26(8))r(¢)

idt A
< Texp | [ 5200 - 200000 | 30
The measure D¢ is scaled to keep S|y = 0] = 0.

To calculate averages we need the transformations pre-
sented in Appendix C. For future convenience we shall
denote sy, = s £ ¢, and

0n(s) = 0(s)h.,(s), hn(s) = e_%ﬂﬁm. (35)



The mean current is

(T(1))y = —ie 22

5 (t)‘ - % S V()T (36)

Hence, the conductance is robust against detector back-
action as it does not depend on 7. In the limit of no-delay
measurement (¢, — 0), the measured current follows the
(time-dependent) voltage

(I(t)),=GV(t), G= 2—22 > T, (37)

The correlation function is
—e2528

(01(@)dI D), = 5555 )

=e?Pla,b)  (38)
x=0

for 6 = I — (I),. We are interested in frequency scales
of the current fluctuations in the regime w < 7,, *. Note,
that the scale 1/7, plays a role of the maximal bandwidth
of the detector. This means that the detector instanta-
neously measures the current, which is a reasonable as-
sumption also in typical experiments.

In this case (see details in the appendix C) the noise
measured at the detector contains several contributions
and can be written as

Pla,b) = %5(a—b)+PT(a—b)+P0(a—b)+Pe(a,b). (39)

The first term is just a Gaussian white noise of the detec-
tor, which one would also expect classically. The Fourier
transforms of the second term can be written as

2

Pr(w) > (2i0, (W) + wRpe? )|

e

0 (w) >~ —h,(0) — iw/2 (40)

with 0,, defined by [BB). Therefore, P, has a frequency

dispersion solely determined by the properties of the de-

tector. It is independent of the bias voltage and can, thus,

add an unknown contribution to the voltage independent

background noise. Note, that it can be also made negli-

gible by a suitable choice of the detector parameters,
The third term has the form

Py(w) = @ Z(Tg + Ry (1 — cos(2wty)). (41)

n

Here w(w) is defined by Eq. (23). This term is also in-
dependent of the bias voltage and can be neglected at
sufficiently low temperatures. .

Finally the most interesting contribution to the noise is

the voltage-dependent part P, which we can write with
the help of (C6) and Pe(a,b) =", P.(a,b) as

Po(ab) = Ry T, —22 =Y

n nm cosp(a—p,b-n) (42)

with T, (t) = exp (7(h,(0) — hp(t))/4) and

b

0(a,b) = B(a) — B(b) = / dt eV(t)/h.  (43)

a

Still, this result can be applied to arbitrary fre-
quency after multiplying P, (w,w’) by the damping fac-
tor e~ +«")7/2 " The noise [@Z) contains the usual
symmetrized quantum noise in agreement with existing
results. 434 The factor I' results from the detector back-
action on the current during the measurement on a time-
scale set by the phenomenological parameter 7. Note
that T'(t — 0) — 1. A high voltage V leads to a strongly
oscillating term cos(y), so that P, effectively probes the
short time-scale t ~ hi/eV. Hence, in the limit of high
voltage we can take I'(h/eV) — 1 and the noise is inde-
pendent of the detector’s backaction. To illustrate this
effect more clearly let us take V = const and ¢, = 0. In
this case

Py(w,w") = 278(w + ') Py (w),

Po(t) = RnTn%COS(th/h). (44)

In Fourier space we obtain the convolution

Po(w) = / gTaanTnFnl(w—a) (45)

X [w(a + eV/h) + w(a — eV/h)].

Due to the symmetry of I'(w) = I'(—w) and the fact
that T',,1(w — oo) vanishes, we can replace I';;}(w) —
276(w) at high voltage and get the shot noise P, =
R, T,|eV|/mh. Let us find the backaction corrections to
the shot noise at zero frequency (w = 0),

Po(0) = / %Rnan(a)Fgl(a—i—eV/h). (46)

For 7 < 7, have
TN q) = (21 — VAT /dm)6(a) + e~ ™ /4 (47)
and finally at zero temperature (w(a) = |a|) we get
P, (0) = RaTo[leV]/mh+ q(|eV|m /h)7/8x%r7] (48

with q(z) = e~ — 2z [ dz e

To illustrate the effect of the backaction due to the
detection process we show in Fig. [I] the low- and the
high-frequency noise for different detector parameters 7.
The upper panel shows that the effect of the detector is
strongest for small voltages eV < h/7,. We can inter-
pret this as follows: The additional noise added by the
detection is dominant as long as the electrons flow with
a rate smaller than the inverse interaction time with the
detector < 1/7, through the contact. The influence of
the backaction becomes negligible if the electrons flow at
a higher rate, so that they do not feel the backaction and
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FIG. 1: The voltage-dependent noise P, at dc voltage and
zero temperature for zero frequency w = 0 (a) and a finite
frequency w = 1/7, (b). In both cases the additional noise
due to the backaction of the detector leads to drastic changes
in the voltage dependence for eV < 1/7,. The magnitude
of the noise increase depends on the ratio 7/7,. For larger
voltages the usual shot noise is recovered.

the full shot noise is recovered. A similar picture holds
if the detector is sensitive to the finite-frequency current
correlations. The signature of the quantum transport at
hw = eV is gradually smeared out if the detector becomes
slower, viz. T 2 7,. Interestingly, the noise first decreases
with a finite voltage. Finally we note, that Fig. [[l shows
numerically that the correction is small even at 7 ~ 7,.

A. Many detectors

We can generalize the Kraus operator (28)) to the case
of many detectors

K1) = / DoTel #Ealisa®)Ta)=1a)/e=64(0)/7a)
(49)

In particular, we take two independent detectors placed
on the left and right hand side of the QPC. They are

described similarly as in the single detector case, namely
Ia(t) = /dacf(ac,t)gA(x —x4), for A=L,R. (50)

Here we assumed zr > 0 and 2z < 0 and ga(x) =
e~ /285% |\ /Oon Ay with Az < |z4]. The latter as-
sumption means that the measuring regions of the two
detectors do not overlap. We also denote the interaction
time of the detector with the electrons as T4, = Az 4 /v,.

The conductance (37) remains unchanged but the noise
can be now measured in four different ways. Namely, we
can define the four correlators

(614(a)8I5(b)), = €05 = ¢2Pup(a,b)
AR T S a@oxe®) = T
(51)

with A, B=R, L.
We shall consider only frequency scales w < vy, /|2 al,
so that we can use t,, = 0 in all derivations. Then, sim-
ilarly as in the previous section (details in the appendix

C), we obtain expressions for all correlators of the form
1
PAB((L, b) = E(SAB(S(UJ — b) + PAB(a - b)
+PFy(a —b) + P.(a,b). (52)
Here, Py is defined by Eq. (Il) with ¢, = 0. The excess
noise P, is defined by Eq. (@2]), but with

m@—m«zmwmmJWmm>.<w
A

Note that the excess contribution is the same for all cor-
relators and depends on the parameters of both detec-
tors. The voltage independent contributions differ for
the auto-correlators and the cross-correlators. We have

2
<Z Tn> . (59)
where P, 4 is defined by [@Q) with 7 = 74 and 7,, = Tan

and B = L,R for A = R, L, respectively. Finally, for
A # B we find

Pap(w) = 4“’? SNy (55)
— Rpw)] .

CLJQT
Paa(w) = Pra(w) + = 7
T

[74(260 o (W) — Rppw) + T5(—2i07%,,(w)

The possibility to measure several independent correla-
tors has interesting consequences. In the case of a single
detector one could in practice measure only the voltage-
dependent contribution of the noise as the offset noise
has generally an unknown value and is subtracted. How-
ever, the use of two independent detectors helps to es-
timate the background noise in the auto-correlation sig-
nal. Hence, comparing cross- and auto-correlations we
also can get a rough estimate of the offset noise. Fur-
thermore, in the limit 7, g — 0 we get PLr = Py + P..
As P, is independently known from the auto-correlation
measurement, we can get information about the voltage-
independent part of the noise Fp.



B. Higher cumulants

Now we consider the effect of our detection scheme
on the third and fourth cumulants of the current fluc-
tuations. While these are harder to measure than noise
correlations, they contain a tremendous deeper informa-
tion that the current. It should be noted, that the third
cumulant already at zero frequency contains a non-trivial
ordering of the current operators® and we can expect a
similar non-trivial effect of the detection scheme. Quite
generally the third and forth cumulants are defined as

({(ABC))
((ABCD)) =

(JA6BSC), (56)
(ASBSCSD) — (§ASB)(6CSD)
—(5A5C)(5BSD) — (SASD){(5CSB) .

Here 60X = X — (X) are fluctuations of some observ-
able. In the following these will be current fluctuations
operators at different times.

We now apply out model of a detector, which is
parametrized by a Kraus operator to calculate the cu-
mulants. Unfortunately, the general expressions are too
cumbersome to be shown here and we discuss only a limit-
ing case below. Hence, we take the limit |r,wl|, 7/7, < 1,
where w describes relevant frequency scale of the mea-
surement. In this case the only effect of the detector is a
large white Gaussian offset noise 1/7. It only adds as a
constant to the second cumulant, while higher cumulants
are unaffected.

The derivation of the third cumulant is given in the
appendix D. The result for Cs(a,b,c) = ({(I(a)I(b)I(c)))
is

Cs(a,b,c) = €* > RpT(Rp — Tp) X

€V(G—n)5 .
——0(a—b)d(a—c)+ Z ds Py(a,b; s) x
mh a’(abc)/

(2T = Dw(s — c—n) + w(s — cyn)] 7/2 (57)

where the summation is over all permutations of the set
abc. At zero flight time and either zero temperature and
frequency or tunneling limit only the first term survives.
The last part contains the so-called noise susceptibilityl#

hé Py (a,b)[V
Patabis) = L (59)
generalized here to an arbitrary time-dependence of the
bias. The result (B7) in the limit of zero flight time has a
somewhat simpler form than the existing results.2* The
identification of the noise susceptibility in the third cu-
mulant has important consequences on its detection. A
general detector, which is equivalent to an electromag-
netic environment, and weakly coupled here, gives cor-

rections to (57) of the form®10:27

C5" (wr, wa,w3) = Z /de(wi,wj;w) x  (59)
o(ijk)
[bo(W)w(w)d(w — wi) + by (W) P(—w,wy)/e?] /4.

Here P(a, f;s) = dP(a, $)/0V (s) is the noise suscepti-
bility. The function by represents the influence of envi-
ronmental noise and b; is the voltage-dependent feedback
of the environment due to the noise of the system. They
can in principle be modeled by an effective electric cir-
cuit. In practice, the precise environmental circuit is not
known, and the functions are determined by fitting some
model environment.2?

An important case in practice is a constant bias volt-
age, V' = const. The expressions for the noise suscepti-
bility and the third cumulant are simplified considerably.
The noise susceptibility turns out to be

Pu(a, B;w) = R, Tpd(a+ B+ w)e @i x (60)
> fw(y = eV/h) —w(y + eV/h)] jw.
v=a,8

The noise susceptibility is shown in Fig. 2] for different
temperatures. In all cases, it preserves the symmetry
«a <> +5. At zero temperature, a non-analyticity occurs
along lines |eV/h| = |al,|5], which is smeared out at
increasing temperatures.

The third cumulant also becomes much simpler. Due
to the relation C3(a, B,w) = 2m0(a + B + w)Cs(a, B),
it effectively depends only on the frequencies o and f.
The delta function imposes the constraint a + 8 + w =
0 so only two of the three frequencies are independent.
The cumulant is hence symmetric under changes «, 8 <
w = —a — B. In the following expressions, we either use
two independent arguments («,/3) or three constrained
(a,B3,w). For a negligible flight time |al, |8], |w| < t,;* we
have

2

L

=
I

> R.T.(1 - 2T, F(a, 8))2¢*V/h,

Flo, ) = 1= Y u(w)h/eV x (61)
o(afw)
[w(e — eV/h) —w(B + eV/h)]/4,

where we sum over permutations of the constrained set
afw . The temperature-dependence is encoded in a single
universal function F', which does not depend on the chan-
nel transparency. In agreement with previous results24:23
we find at zero temperature

F(a, 8) =1 — min{max{|al, |8], |a + B|}, |eV/Rh|}1/|eV].
(62)

The zero-frequency limit is of course3?

sinhU — U

FO,0)=1 _3U(coshU— 1)’

U=eV/kgT. (63)



The frequency dependence of the function F'is plotted in
Fig. Bl The form of the plot is motivated by the symme-
try of arguments and the constraint a+ 5 +w = 0. How-
ever, experimentally a verification of the full frequency
dependence is a desirable challenge.

P, (a,Bi00)e' /R T, 5(a+B+w)

3
2 &
+
A=)
15 fc
1 <
£
[0}
0.5 /3?
“a
S
Q_C
kgT=eV/10

N

=
o

o
3

o [
P, (a,B;00)e' /R T, 5(a+B+0)

kgT=eV/4

ha/eV

FIG. 2: (Color online) The susceptibility P, («, 8;w) at dc
voltage defined in (60) for different temperatures. The cross
symmetry is preserved for all temperatures.

The effect of flight times on the second cumulant in
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FIG. 3: (Color online) The factor F(«, 3) defined in (6] for
different temperatures. The hexagonal symmetry is preserved
for all temperatures.

Eq. ([T was only an additional offset noise, independent
of bias voltage. In the case of the third cumulant the
terms, which depend on the flight time, depend on volt-
age, see Eq. (7). For w,w’ >t ! we get

C’S(wywl) = F(wywl)C'S(Ov 0) (64)

so the cumulant drops to zero at large frequencies, con-
trary to the zero flight time case, where it stays nonzero



and proportional to eV. The recent experiment?? does
not show any reduction of the third cumulant at high fre-
quency, so the frequency scale defined by the flight time
must still be beyond experimental reach. However, there
is an environmental correction of a similar magnitude.
We will continue the discussion of the third cumulant in
Sec. IV.

Lastly, the fourth cumulant can be evaluated in the
similar way. Here we present only the result at eV = 0,

(T(wi)I(w2)I(ws)I(wa))) = (65)
e*R,,

o s

n o(ws)

[w(wr) + w(ws)

—w(wr + w3) — w(ws + ws)]

where we perform summation over all permutations of
the set w1, ...,ws. Due to hyperbolic identities, for ¢, =
0 it reduces to

ZGRT

n

(g

B

which agrees with existing results at small reflection or
transmission.? One can in principle use this method
to find analytic expressions for cumulants of any order,
which is beyond the scope of this work.

C. Tunneling and transparent limit

In some limits the generating function S[x] can be eval-
uated exactly. For 7 — 0, we can make the separation

Sh] = S[x. 0] - / dt \2(1)/2r,

where S[x, @] is defined by (C4). We are particularly
interested in the tunneling limit 7;, < 1 and the trans-
parent limit R,, < 1 up to terms of the first order in T,
(R,).2* With help of appendix E, we get for R, < 1

S[x,0] = 2N So|x] /zeV th+n +ZSRn

and for T,, < 1 (tunneling limit),
0] =) 4Solxral + ) Srald.  (68)
Here, N denotes the number of modes,

Sol€] =

- / dtdt’w(li;t/)g(t)g(t’), (69)
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is the generating functional of Gaussian vacuum fluctua-
tions and

Sanlx] = - / €A ze;/ét) Ay sin x(t4n)dt +

/ dtdt’@fln {EAXAn(t) sin x(t.,,) (70)

/
—2sin X(t4n) sin X(t"’") ei@(tlvt)+D(tl,t)[XAn]} .

2 2

The arguments depend on the transmission (reflection)
probabilities and are defined by 2xan(t) = x(t—n) +
€aX(t4n), €ry7 = +/—. The kernel in the exponent is

defined as
:/b ds/dt w(s — t)&(t) (71)

- / (7 — eiu()e(~w) o = 2L [ arer) x

m(a —1t) mb—1t) .
Re [COth<h/k3T +z> th<h/kBT +ze>}

One can see that the most significant effect of the flight
times in the tunneling limit is Gaussian noise Sy that is
growing with distance from the contact. This is because
xT(t) = x(t—) — x(t+) vanishes at zero flight time but
for large flight times the two parts will become indepen-
dent and not cancel each other. The noise saturates to
the same equilibrium value as in the transparent limit.
We stress again, however, that there is no experimen-
tal evidence of reaching that timescale so far. The non-
Gaussian part S 4, remains small as it is proportional to
Ap.

In the limit of a vanishing flight time ¢,, = 0 the above
formula for the tunneling case simplifies to

- / idt sinx(t) eV (t)/mh (72)

2w(t —t/ t t/
— / dtdt’M sin @ sin % cosp(t,t')
m

with w and ¢ defined by ([23) and [@3]), respectively.

It is tempting to interpret the last result in terms of
a counting statistics. Namely, we might identify terms
eFiX(t) and eFix()/2Eix(t)/2 with a quasi-charge transfer
of te at t and (+e/2,+e/2) at (¢,t'), respectively. The
fact, that in this expression half-integer charges appear
has probably a similar origin as the half-integer charge,
which appears in resonant tunneling.263? Hence, inter-
preted as a quasi-Poissonian distribution we may identify
”probabilities” according to

SNZp

zch (t) +



By comparing Eq. (@3) to Eq. ({2 we can read off the
transfer ” probability” per unit time. These take the form

Po(t) = oY TneV(t)dt/2nh, (74)

Poo’ (tu t/) p

’ /w(t — t/) ’

oo ; T dtdt 5 cos p(t,t").
Unfortunately, these rates can be negative, so they can-
not be interpreted as a probability. Only a combina-
tion of p, and p,,» would make sense, which actually
happens in usual full counting statistics — valid at long
times.® Hence, the generating function (72) itself does
not correspond to a measurable probability. Only after
convolution with the Gaussian detection noise we get a
real probability.

IV. QUANTUM TAPE

In section IIT we have introduced a measurement pro-
tocol by means of Kraus operators. Here we go further
and want to find a quantum detector that is coupled to
a source and registers the time dependence of the source.
Our aim is make a quantum tape that translates time
dependence into spatial dependence. The tape interacts
with the system at a fixed point in space. Then the tape
moves far from the point of interaction with the source
and afterwards the projection (reading) is applied.

Our quantum tape will be a linear quantum wire or
equivalently a massless Josephson transmission line. In
this description we have the joint Hamiltonian of the de-
tector and the system

ﬁ:Hd—Fﬁ[—l—ﬁo. (75)

Here

N 7h
H;= —
47 92

=Y / dr {V(1)0(~) Q) (76)

tihvn )] (@)t (@) — Yy ()00PRa ()],
00 @)L 3 (@) (~2) + Pl (@) ()]}

iy = =200 [ s\ () Qa()@

ds(Qi(s) + 13(s)),

with M(s) = A(—s), Q = X2, [ defulz/va) Y, Qn(z),

Qn= Y el (@)dan(). (77)

A=R,L

The bosonic operators satisfy (see also the fermionic rep-
resentation in appendix F)

[La(s), La(s')] = [Qa(5), Qa(s")] =0
[14(s), Qa(s")] = —ie?0s(s — ') /7 . (78)
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FIG. 4: The system (quantum point contact) coupled to a
one-dimensional wire (a) and possible equivalent electric cir-
cuit (b). Ammeters, switched on at instant time, measure
spatial profile of the current.

We used here time units for the Hilbert space of the de-
tector (Fermi velocity vg = 1). The functions A and f,
define the coupling between the detector and the system.
Their arguments are in time units and should be nonzero
only on one side of the junction. In principle it should
be the total charge, i.e. f,(s) = 6(s), but we have to al-
low finite range of the coupling. The setup is depicted in
Fig. @ .

We also define Heisenberg operators A(t) =
Ut (t)AU(t) with U(t) = Telo #()dt'/ih The initial den-
sity matrix is p = paps with pg oc e Ha/k8Ta for ¢ = d, 0.
The current operator is defined I = >on el/AiTLﬁUA)Lﬁ - L&
R. We define the auxiliary current operator

I(s) = (Ia(s) = La(~s))/2. (79)

Now, performing a spatially resolved measurement of

I(s,t) at s > 0 (beyond the support of A(s)) we get
the probability density functional

pll) = Tepo[I — 1. (80)

The generating functional S[y] = In(e/ X()T(s=Dds/ey i
the limit of weak coupling (neglecting terms O[x\?]) will
be given by (see appendix F)

Slx] = g[—)’(*x\,ix*/\*wd/Q]—/dw|X(w)|2wd(w)/16772.

(81)
The convolution in the arguments is defined as (a *
A)(w) = a(w)A(w), x(w) = —iwx(w). and

S[x,¢] = InTr po T e/ @t +26()Qo(1)/2¢
T eJ idt(x(t)—28(£))Qo(t)/2¢ (82)

Here we used the interaction picture, in which Ag(t) =
Ul (1) AUy (t) with Up(t) = Telo Ho)at'/ih e get the
expected detection picture — the measured signal I(w)
is proportional to A(w)Ip(w) with Io(t) = dQ(t)/dt =
i[Ho(t),Qo(t)]/h. The contribution from I is much



weaker (A < 1) than the internal Gaussian noise of the
detector — the last term in (BI)). To evaluate (82)), we
can apply the FCS formalism developed in Sec. IIT and

App. A for HI fd:vz Qn(2)Vin (1) with the bias
Vsﬁ(xv t) = h¢(t)fn(‘r/vn)/e (83)

The averages measured at the detector are a combi-
nation of its own noise, the noise of the system and the
response of the system due to the detector. The average

Zgn

with gn = ga(1 + O[g°]), gn(w) = —iwA(w)fa(w).
The observed fluctuation spectral density of I is
Co(w,w') = (0I(w)dI(W)) = 2me?6(w + W' )P(w) +
> €200 (W) Gn (W) Py (w,w’). It contains a voltage inde-
pendent contribution

w)/4m — Z R, T w(w)

(@)] [lgn(w)* = RuRe gi(w)] /m,

VT €%V (w)/7h (84)

Pw) =

2l

where w(w) = w coth(hw/2kpTy). The second part is

|gn (@)[? /7 (85)

P, (t,t') = RT%COS/& dquEu), (86)
) = [ o2 )l ) + 0

The excess noise — i.e. the voltage-dependent part of Co
— is contained in (86). Note that this result is valid for
an arbitrary time-dependent bias voltage. In the limit
of weak coupling, viz. g, < 1, we can take I'(t) ~ 1
and the excess noise agrees with the symmetrized quan-
tum noise. 434 It is a tiny contribution on top of a huge
background noise P(w). The background noise is also
seen in experiments but it cannot be distinguished from
the amplifier’s noise. Measurements of the voltage de-
pendence reveal only the excess noise.r214 In the limit
of strong coupling, g, > 1, the noise is heavily affected
by the detector’s backaction. The excess noise is affected
through I'(t) > 1 and gets a significant correction, sim-
ilar to that in Sec. III, which vanishes for high voltage
since T'(t — 0) = 1.

The situation is different for the third cumulant. In the
limit of weak coupling we keep only terms to the lowest
order in g,, which gives

Cg(wl,wg,wg) = <5f(w1)5f(w2)6f(w3)) = (87)

3 B eV(wr + wa + ws)
Ze Hgn(wl) RnTn(Rn Tn) h

+ > (2T + gnlwr) — 1) Po(wi, wjs wp)w(wr) /4
o(ijk)
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FIG. 5: The high-frequency third cumulant of current fluctu-
ations in the tunneling limit at zero temperature for different
values of ¢ = ¢,. The average current is Ip = 2¢? Zn T.V/h,
we took |Q] < (w,eV/h) and assumed a mode-independent
coupling g = g,. Note that Req < 0at ¥ =0 and ¢ =0 at
kgTq = 0.

for the susceptibility Py, («, 8; s) defined by B8], ¢,(w) =
e (@1 — wy(w)/w(w)] and 9, (w) = —2arg g,(w). The
inner summation runs over all permutations of the set
123. Note that g, leads to corrections that are indistin-
guishable from the influence of an environment described
by (B9) (up to factors g,,). The detection dependent part
gn(w)(gn(w) —1)/h from (87) can be effectively absorbed
into bg in (BY)). Hence, the detector can be interpreted as
an example of some environment.

Another interesting observation is that all cumulants,
except the first term in (BZ]), vanish at equilibrium be-
tween detector and the system, namely for eV = 0 and
kgTy = kgT,. On the other hand it is obvious because
no information transfer is possible at equilibrium as the
entropy is already maximized. An efficient detector can-
not be in equilibrium with the measured system.

Let us finally consider two limiting cases. Analogously
to (€I) and (62)), for kgTy = 0 and 2 < (w, |eV|/Rh) we
get from (87)

V
V2R, T, —— — (88)

Z 9n(Q2)[gn(w

[1 — 2T, + (2T, — 1 + Re ¢ (w)) min (1, %)] .
e

This result is plotted for different ¢, in Fig. [l in the
tunneling limit, 7;, < 1. We see, that ¢, induces a step in
Cs for eV = hw. For arbitrary kpTy and |wi| < |eV|/A,
we have

Cs (w1, wo)

223 T, Hgn (wr) (89)
1-2T, + <2Tn —1+ an(wk)/3> (1—F(0, 0))]
k

with F(0,0) given by (63) in agreement with the envi-
ronmental correction.t® We see, that the behavior of the




third cumulant is different from the noise. Even in the
weak coupling limit it may get a significant quantum cor-
rection due to the detector.

A. DMany tapes

We have seen in Eq.(8T) that the outcome of the mea-
surement is always correlated with fluctuations in the
tape as the second argument of S is non-zero. This can
be avoided by means of many tapes, namely

. R L R
=t + 375 S [1025)+ 25) — 10 (6)Qu(s) Qs
! (90)
with
[fa(s)a Qb SI)] = _ie25abas5(S - SI)/ﬂ-v (91)
[fa(s)af (S )] = [Qa( )aQb(S/)] =

I(s) = S (Lu(s) = Lo(=5)). (92)

The resulting generating function (F11]) has the new form
in the limit of weak coupling,

ZX*)\C,ZZ)(*)\ * We /2
/dw|x )/4r|? ch (93)

The results for the cumulants differ from the single tape
case as follows. In the definition of g,, below (84)) we have
to replace A — >~ _Ac. In (8H) we change the first term
wqg — > .we. We also change wg — Y. Acwe/ Y. Ac
in the second line of (BH) and the definition of ¢, below
@T). This change makes in principle arbitrarily large ¢,
(positive or negative) possible even at 9, = 0. On the
other hand a simple model of environmentt® can give ef-
fectively ¢, < 1 when comparing (87) and (B9)), while the
case ¢, > 1 has been observed in the recent experiment.27
The latter suggests that the actual detection scheme or
model of environment is more complicated.

Let us consider a very special case of tapes at high tem-
peratures 1/A.7 > kpT./h > 1/7, where 7 is a certain
time resolution so that the measurable range of frequen-
cies is [tw| < 1. If > AckpT. =0 (but ) Ac # 0) then

we can write

Sh) =3(- Yk A 0] - [ dolxe

c

Sixl=S

)/1672,

Do
(94)

so that the system-detector correlation cancels (0 in the
second argument of S). The detector model becomes
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then classical while still gaining quantum information.
Such a situation is close to the POVM model from Sec.
IIT in the limit of weak coupling because the detector’s
noise (last term in ([@4])) becomes white and decouples
from the system’s signal.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented detection models of time-resolved
quantum detection of current in mesoscopic junction.
One can make the measurement by means of either a
partial projection (Kraus operator — POVM) or a full
projection on a weakly coupled transmission line — quan-
tum tape. It is difficult to separate the backaction of the
detector from the signal of the system. Nevertheless, the
generality of the presented method makes it applicable
to a wide range of types of measurement.

Applied to a quantum point contact, both models give
the expected expressions for current and noise if the back-
ground noise is subtracted. The voltage-dependent part
of the noise is independent of the detector in the weak
coupling limit. On the other hand, the third cumu-
lant may contain significant voltage-dependent correc-
tions even in the weak coupling limit. The correction
is indistinguishable from the effect of the environment.
Hence, the high frequency measurement in mesoscopic
junctions always contains a detection-dependent contri-
bution. Experimentally, an independent determination
of the coupling parameters would help to distinguish be-
tween the effects of the detection process and the envi-
ronmental backaction.

We have also derived an analytical tool to calculate
frequency-dependent cumulants for a mesoscopic junc-
tion with energy-independent transmission. An impor-
tant result is to identify the noise susceptibility in the
expression for the third cumulant at high frequency. The
method works well both in time and frequency domain
and can be extended to other complicated correlations.
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Appendix A

In our model of the quantum point contact, we make
the approximation of a linear spectrum and a short range
scattering potential. Both assumptions lead to singular
behaviour and we have to regularize some terms in the
Hamiltonian and describe the details here.

The short range potential scattering is introduced in
Eq. (®) and we would like to relate this term to the



scattering matrix. One of the possible regularizations of

@) is

> [ ozt @yen (9 u(@)rn (@) + )10 )

(A1)
with the function z,(z) — ¢,0(z). For |k,z| < 1, the

wave eigenfunctions satisfy

ihOx s (x) + 25, (x)YRn(z) = 0,

—ihO; Y Ra(2) + 2, (2)YLR(z) = 0. (A2)
We can change variables © — z(x),
09, b + e = 0,
—ih0,, Yra + Yrn = 0, (A3)
which gives the solution
Yrn = cre/M e e/,
Vra = —icpe®/M 4 ic_e /P, (A4)

By taking ¥ra(zn = qn) = 0,¥ra(2n = 0) = 1, we get

. 1

tn = n\cn — NN
Vra(z cosh(gy, /h)

Tn = Yrn(2zn = 0) = —itanh(q,/h).

Qn) =
(A5)

The phase factor in %, is completely irrelevant in our
approximation. However, it can be added by a constant,
symmetric bias potential.

For the future convenience we shall use a little different
regularization of the second term in (g]), namely

S [ ot /o) [Bhaehbnn(—2) + D) ale)]
” (46)

It gives £, = cos(q,/h) and 7, = isin(g,/h). The regu-
larized Hamiltonian (I2]) takes the form

=t + 3 [ ds 220, n(s)/e
Y / ds V(£s0n, Olion(s) + 1n(s)] (A7)
n,+

To derive (I4) and (I3]), we recall the standard bosoniza-
tion scheme for a 1D system of noninteracting fermions.2?
Let us define

Yra(k) = (A8)
We assume that the excitations of the Fermi sea are finite
in the sense that levels deep below and high above the

Fermi level are always occupied and empty, respectively.
This leads to

Yra(k = —o0), Pl - (k — 00) = 0, (A9)
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when acting on the density matrix standing to the right
of these operators. Next we construct the operators

dk

_ 71'sz k ,
Wors (k)

Az) = 9], (@)ira(z)

) dg - )
Alk) = | =97 nlg+ k). A10
The last operator needs to be regularized as
i g Nt (V-
A(k) (@)¥1n(@)VLala +Fk), (A11)

=] B

where g(q) = 1 for |¢| < A and g(q) — 0 for ¢ > A,
with A denoting some cutoff larger than all relevant wave
scales. Then

(05 .(@), bra(k)} = 6(q — k). (A12)

Hence,

(A AW) = [ 520La(a+k+ K dala) %
9(a)(g(q + k') — g(q + k). (A13)

For |g|, |k|,|k'| < A the above expression gives zero be-
cause g(q + k') = g(g + k). Also for |q| > A, it zero
due to g(q) = 0. For ¢ ~ —A we get again zero due to
(A9). The only nonzero terms come from g ~ A. We
can use here also (A9) but only after changing the order
of the operators 1& and 1@. The net contribution is the
anticommutator for ¢ > 0. Hence,

[A(k), A(K')] =

/000 S8k + K)g(@)(gla + ) = gla + k) =

(A14)

=0(k+ k) /OOO ;—ig(q)(g(q —k)—glg+k)) =

k
S(k+K) /0 ;j—ig(Q)g(q — k) = ko(k + k) /2m.

In the last line we used the fact that g(q) =1 for ¢, k <
A. By taking the Fourier transform we get

[A(z), A(2')] = i0,6(x — 2') /2. (A15)

Appendix B

The current operators defined in () can be found
exactly by a solution of their respective equations of mo-
tion. We have the following Heisenberg equations (24)

for (TT).
= €20,V (sup,t) /4T, (B1)
= —22/ () Ion (s, t) + €20, V_(svp, t) /4,
=22/ (s)11n(s,t) — €V_(s0n, ) I3n(s,1),

= eV_(50n,t)Ion (s, 1),



where D = h(0; — 05) and Vi (z,t) = V(z,t) £ V(—x,t).
For s — +o00 we have asymptotic equilibrium operators

Lin(s,t) = Lin(ts) (B2)

for j =0,1,2,3 and t; = t+s. The operator I decouples
from the other currents and has the general solution

2 [e'e]
fons,0) = Ion(t) + 0. [ Vil t 45 -5
dmh  J,

(B3)
For s > 0 we have

Lin(s,t) = Lin(ts) + i@sén(s,t),
o5 (5, 1) = Ion (ts) cos Dy (s, 1) — Isn(ts)sin D, (s, t),
Isn(s,t) = Isn(ts) cos @, (s, t) + Ion(ts) sin @, (s, 1),
B, (s, 1) = % ds'V_(s'vn,t + 5 — &) (B4)
and for s <0
Lia(s, t) = I (ts) + +n(s,t)
I2n(5 t) = (tS) CO8 (I)-l-n( t) — 3? (ts) sin @4 (s,t),
I3n(5 t) = ??*(tS)COS(I)-‘rn( t)+ Igﬁ( s)sin®yn(s,t),
Dy (s,t) = Pn(s,t) — Pults), @u(t) = ,(0,1), (B5)

j?ﬁ(s) =(Tn - n)flﬁ(OJrv ) — 2v RnTnf?ﬁ(O+ s)
n)fgﬁ(o_;,_, S) + 2 \ RnTnjlﬁ(OJ’_ S

In particular for s <0

+4w6 (@ (s, ) 2R, @y (ts)) — 20/ R Ty (ts
with
J2(s) = Ion(s) cos @y, (s) — Isn(s)sin®,(s).  (B7)

The great advantage of the above equations is that the
Heisenberg current operators can be represented by com-
binations of equilibrium operators. The same applies to
averages and facilitates the calculation of higher cumu-
lants.

Appendix C

To evaluate the noise correction due to the detetctor
in the POVM model we employ the the formalism devel-
oped previously. We have to perform a number of path
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integrals to find the final analytical expressions for the
noise. We start by splitting Eq. (29) into two parts

In(t) = Y | It (t) + I (0)]

n

(C1)

Iout( ) = /dx g(x +xR) [foﬁ(xn,t) — flﬁ(xn7t):| ,

() = /dw g(x —xR) [—Ioﬁ(xn,t)

with 2, = z/v,. To simplify [B4), we will use the com-
mutators

[T (t), I$2(#')] = 0 for t > #'
[T (D), T ()] =

with h,, defined by (B5]). Using the Baker-Hausdorff for-
B _ 6A+Be[A,B]/2

~ fin(@n, t)] :

(C2)

[T (), T3 ()] = ol (1 ).

mula ede we find

7— " idt (t)Ir(t) _ Hexp/ idt Iout( ) %

exp [ e (e [ X

Using similar transformations we get

(C3)

EBEX)On(t —t').

eS[X’¢] _ Tl"pAH U}angutU%neiﬂn, (04)
where

.. idt

Uin :eXp/ 5 O @),

Frout idt 84

U™ = exp _X(t)IRﬁ(t)’

I3, (6) = Upn I ()T,

N 1dt i

Upn = exp/?¢(t)lgﬁ(t)v

dtdt’
U, = / X(H)p(t)0n(t — ') (C5)
T

with @,, defined by ([B8]). Next, to find the noise ([B9), we
need the help of the relation

/D¢exp <—/dt {@ +z‘¢(t)§(t)D =/ HEWD,
(C6)

which gives

P(a,b) =d(a—b)/T+

Join
(Rt
Z/Zdt

m(b—1) + /D¢ — e

) + 815, () (813, (b) + 61, (b))

—|—a<—>b}

(C7)

(a— t)TrpI;; (b)




and 64 = A — TrpA. Finally, we get

61/\}%]’77,(15) = _fon(t+n) - flﬁ(t+n),
~h eR,
Ol (8) = =0/ (t = 2tn) +
Ton(t—n) — (T — Ro)1a(t—n) + 28/ R TuJE (t_y,

¢4w=¢@w+/v@MMLﬂ+ﬂma¢%v (C8)

where J is defined by (BT7) with ®,, replaced by ¢,,.

The case of many detectors (Egs. ([@9)-(G3])) is analo-
gous,

La(t) = B () + 55 0)] (C9)

n

ot gy = / drg (e + ) [eadon (20 1) — Tin(at)]

i (1) = / dzg(z — |z4)) [_eAfoﬁ(xn, t) = in(2n, t)}

with €4 =sgn z4. In Eq. (C4) we put

. d N
G = exp [ 525 xal05(0).
A
Ugut = exp/ %Zt ZXA(t)IA:Zﬁ(t)
fiﬁ( ) Uqbn Out( )U(ln,
~ d N
Gon = exp [ 23 0a0) 500,
A
dtdt’ , )
:/ Wt ZA:XA(f)¢A(f V040 (t — ). (C10)

We finally obtain

PAB(a,b) = 6((1 — b)(SAB/TA +
740
/dtz AW;BHAn(a—t)HAm(b—t)

+/D¢ e*fzc 27_?4720(75)

2/2—Cﬁ¢A (t)0an a—t)TrpIg (b)

(a) + 015, (@) (31 (b) + 813, (1)

—I—Aa(—)Bb}

(C11)
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and
ST () = —ealon(t) — Lia(t),
6%m:%mmm—mwm+
ealon(t) = (T, — Rp) T1n(t) + 2/ R T, J2, (4)

Pn(t) = ©(t) +/\/§dt’Z¢A(t+t’)hAn(x/§t’),
A

with B = L, R for A = R, L, respectively.

Appendix D

The third cumulant (&) has the form

(@I = S Tepha(abe).  (D1)
The operator in the last equation has the form
Fu(a,be)= Y [% I2(a_ ) I2(b_)I%(c )
o(abc)
L o 7o
1 (Ilﬁ(a-i'ﬂ)‘[ﬁ (b—n)17 (c—n) (D2)

+f§(a—n)j§ (b—n)jlﬁ(c-i-n))} :

Here a summation over all permutations of the set abc is

assumed and
I2(t) = t) + 2/ R T, J2 (t)

In these equations J is defined by (28) and ® by (IZH)
Using the commutation rules () and ZI)) we get24:22

Z sin (a—yn,b_y,)

(R, — Ty Iln

(L(@)I(B)I(e) = Y RaToé®

o(abc)
[(2Tn - 1)‘](&771707717(7 )+q(a s Cny )]/2+
(R — THW{S((I ~ b)o(a— c)] . (D4)

The Fourier transform of ¢(a, ¢,b) has the form

(a7, B) = id(a + B+ y)u(y)(w(a) — w(B)),

where u and w are defined by ([23). The function ¢ is
defined by Eq. @3). One can also find that?*

q(a,c,b)zw(b—a)/badsw(s—c):

(D5)

o sinh(B — A)
sinh?(B — A + ie)
(kT/h)

Re 2sinh(C' — A — i€) sinh(B — C + ie)

for X = wkgTx/h, x = a,b,c and ¢ — 0. Special care
must be taken at a = b, b = ¢, ¢ = a. Note, that the
function ¢(a, ¢, b) is not cyclic because

q(b,a,c) — q(a,c,b) = dpld(a — b)d(c — b)]/2m.  (D6)



Appendix E

In the limiting cases (R, < 1 or T;, < 1), it is possi-
ble to find expressions for the generating functional (Z0J).
Here we present some details on the derivation. The fol-
lowing operator expansion formula is useful,

R . 1 o .
eAJrB _ eA +/ dr ezABe(lfz)A (El)
0
1 l1—x o o .
+/ dx/ dy e*A Be(l=2=nNARevA L

0 0
We use it for A = (R, — Ty,) [ dt ix(t4n)l1n(t)/e and

B =2y/R,T, / dt ix(tyn)J2(t)/e. (E2)

What we need is the term of the second power in B and
an algebraic identity

1 11—y
/ dz / dy enexpli(z — 1/2)€ +i(y — 1/2)n] =
0 0

E4+n  E+n . E—n
— 1 Sin .
2 E—n 2

2 sin g sin g +isin (E3)

We also need several auxiliary operator identities. Let us
define

Bl e (- [uarshatse) @)

and
Sol¢] = mTrpL3 [€] (E5)
for an arbitrary function . One can show using (I4]) and
1) that
~ 712 . R
[t LB suymalE2le), hntw)] (E6)
o&(t)
and

B206) hn(w)) = E21¢) [ Toeine. (eD)

So

/ dt eiwf—éa‘z(f)] = —%‘j) / dt e ¢(t) (EB)

and we finally obtain (). Another useful property is

Lin(t)Enl€] = En[€]lin(t)e*s®, (E9)

We define the operator

Dy(a,b)[€] = Exl€)L1n(a)-n(b)Enle] (E10)
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with I (t) = Ion(t) + idsq (t). We can show that

/ at ¢t DGO Ty pl D (ab) €], Fun ()]

(1) E11)
and
[Ds(a,0)[€], a(w)] = Da(a, b)[¢]
(eiwb — e 4 / %e“%(f)) . (E12)
This gives
In M = So[¢] + D(a,b)[¢], (E13)

TrpDs(a, b)[0]
where D was defined in Eq. ([{I). Finally, we get

S[X? 0] = Z 2(S0[X0n] + SO[Xln]) +2 Z Sn[X]a (E14)

n

where 2X05 () = X(¢—n) =X (t45) and 2x1n(t) = x(t-n)+
(T, — Rn)x(t4+n). The lowest order correction is

- 4 [Xln]
Snlx] _/dt{RnTnmx

X(t4n) . sin((Th — Rn)x(t4n)) 4 ieV (1) %
T, — R, (T, — Rp)? 2mh
sin((Ty, — Rn)x(t4n))
(Tn - Rn)2
R, T, w(t —1t") ;o0 /
. —mn dtdt/ th(t 1t)+D(t 7t)[X1n]
(Tn - Rn)2 / 7T ¢ .
_ T, — R,)x(t
sin (Tn Rn)X(tJrn) sin ( R )X( +n).
2 2
We stress that the above formula are exact up to first
order in T, < 1 or R,, < 1. After taking the respective
limit higher order contributions should be disregarded as
we would need also B*-terms. R R
Note also that I,; = (R, — Tn)lin + 2V Ry Ty 1o5 sat-
isfies the same commutation rules with itself and the
Hamiltonian as I15;. This leads to the identity

0= /dtdt’ w(t —t') x

t t /
{X(t’) sin x(t) — 4sin % sin %el)(t’t )[X]}

T;
{ﬁx(mn) - R,

(E15)

(E16)

for a sufficiently regular function x.

Appendix F

In the bosonized version (appendix A), we can write

in (76)



with {1&@(8),1&2(8/)} = 6ap0(s — ') for a,b =1,r. To de-
rive (&1l), we first introduce the auxiliary decomposition

Ii(s), Qa(s) = I(s) + Li(s) ~ (F2)

[1i(s), I(s")] = O, (F3)
(), Li(sN] = [ ('), I (s)] = ie®Du(s — 8') /2.

The last useful set of commutators is

[Ha, Qa(s)] = ihdsTa(s),

[Ha, 1a(s)] = =ihdsQa(s),

[Hay, I.(s)] = ihd,I,(s),

[Hy, I (s)] = —ihdsI)(s). (F4)

Similarly to (22)), equilibrium averages for the decoupled

detector (A = 0) are
Trpala(w) =0,
TrpaQa(w) = 2mnd(w),
Trpali(e)1(8) =0, (F5)

Trpali(a)1i(8) = Trpal, (8)1(a) =
2
e
= (o + B)wulo) + ),
where n is average charge density and wg(w) =
wcoth(hw/kpTy). We shall put n = 0 assuming that

the average charge is screened out. In the Heisenberg
picture, we have

(at - as)jl(sv ) = _6 )‘(S) ( )
(at + as)jr(sv ) ( )Q(t)

The general solution is

Ii(s,t) f(t—l—s)—85/00615/)\(3’)@(1%—1-8—5/),

I.(s,t) = I(s —t) +as/ ds'\(s)Q(t — s+ ).
Hence, we have in the Heisenberg picture

20 (s,1) :285/ds’)\(s’)Q(t—|s—s'|)+ (F6)

I(s—t) = I.(—s —t) = L(t +8) + I;(t — s)
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and

/ds A5)Ou(s, 1) = /ds ) (o (s — £) + (s + 1)

—2/ ds/ds A(s
140

To find S, we need the Keldysh generating functional,

N(s—s)Q(t —s). (F7)

Sl = Trp x (F8)
Tefzdt[xQ(t)Q W+ ds(xy (s;) 1 (s,t)+x; (5,)11(s,1))] %
Tel 1t[x§ R+ [ ds(x;t (s,) I (s,6)+x7 (5,011 (5,1))]

where x* = x/2 + ¢ and S[0,¢] = 0. The functional is

related to a quasiprobability in presence of external fields

ol 11, Q: 6] = / Dy e5bedl (F9)

e~ Jidtlxe()QW)+[ ds(xr(s,)Ir(s,t)+x1(s,t) i (s,t))]

One can show that Heisenberg equations (FG) and ([E7)
are satisfied for the quasiprobability and I,., I; and @
instead of the corresponding operators. It can be also
shown that the backaction of the detector on the system
can be simplified by the classical mapping Q — Q, Qq —
Qg4 in Hamiltonian (76]) used in (E§]),

Hy(t) = —2nh / dsA(5)(Qa(s, 0 + Qu(s, Q1)) />

(F10)
The final generating functional reads

_ / DéDED o) {HEOnO-x6()/2) o

o= S dw[Ix(@)Pwa(w) /327 +]$(w) P /2wa(w)]

eS[—)‘(*A—&,—quﬁ*)\-i-zlfrﬁ] (F11)

with S defined by (82) and 7j(t
wq(w) = wcoth(hw/kpTy).
@3) follows from

fo ds)\*)\( In(t —s),
In the case of many tapes,

eSIXI — /D¢D§D77 e 1AtEEN () —x(t) X $e(t)/2) o
o= S dw[Ix(@)]? X, we(w)/32n°+ 32, |ge(w)]?/2we ()] o
eS[—E=3, Xk Ae, =21 3 dexdctdmi]] (F12)

with 7(¢

=3, ST dshe = Ae(s)n(t — s).
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