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Effects of a quantum measurement on the electric conductivity: Application to graphene
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We generalize the standard linear-response (Kubo) theatyttin the conductivity of a system that is subject
to a quantum measurement of the current. Our approach casebeta specifically elucidate how back-action
inherent to quantum measurements affects electronigtoanslo illustrate the utility of our general formalism,
we calculate the frequency-dependent conductivity oflggap and discuss the effect of measurement-induced
decoherence on its value in the dc limit. We are able to resaavambiguity related to the parametric dependence
of the minimal conductivity.
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The fact that measurements exert a back-action on the mesyeak back-action{l’ < max{ksT, 11}) results in Drude-type
sured object has attracted a lot of attentiotpartly due to its ~ behaviors(0) o« 1/T. In the opposite (strong-back-action)
relevance for the foundations of quantum physics, but aso b limit, a mixing of intra-band and inter-band contributioos
cause of implications for metrolo§yand the design of solid- curs that changes the parametric dependence of the dc con-
state device8.Fundamental considerations necessitate a disductivity such that-(0) oc T
tinction between selective and nonselective descriptimns ~ We employ the linear-response (Kubo) formaférand di-
quantum measuremerftSel ective descriptions use stochastic vide the system’s Hamiltonian into the pdft, which gov-

differential equation$? or restricted path integrafsand re-  erns the free evolution, antl, the perturbation associated
sult in conditional quantum dynamics when the measuremenyjith an external electric field. For simplicity, we take the
results are recorded. Some properties of selective measurgtter to be constant in space and assume the field to be dpplie
ments have been verified experimentally for areas as diversgatweens = —oo andt = 0. The perturbation Hamiltonian
as cavity QEB? and superconducting phase qUBANONS- s 577 — _cE . #e. In a nonselective descriptid® the

elective descriptions represent the evolution of the meas”re_giynamics of the density matrix, when the current is measured

system irrespective of the measurement result. This gescri s qovermed by a master equation with the back-action caused
tion takes into account all possible readouts, and the actu%y aterm of Lindblad for®

readout is assumed not to be knofhQuantum-mechanical
back-action on the unsharply measured system causes loss of Pon o Yn n T
coherence between eigenstates of the measured quantity. In 7 = —7 [,/ = g[Ja . pll = £p— 3 [6H, 7l, (1)
this work, we discuss measurement back-action theorlstical

within the nonselective framework. This approach makes ityhere 5 = —£[Hy, 5] — [}, [}, 7] with the current op-
possible to determine how a macroscopic observable such
the conductivity of a system is affected when the currengis d
tected in an unsharp-measurement scenario. We derive a g

atorj = z‘%[ﬁo,f] being our measured observaBtewe

hent device, as described by Eg. (1), is the detection perfor
$ancey = (At)~1(Aj)~2, whereAt is the time resolution
or, equivalently, the inverse bandwidth of the detectod, Ar

the power of the developed general formalism by calculatin
the frequency-dependent conductivityt,) of graphené? a

pr(:jmllsmg clandldate fo: fgturet mlcr?- aln? r_“'f‘oe'he‘:tgjﬁcs the statistical error characterizing unsharp detecticgh®fv-
and aiso a low energy 1aboratory of refativistic phystes™ erage current. Within linear-response theory, we can linea
Electronic-transport properties of graphene were andlyze

. . ; . p = po + dp, wherepg is the system’s equilibrium density
several previous studies using different methods; e.@, th : : ; :
Landauer-Buttiker formalisf:’ the linear-response Kubo matrix. Keeping only linear terms in EqI(1), we get
formulal’=2°and the Boltzmann equatiéhlt was found that dsp i yon
different parametric dependences of the dc conductivity ca ——=Lép— [6H, po] — <17, 7, pol] » (2

: I ) . dt h 8
result from different limiting procedures applied to oralip
Kubo formulaez® Within our generalized Kubo formalism, assuming that the unsharp detection does not affect the equi
we obtain physical conditions for when these results applyibrium and using[ﬁo,po] — 0 as well as[(;g,(;[,] ~ 0. In-
Two regimes can be distinguished by comparison of the entroducingAj = e~£15p yields
ergy scalenl” that quantifies measurement-induced decoher-
ence with the greater one among the thermal enkg@yand dAp e i Von o
the chemical potential: (measured from the Dirac point). a € _ﬁ[‘sHvPO] - g[J’ G.poll) - )
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Note thatAp anddp have the same value at= 0, and both  Hamiltonian for graphene in plane-wave representation,
vanish att = —co. Integration yields

Ho(k) = hv(ozks + oyky) (8)

0 .
~ _Lt Vet A Y onoa
op(t =0) = /_OO dt e (_ﬁ[dH’pO] B §[j’ [J,po]]> ‘ wherek,, k, are the Cartesian components of wave vector
(4) k, o; denote Pauli matrices acting in the sublattice-related
The exponential factor in Eq[J(4) ensures convergence gpseudo-spin space, andis the Fermi velocity, which has a
the time integral, making it unnecessary to introduce thevalue~ 10° m/s. With the position operatérbeing the wave-
phenomenological adiabatic damping parameter employed ivector gradient, the current operatoms ie [ﬁo(k), Tul =
conventional linear-response theézylnsertlng [4) into the ¢ af,(k)

expectation value for the current densitgnd dividing by E| g %ftt ' SlngI((ja.—pa;tlclede|gter}stat:es of clear.l grapfhenetgan
yields the optical conductivity e written as a direct product of a plane wave in configuration

space with a spindrn) = |k) ® |o)k. Hereo labels the elec-

0 } tron and hole bands, respectively, and the spinor wave func-
o (W) = / (K (t)e™" + Kl’“,(t)} dt, (5)  tion depends on wave vecthr The current operators with
-0 the Hamiltonian[(B) in the spinor space are= evo,, and

Jy = evoy. 25 From the definition of the equilibrium density
matrix in the spinor space we fingh|o)x = f(fiex,o)|0)x,
K (t) = _'iTr {JA'ue*L(au)t ([6%,/’50])} ’ (6) andHolo)x = hex,q|o)k, wheref is the Fermi-Dirac distri-
4 bution function andy + = £|k|. (For simplicity, the speed
has been absorbed inko) Together with the anti-symmetry
N in momentum space, this impligs;,, = 0. The calculation
K' (t) =Tt {J_Hec(ﬁp)t (_Z[jm s [,O]])} . (7) ofK,, isstraightforward, and using the Laplace transform to

with the kernels

E, 8 solve for the dynamics, we find

Equations[(B) and{7) are the general result for the response e? d*k ~ .
to an unsharp measurement and could, in principle, be applie Ky (t) = I / WRGS{KH”(I{’ v2)e ) ()
to any quantum system. As an instructive application, wavhereRes stands for the sum of residues of the integrand. It
now use Eq[{5) to calculate the frequency-dependent cendugan be seen thdt,, = K,, = 0. The remaining two conduc-
tivity of single-layer graphene within the continuum model tivities are identical, as a change of variablgs< k, in the
for quasiparticles close to tH& point in the Brillouin zone.  expression foi,., yields K,,. The choice of conductivity
In Eq. (), the Hamiltonianf, could, in principle, include measured will decide what kind of back-action will influence
Coulomb-interactions, impurity scattering, density degen-  the system. Here we takie, the current along the x-direction,
cies etc. In the present work, we just use the free-quasgifmart which breaks the isotropy of the problem and we find

B2k (162 82T +4 |k 2 +22) 5, (409 oo, ) + K2z — A0 [f (hexc-) = F(hes)]

, (10
| k|3 [16212 — 8(2k2 + 22)T + z(4 | k |2 +22)] (10)

f(m(k,F,Z) =

where the parametér = ~e?v? /8 was introduced. The cubic to the conductivity of clean graphene are found. The scale fa
factor in the denominator of Eq.{1L0) has three ragtsvhich  tor oy = 4¢2/h accounts for spin and pseudospin degeneracy.
give the poles in EqL{9). In the following, the conductivity is calculated numerigal
For smallT", the roots are to lowest ordey = 0 andza 3 = for finite values ofl’ from Eq. [3) with Eqs.[{9) and (10). We
+2i[k|. Using this and performing the time-integration in the usek 57" as unit of energy. Figurés 1 ahH 2 show the ac (opti-
limit I' — 0, the knownintra- andinter-band contributions cal) conductivity?’ whereas Fid.13 shows the dc conductivity
. 0o that is measured, e.g, in mesoscopic transport experiments
g(intra) T [ df(hé) . L -
= —6(w)/ x Z (— IE—am) dz In Fig.[d, the conductivity is shown as function of frequency
9o 2 0 o=+ de for different values of the coupling strength when the chem-
T hiw o L ical potential remains fixed. For high frequencies, the con-
= 50 (kB—T) [2 log (1 + e’“BT) - kB—T](ll) ductivity saturates to the universal valugs, indicated by
a dashed line. The detailed shape of the crossover to satu-
ration depends o, with higher values pushing it to higher
2kp HpT) ’ (12) frequencies. In the limit of small, measurement-induced de-
) coherence appears to simulate the effect of life-time kepnad

(inter)

sinh(

o 7r
oo 8 cosh(zt7) + cosh (5
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FIG. 1: Frequency dependence of the conductivity of cleaglsi
layer graphene when the current is unsharply quantum messur
The chemical potential is fixed at/kp7T = 1, and the value for
measurement-induced decoherence assumed for each cimaé is
cated. The dashed line is af8. As the coupling to the measure-
ment device is decreased, the curves more closely resenellesult
found for clean graphene.

FIG. 2: AC conductivity of single-layer graphene, for fixed
hl'/kpT = 1 and different values of chemical potentjal(mea-
sured from the Dirac point).

the chemical potential is at the Dirac point and the tempera-
ture is low enough to satisfygI" > kgT', which corresponds

to the minimal conductivity regime for graphene. Figure 3a
ing due to inelastic scatterifg:2%26but a closer look reveals Shows how the nonmonotoni¢-dependence of the conduc-

that it is fundamentally different. Technically, the effed  tivity would be manifested in a typical transport experirnen

I goes beyond merely broadening of distribution functions, i where the chemical potential (i.e., the density) is varied.

also moves the position of their peaks in energy, thus cimgngi  The theory presented here is based on an unsharp measure-
the resonance condition. For clean graphene, there is onlyrent of the current density. To estimate the magnitiide

delta function peak for théntra-band contribution, whereas measurement-induced decoherence, we must consider the two
here thentra- andinter-band contributions to the conductiv- Situations most closely related to our result, optical cantit-

ity become mixed. The existence of such a mixing has been

inferred from recent experiment$ The dependence on the

chemical potential is illustrated in Figl 2. Generally,rie@s- 10° ‘

ing the chemical potential shifts the frequency beyond Wwhic o(0) | R

the conductivity attains its universal saturation to higvesd- oo 10° T/kpT = 0.

ues. This behavior is as expected theoretié&kiyd observed

in experimentg’ At frequenciess smaller than a few times 10°

the chemical potential, there is a significant departunefifoe )

universal conductance plateau. For fiye@dndkigT the sat- 10 ‘ ‘

uration point in scattering models is independent of thé-sca 10" 10° o kg T 10! 10°

tering parameter, whereas in our work it strongly depends ol 10°
the value ofl’. Forp 2 RI', the saturation occurs as in clean (o) | b)

graphene, whereas the opposite case gives saturationgerla &, 10°} u/kpT =1
frequencies with increasirig, as seen in Fid.]1. . 10
When the effect of disorder is modeled conventionally by 107 100
a life-time broadening due to inelastic scatted#g?a Drude 102l
peak is found foruw/kgT ~ 0, with a height inversely pro- ‘ ‘
portional to the inelastic-scattering rate. Since the erast 10° 10" Ofozl“/k TlO1 10° 10°
B

equation describing the effect of quantum measurements i.
formally identical to certain models of decoherence, we ex- B ] ) )
pect thaw(0) /oo ~ 1/T. This turns out to be correctonly for F!G- 3: @) DC conductivity plotted as a function of chemicalgntial

KT < max{u, ksT'}, as can be seen in Fig. 3b. In the oppo-for different values of". The conductivity is linear in the chemical

o . .~ potential for large values qgi/kgT. b) DC conductivity shown as
site I|m|t,.the parametric _depende_nce of t_he_ dc condugtisit a function ofal' /kpT for different values of the chemical potential.
changed; it then grows linearly with. A similar anomalous o , ~ ka7 andhT < 1, the conductivity is inversely proportional

behavior was obtained in Ref.120 by applying an unconvenyg the effective rate of decoherence, in analogy with theatiein
tional limiting procedure within the Kubo formalism. Here expected from inelastic impurity scattering. In contrést,ilI' > u
we are able to readily identify the regimes where ordinary-here is direct proportionality. This behavior was extétitas long
Drude behavior or anomalous band-mixing behavior will beasy 2 ksT', whereas curves fqr < kg7 practically coincide.
exhibited. Clearly, observing the latter should be easibsn



4

ity measurements, and mesoscopic transport measuremernity. The back-action naturally introduces a source of damp-

For the latter case, it can be easily seen that /(Aj)?is the
signal-to-noise ratio. Using typical valugss > 10° Hz for
the bandwidth and\7/T ~ 103 for the signal-to-noise ra-
tio, we find that values up tbI'/kgT ~ 10~* — 102 can be

ing and thus makes the converged adiabaticity parameter fre
qguently used in Kubo formula calculations superfluous. We
applied this approach to calculate the electric condugtof
single-layer graphene. Mixing of theitra- andinter-band

achieved fofl’ ~ 1 — 300 K. For measurements of the optical contributions to the dc conductivity strongly affect itsrpa
conductivity, the situation is more complex, as the meabsuremetric dependence on the detector performancene regime
signal is induced by the currents generated by the applied opf weak coupling to the measuring device models a standard
tical field. As a result, additional uncertainties such ag-ge Drude-type behavior, whereas in the opposite limit of ggron
metrical factors and detector efficiencies become impartanback-action, we find that measuring a current in grapherie wil
possibly bringing down the detection performance, but thisactuallyenhance the conductivity.

can in principle be compensated by the increase in bandwidth This work was supported by the Massey University Re-

offered by optical detectorgyv > 10° Hz.
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