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A bstract
W e obtain an exact m any-body scattering eigenstate in an open quantum dot system . The
scattering state is not In the form of the Bethe eigenstate in the sense that the wave-num ber set
of the incom ing plane wave is not conserved during the scattering and m any-body bound states
appear. By using the scattering state, we study the average nonequilbriim current through the
quantum dot under a nite biasvolage. T he current-voltage characteristics that we cbtained by

taking the twodbody bound state into account is qualitatively sim ilar to several known results.
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FIG.1: A twoelectron scattering state which contains Incom ing plane waves only in the left lead.

M esoscopic transport of Interacting electrons has attracted m uch interest recently [1,12,[3,
4]. A rem arkable feature of the m esoscopic system  is the coherence length greater than the
sam ple size. In the standard theory, the electron in the sam pl is described by the quantum
m echanics and dissipation is considered to occur only in reservoirs connected to the sam ple.
A welltknown approach to the electric current across the sam ple under a nite bias voltage
is the Landauer form ula, although the original one is restricted to the non-interacting case.
The G reen’s function is also em ployed to study the transport property [E,16,17,18,19,110]. T
discuss the e ect of Interactions in this fram ework, however, we would have to resort to a
perturoation technique, which is generally a hard task.

In this Letter, we present an exact m any-body scattering eigenstate in an open quantum
dot system and apply the eigenstate to analysis of the nonequillbbrium current. T he system
we study is an open Interacting resonant—evelm odel (IRLM ), which consists of two leads
of non-interacting spinless electrons that interact with an electron on a quantum dot In
between the two leads. Each lead is connected to a large reservoir. First, we explicitly
construct two— and threeelctron scattering states, which are freeelectronic plane waves
before scattering and, at the quantum dot, are partially scattered to a m any-body bound
state due to the Coulomb interaction. Second, by using the scattering states, we calculate
the quantum -m echanical expectation value of the current through the quantum dot in the
seoond order of the inverse system length. Third, we study the statistical average of the
nonequilbrium current for a given nite bias voltage under the assum ption that electrons
are com pltely them alized in each reservoir before retuming to the lad.

O ur study of the nonequillbbrium current w ith scattering states is a genuine extension of
the Landauer form ula. O ur scattering states of the open system are suitable for describbing



Incident electrons them alized to a freeelectron state In each reservoir. Som e used the
Bethe ansatz [11,112, [13] to study the transport properties of quantum dot system s [14],
w here the Landauer form ula was form ally applied to the quasiparticles In a closed system
In equilbrium . H owever, the periodic boundary conditions in posed on the Bethe state are
clearly di erent from the conditions adopted for the Landauer fom ula, the conditions that
the incident electrons are asym ptotically free. R ecently, there have been a few attem pts to
study the transport properties w ith a scattering state in the fram ework of the Lippm ann—
Schw inger (LS) equation [L5,16]. O ur scattering state is shown a solution ofthe LS equation
associated w ith the open IRLM .

A rem arkable point of our solution is the appearance of a m any-oody bound state in the
scattering eigenstate. A notherm any-oody bound state given by the B ethe ansatz m ethod is
known to be the ground state of the Anderson m odel in equilbbrium [L7]. O ur bound state,
on the other hand, is generated as a result of the scattering of an Incident freeelectronic
planewave state  ig.[I). T he interaction around the quantum dot is a necessary condition
of the appearance of the bound state. T he nonequilbbrium current is Indeed a ected by the
Interaction through the bound state.

The open IRLM out of equilbrium has been studied w ith various approaches [1§, 119,
20, 121, [22]. W e express the quantum -m echanical expectation value of the current as a
series of the nverse system Jlength to consider the average current, while the perturbative
result R0] gives the average current as a series of the Interaction param eter. T he qualitative
behaviour of the current~olage characteristics that we obtain is sin ilar to the results in
Refs. [L9,120,121]. W e ram ark that, in our resuls, the e ect of the interaction appears in
the quantum -m echanical expectation value, which di ers from the resul in Ref. [18].

The Ham iltonian ofthe open IRLM is given by
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where & (x) and ¢ (X) are creation— and annihilation-operators of the electrons in the lead

= 1;2), d¥ and d are those In the quantum dot, t= L=p 2 is the transfer Integral between
each lead and the dot, 4 is the gate energy ofthe dot and U (> 0) expresses the Coulomb
repulsion. The dispersion relation in the lads is lnearized In the vicinity of the Fem i



energy to be E = wk, under the assum ption that t, 4 and U are am all com pared w ith the
Fermm ienergy [11,112,/13]. For sin plicity, we have set vy = 1 in Eq. [1). W e treat the system

asan open system mthelm it L ! 1 .Thelad isconnected n nitely arway to a large
reservoir characterized by the Fem idistrdoution w ith the chem ical potential . Our goal
is to calculate the statistical average of the current

X
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for the system undera nite biasvoltage, ;> ,.

W e consider the general form of eigenstates. A fter the transformm ation ¢, &) = & X)
G X) :p 2, the Ham ittonian (1)) is decom posed Into the even and odd parts. Due to the
relations H ;N.+ Ngyl= H ;N,]= 0 for the num ber cperatorsN ., = Rdxc‘ef:O (X)Cc—p x) and
N4 = d’d, the sst fN .+ N 4;N ,g gives a good quantum number. The N elctron state N ;ni

in the sectorwith N, = n is expressed in the formm
Z
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where we put e™’ (x;y) = 0. The fiinctions g®’ (x;y) and e®’ (x;y) are antisym m etric w ith
respect to the variabls fx;g and w ith respect to fyig. T he oneelectron eigenstate jl;n;ki,
h = 0;1) wih the energy eigenvaluie E = k is obtained by inserting the eigenfiinctions

g9 &)= g x),e? = ¢ org® y) = hy (y) nto the general om [3), where
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w ith the step function ). The linear combination ki= (j;0;ki+ jl;l;ki)=p§ gives a
scattering state containing an incom ing electron only In the lead 1. If we In posed periodic
boundary conditions to the lads, the wave number k allowed fr the eigenfiinction g® (x)
would bedi erent from that org® (). Thus, even in the non-interacting case, the scattering
state ki is noconsistent w ith the periodic boundary conditions.

ForN = 2, the eigenvalue problem H R;ni= E R;ni is cast into a set of the Schrodinger



equations:
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W e construct the eigenfiinctions g© (x1;x,), g &1;%,) and g® (x;;%,) by inposing the
conditions that, In the region x;;x, < 0, they are freeelectronic plane waves. The eigen—
finction g© (x1;x,) is discontinuous at x; = 0 and x, = 0, g% (x;;%,) at x; = 0, and
e®l) (x) at x = 0. The value of the fiinctions at the discontinuous point cannot be deter-
mined by Egs. [@). W e then set g% x;0) = @© &;0+)+ g® x;0 ))=2 and so0 on. The
fiinction g® (x;;x%,) should be a freeelectron eigenfiinction. The eigenfinctions w ith the
energy eigenvalie E = k; + ky, (ki;k, 2 R) are then given as follow s:
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whereQ = Q1;Q;) isapemutation of (1;2),xi5= x; Xj,u= 2U=@2+ U) and
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The wavenumber set fk;;k,g In each of the eigenfiinctions g© (x;;x,) and g® (¢;;%,) is
not conserved during the scattering; the plane wave w ith fk;;k,g is partially scattered to
thatwih £ 4 i%E 4+ i’g in the region x;;x, > 0. In this sense, they are not the
Bethe eigenfunctions [13, 118, 23]. W e have found sim ilar eigenfunctions in the A nderson
m odel 24].



The second term of each of the rst four eigenfunctions (6) com es from the Coulomb
interaction. The in aghary part of the wave numbers, i?, indicates the appearance of a
two-body bound state e © ¥23. The interaction is a necessary condition of the appearance
of the bound state and the strength ofbinding is determ ined by the transfer Integralt. A
sin ilar twophoton bound state has been found in a one-din ensional waveguide coupled to
a two-level system R3], where the bound state has been obtained through an \S-m atrix"
acting on the H ibert space of free tw o photons and the eigenstate including the bound state
has not been constructed.

W e obtain two-electron eigenstates by inserting the eigenfunctions [6) into the orm [3);
we denote them by P;n;k;;k,i, m = 0;1;2). W e notice that, by exchanging k; and k;
In R;1;ki;k,i, we have another eigenstate 2;1;k,;k;i wih the same energy. The four
eigenstates satisfy the orthonom alrelationsin the lim it L ! 1 :
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2; 1k ke Rkl kii= (g k) ke kI): 8)

In principl, we can construct elgenstates for a few elctrons. For exam ple, the three-
electron eigenfunctions in the sectorw ith N, = 0 are given by
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HereP = (P1;P,;P3)andQ = Q1;0,;Q3) arepem utationsof (1;2;3) andR = R1;R2) is

that of (1;2). The third tem ofthe eigenfinction g© (1 ;x,;x5) indicates a new threebody



bound state. The eigenstates in other sectorswih N, = 1;2;3 are constructed In sin ilar
ways.
Now we construct a scattering eigenstate by taking a lnear combination of the four

tw o—electron eigenstates as
Kkiskei= A R;0;ki;keit+ B1R;1kiskei BoR;1;kerkii+ C 2527k 5kod (10)

G oing from the eigenfiinctions in temm s of the even and odd parts back to the ones in temm s
of the lrads 1 and 2, we have £ %2 (x,;x,) = W0— &) (X1) Kiskoi and £Y x;;x,) =
1 X))o K1) Ki;kei. By choosihg A = B; = B, = C = 1=2 ;n Eq. [10), we cbtain the
scattering state which contains an incom Ing two-electron plane wave only in the kad 1, ie.,
O (x1;%,) = £9 x;%,) = 0 orx;;x, < 0, which is depicted in Fig.[d. Th the sam e way,
by chocoshg A = B; = B, = C = 1=2, we obtain the scattering state which contains
an incom ing one-electron plane wave in each lead, ie. £9? x,;%,) = 0 Prx,;x, < 0. We
denote the form er/latter scattering state by k;;k,i . Each scattering state is shown to be
a solution ofthe LS equation whose incident state is a freeelectron plane-wave state, where
the incident state m eans an eigenstate of the Ham iltonian [Il) with t = 0. On the other
hand, the scattering state constructed from the Bethe eigenstates [1§,123] is Interpreted as
the solution associated w ith an incident state that depends on the param eter U . W e ram ark
that the scattering states are also constructed from a superposition ofan in nite number of
the degenerate B ethe eigenstates R3].

W e use the two-electron scattering states to calculate the quantum -m echanical expecta—
tion value of the current I in Eq. [2). T he expectation value w ith respect to the scattering
state Ki;koi , ki < k) iscaloulated as

hky;koLkiskoi 2 42
=71 + —T1 H o
Hk, 7k, o ko1 L o ki) Ipke) 12 Ki7k2);

t
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whereL, = 2 (0) is the length ofthe system . The rsttem oforderL ! givesthe current
of non-interacting electrons. The correction tem of order I 2 containing I (k;;k,) is due
to the two-body bound state.

We nd that, n the Iimit L;N ! 1 , the correction term in Egs. (11l) contrbutes to

the current. In the spirt of the Landauer form ula, we assum e that electrons are com pltely



them alized In each reservoir before retuming to the systam . W e speculate from the result
of N = 2 that, for general N , sin ilar n-body bound states, (1 < n 6 N ) contrbute to
the tetmm of order I " In the expectation value. W e assum e that the contribution from

the twobody bound state is given by the function I (;h) in Egs. [11l). Let kibean N -
electron scattering state w ith an Incom lng N -electron plane wave characterized by distinct

wavenumbers fk; g in the lead . The speculated form of the expectation value is

hkyki 2 X+ X2
I — i (kl) IO(kl)
bkl Lo =1
4 2 X 1,1 X 142 X 2 1.2 1
+ L2 L (ki;kj)+ I (kj_;kj) L (ki;kj) +0 E

i< 17 i<
W e have veri ed this or N = 3. W e neglect the tem s of order higher than L 2 i the

N

P
expansion [L6]. By taking the Imit L;N ! 1 ,thesum @2 =L) L, should be replaced
by the integral on k with the zero-tem perature Fem idistribution £ k) = ( k). For

1-2= V=2, the average current is then given by
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where = (4 V=2)=%, = (4+ )=t%, = 2(=t artan( )),J = arctan(,)
arctan( )and k= 2 °=(2+ 1) 2 °=(2+ 1), (5= 1;2). The current includes higher-
orderterm s in U and, at 4 = 0, agreesw ith the perturbative resut R0] In the st order in
U. The Ineardivergence n ! 1 isdue to the linearized dispersion relation in Eq. ().
In F ig.[2, we plot the current=oltage characteristicsat 4= Oby setting = V .Theregime
of negative di erential conductance appears for large U [19,121].

In sum m ary, through the Landauer form ula, we have studied the nonequilbbriim current

In an open quantum dot system by using exact scattering eigenstates. W e have found that
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FIG.2: A currentvoltage characteristics of the average current or 4= 0and U = 0, 2, 4, 6, 8,

10.

thee ect ofthe interaction appearsthrough them any-body bound states. By taking the two—
body bound state into acoount, we have calculated the average current, which agrees w ith
the perturbative result R0]at 4 = 0 and has a behavior sim ilar to the other resuls [19,121].
In orderto com pare our resul, ncluding thecase 46 0,w ith the resul In Ref. RO]precisly,
we need to consider contributions from other m any-body bound states n Eq. [13), because
they m ay include rstordertem sofU . They would enable us to reqularize the logarithm ic
divergences in Eq. [13) with the renom alization-group technique [19,26].
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