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Heat exchange mediated by a quantum system
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We consider heat transfer between two thermal reservoidiatesl by a quantum system using the gener-
alized quantum Langevin equation. The thermal reservogdraated as ensembles of oscillators within the
framework of the Drude-Ullersma model. General expressfonthe heat current and thermal conductance are
obtained for arbitrary coupling strength between the reBes and the mediator and for different temperature
regimes. As an application of these results we discuss tgaaf Fourier’s law in a chain of large, but finite
subsystems coupled to each other by the quantum mediatersl3y address a question of anomalously large
heat current between the STM tip and substrate found in aregperiment. The question of minimum thermal
conductivity is revisited in the framework of scaling thgais a potential application of the developed approach.

PACS numbers: 05.70.Ln, 05.10.Gg, 65.80.-g

I. INTRODUCTION systems|[1].
A recently developed approach to study heat transport at
the microscopic level is based on either the classical or the

guantum Langevin equation. The quantum Langevin equation

mzlgﬁ dgogftﬁéogr?etrwo t(rjz:lsntls?(e:: Sr::(e)ﬁt'?]nns]'icroogsod'i::e;:t'otr;r':was first considered in Ref, [15] for a weakly damped har-
y 9y 9 PIC SYS] onic oscillator. Later [16], it was used to formulate trans

suchas nanotubgs,.moleculles, or quantum dait5 [1, 2]. Beyo rHort, collective motion, and the Brownian motion from a uni-
a purely academic interest in the problem, research sugyge ed, statistical-mechanical point of view. In Refs. [=7-1

]tcg?tmn;nOigfrl]?](ﬁgdicrgffgy;;:gsiﬁﬁ grserr?gl(;?:uﬁgpwﬁ:?]’ the Langevin equation was used for studying the thermal
y 9 ' zation of a particle coupled harmonically to a thermal rese

?giggfr d'lt%d?osr’] r:rCtrlf'lsetrosr’ agggjgltq?&r@;rﬁ;' ;?ﬁhothe oir and other closely-related problems. This approach was
rection, wi 9 IStory, Wi zatl Xgeneralized in Refs[ﬁ@@ZZ] in order to explore the non-

and energy flow through finite, macroscopic subsystems. E . ) .
amples of such an approach are the Caldeira-Legett [5] anaqumbnum steady-state heat current and temperaturfdgso

Nieuwenhuizen-Allahverdiaf[§] 7] models in which a ther.! chains of harmonic oscillators placed between two thérma

: . . . baths. Recently, a new method for an exact solution to the
.m"’.‘l reéServoir or Macroscopic system is described as a large Pindblad and Redfield master equations for open quadratic
infinite ensemble of harmonic modes.

system ofn fermions in terms of diagonalization ofla x 4n

In microscopic systems, such as chains of multilevel sysmatrix has been developed [23]| 24]. The method has been ap-
tems [8,9], harmonic oscillators [1/0112], or spihs|[13] the plied to Heisenberg(Y" spin 1/2 chain coupled to heat baths
relaxation processes of individual elements and the pseses at its ends. Generally, this approach can be considered as an
of mutual equilibration between different elements ar@j\s  alternative to the quantum Langevin equation.
arable from each other and all take place on a microscopic |n this paper we investigate the non-equilibrium steady-
time scale. In contrast, the local equilibrium requirenfent  state heat transfer between two thermal reservoirs destai
macroscopic systems implies that the equilibration pree®s ensembles of harmonic modes mediated by a quantum system,
proceed on two vastly different time scales. The local equiwhich is also considered in the harmonic approximationsThi
librium is established on the microscopic time scale, whilejs 3 Hamiltonian system with fixed total energy, but increas-
the equilibration between the macroscopic subsystems take ing entropy. Our approach is based on the quantum Langevin
much longer time. equation and uses the Drude-Ullersma model (DUM) for the

One of the most visible problems of non-equilibrium ther- bath mode spectrum. This is a generalization for the non-
modynamics is the microscopic derivation of Fourier's law, quilibrium situation of the approach employed in Ref. (7] t
specifying that the heat flukthrough both fluids and solids the study of statistical thermodynamics of a quantum Brown-
is given byj = —xVT(r), where the temperaturE varies ian particle coupled to a single thermal reservoir.
smoothly on microscopic scale amds the thermal conduc- The solution obtained within this model allows us to de-
tivity. Despite the ubiquitous occurrence of this phenoargn  termine the heat conductance between two thermal baths at
very few rigorous mathematical derivations of this law arearbitrary strength of the coupling constant. The resules pr
known [14]. While for 3D generic models Fourier's law is sented here are valid for an arbitrary temperature diffezen

expected to be true, this law may not be valid for 1D and 2Dand arbitrary cut-off frequency, which plays the role of the
Debye frequency. As is found, temperature dependence of the

conductance may possess a plateau at intermediate tempera-
ture range, similar to the “classical” plateau at high terape
*Electronic address: George.Panasyuk.ctr@wpafb.af. mil tures. Dependence of the thermal conductance on the cguplin

The development of non-equilibrium thermodynamics
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strength displays a maximum. We also show that the quan-
tum thermal bath approach, in which a many-body problem is " @ ue-
replaced by the one-body approximation where the effect of

thermal baths is quantified by random forces, yields the same

results for conductance as the rigorous (many-body) swluti T, T,

in the limit of large Debye frequency. On a more general note,

this approximation can be successfully used for solvingenor FIG. 1. (Color online) Diagram representation of the totaintil-
complex problems without necessarily resorting on therrigo tonian [1). The large circles correspond to the Hamiltosiehthe

ous solution that is based on the full-fledged Hamiltonian, thermal reservoirs, EqL.](3), the small circle is the Hamitin [2) of
. the mediator, and the dotted lines correspond to the cayplamil-
The solution to the problem of heat transfer between tWQonians ().

thermal reservoirs with a quantum particle as the mediator i

applied to a chain system consisting of macroscopic subsys-

tems coupled to each other by quantum particles (mediatorsygre

The microscopic time scatedescribes the time it takes for the

heat current facilitated by the mediators to come to a steady R

state. Each subsystem has arbitrary large heat capacity and H= om + 9 2)

the equilibration time between them is much longer than

In this case, Fourier’s law follows naturally as the diffetial i the Hamiltonian of the quantum system (the mediator) de-

form of the energy conservation law. scribed as a harmonic oscillator,
We use these results to explain a recent experimentin which 5 5 o
the heat flow in vacuum between an STM tip and a substrate Moo= { Pvi m”iwvixvi] ©)
was found to be about ten orders of magnitude greater than p 2myi 2
that expected from the blackbody radiation thed [25]. Our

suggestion is that the heat flow in this experiment was meare the Hamiltonians of the first (= 1) and secondy/ = 2)
diated by a carbon monoxide molecule placed in the gap bedaths, and
tween the tip and substrate. In addition, we briefly discuss
the problem of minimum thermal conductivity attained when _ . 2 cy
o V,=—2> Cuityit+2") 3 (4)

the coherence length of the phonons is minimal and of the or- ; - 2myw;;
der of the interatomic distance. Finally, we also briefly men
tion a possible application of the developed model to studydescribe interaction between the mediator and the baths. In
the Josephson junction, which provides an important examplEq. (2),z andp are the coordinate and momentum operators
of strong coupling between the quantum system and thermaindm andk are the mass and spring constant of the particle.
baths. In Egs. [3) and[(¥)zx.; andp,; are the coordinate and mo-

The paper is organized as follows. The model is introducednentum operators, whereas,; andw,; are the masses and
in Sec. I, where the generalized Langevin equation is @driv frequencies of the oscillators for thith mode that belong to
and solved using the DUM. In Sec. lIl, expressions for thethe vth bath. Finally,C,; are the coupling coefficients that
heat current between the thermal baths and heat conductandescribe the interaction between the quantum system and the
are derived and analyzed for different temperature regimebaths. The last contributions to the right-hand sidd bf (4) a
and different coupling strengths. In Sec. 1V, we compare theself-interaction terms, which guarantee thaj, +V,, are pos-
solution obtained in the quantum thermal bath approach witlitively defined operators. Fidl] 1 contains graphical repnes
the the rigorous solution. In Section V the specifics of ggron tation of the Hamiltoniar{{1). Here the large circles repras
coupling is described. Section VI is devoted to Fouriens la the Hamiltonians of the bathEl(3), the smaller central eircl
in a chain of macroscopic subsystems. Section VII discussestands for the particle Hamiltoniahl (2), and the dashedline
the application of our model to anomalously large heat flondescribe the interaction between the central particle hed t
between the STM tip and substrate. Sections VIII and IXbaths[().
discuss possible applications of the model to deal with the The Heisenberg equations for the coordinate and momen-
problem of minimum thermal conductivity and the Josephsorium operators corresponding to each bath and for our quantum

junction, respectively. system read
= Pvi (5)
vr — )
mo
II. LANGEVIN EQUATION ”
— . L S 2
The total Hamiltonian of the system under consideration is Pri = —Myiw,;Tvi + Cui, (6)
similar to that in Refs[[11, 26]
. p
Hiot = H +Hp1 + Hp2 + V1 + V. 1) T= (7



and wherek = 1,2,3,..N,. In Eq. [13),A, are the mode
spacing constantd), are the characteristic cutoff frequen-
cies qualitatively similar to the Debye frequency, andare

the coupling constants between a given reservoir and the me-
diator [7]. Hereafter we assume for simplicity thay =
Considering Eqgs.[{5) anfl(6) as a system of inhomogeneous, = D. In the final results we take the limiV, — oo
equations with known inhomogeneity, its solution can be-wri andA, — 0.

C2
p=—kxr+ g Crixyi —x g e
: ; mViwl/i
w w

(8)

ten as Substituting Eq.[(14) into Eq[{13) and replacing summa-
0) tion overi by integration, one arrives at the following expres-
Ty () = 2,:(0) cos(wyit) + LvilD) sin(wyit) + sion for~(¢):
mMyiWyq
ot — ~De-Dltl
Cui / dssinfwyi(t — s)]z(s)  (9) V(E) =De ’ (15)
mMyiWyi .
0 wherey = 51 + 2. Using [14) and[(T5), Eq.L(11) can be

and solved by Laplace transformatidn [29]:

Pui(t) = myidyi(t) = —myiw,iz,i(0) sin(wyit) + 1

o(t) = §(02(0) + - (0p(0)+ - [ dsa(t=s)n(). (16

pui(0) cos(wyit) + Cui /0 ds cos|wyi(t — $)]z(s). (10)

Substituting[(P) into[(8) and integrating by parts, one oista
the quantum Langevin equation:

mi = —kx(t) +n(t) _/0 dsy(t—s)@(s) —~(t)x(0), (11)

Here

= L7 '[3(2)],

1
Zrug+ zﬁ(zJ = an

g(t)y=1L"" [

where j(z) is the Laplace transforni of g(¢), L' is the

inverse Laplace transform, and

where 1

pvi(0) sin(wyit) | (12) "

_ Dy
T D42z

ca= 1L (18)
m

n(t) = Z Chi {xw-(()) cos(wyit) +

MyiWyi After substituting[(IB) intd{(17)y(¢) can be presented as
is the noise that comes from the baths and 3
- 9(t) = L7 g()] = Y gne™"", (19)
o [Z . n=1
~(t) = Z p—") cos(wy;t) (13)
w where
is the friction kernel, which takes into account the intéicrc B D+ =
of the quantum particle with both thermal reservoirs. 9(z) = ( (20)

D+ 2)(22 + wd) + Dyz’

Here g, are defined by the last two relations ang are the
A. Drude-Ullersma model roots of equation

At this point we have made no specific assumptions about (n— D)(p* + wi) +4Dp = 0, (21)

the properties of the Hamiltonians that describe the therma

reservoirs. The microscopic structure of the thermal resewherew, = +/k/m. Statistical thermodynamics of a %Iuan-

voirs does not affect the nature of the energy exchange béum particle coupled to a thermal bath was considered|in [7]

tween them. Therefore, one can choose a specific, physicalin the limit of largeD when

meaningful model of the Hamiltoniafi$g; andH g2 without

sacrificing the generality of the results.
Here we employ the Drude-Ullersma model (DUM)I[7, 27, , .

28]. The model assumes that in the absence of the interad this case/[(19) and (P1) give

tion with the quantum system, each bath consists of unifiprml 1

D >>wy, 1/mp=q/m=4, 1/ =k/y=win. (22)

spaced modes and introduces the followingependence for i R 2—(1 Fr), us~D—1/1,>> |2l (23)
the coupling coefficients: P
. and
2y, myw? A, D?
vk — kAlla vi — v z 14 _ T
e “ \/ rwh+0y n=—mn (24)



wherer = /1 — 47, /7. If 7 /7 = (womp)? < 1/4, p12 The derivation of the steady-state expressiong’ff@r, jf’),
are real and if;, << 7., the quantities;, andr, can beinter- () ang yltimately for.J,,, depends on how the contact be-
preted as t_he characterls_tlc relaxation times for the moamen  yeen the baths is established. A physically meaningfulehod
and coordinate, respectively. Otherwise, whem, > 1/2,  should yield the same result regardless of how the coupling
pi1,2 = 1/27, Fi /70, wherery = (w§ —4°/4)""/? determine  initially takes place. To verify this we have considered two
the oscillation time whiler;, again determines the damping options. In one case, the quantum system is attached simulta
time. In what follows, however, we consider a more generaheously to both baths at timte= 0. In the second case, the
case wherD, wy, and7,"' may be comparable. In this case, quantum particle is coupled first to the first bath, reaches th
the rootsu,, and coefficientg,,, wheren = 1,2, 3, are deter-  mal equilibrium with it, and at a later moment (which is again
mined as analytical solutions df (21) and from relationl (19) ¢ = 0) it is coupled to the second bath.
respectively. We have established that the steady-state heat currest is th
same in either scenario. Below we give a derivation in the
case of simultaneous coupling of the mediator to two thermal
II. HEAT CURRENT reservoirs at = 0. We can assume that for< 0 the dynamic
variables of the baths are determined by the usual expressio
Using [B) and[{(b), one can easily show that the rate of
change of the energy of a given thermal reservoir is given by oi(t) = h (
v 2m1/iw1/i

d 2. My 2.
el vi Vi vi =—(P, 25
i Xi:<2mw— T (Pu)s (25 and

CL+ Wyt +aui87iw”it) (32)

I/’L

where Pui(t) = myidyi(t). (33)

Ci Here the creation and annihilation operatars anda , sat-
P, =— Z o (Dri + Tpus) (26) isfy [ayi,a),,] = dixd,.r. The operators’ Gibbsian ensemble
i v averages are determined by

is the work the quantum system performs on i#tie bath per By hwyi
unit of time (the power dispersed in theh bath) [20]. In (a} a0k + ayral;) = 6ir6,, coth <%) ;o (34)
the steady-state regime the power acquired by one resésvoir
taken from the other, so that the steady-state heat cuitgnt wheres, = (k7)) ', which also result in
can be presented dg, = (P;) = -(P2) or in the symmetrical
form (i(0)pr§(0)) = m7w}; (20i(0)2;(0)) =
hmuiwuz

1 ﬁumui
Jon = §<731 —Pa). (27) —g didwcoth (T) (39)

Using solutions fop,;(t) andz(¢) from Egs. [ID) and(16), and
and omitting here the transient processes that wash out over

the short timer = max(7,, 7..) we get (Pvi(0),(0) + 2,75 (0)p1i(0)) = 0. (36)
1 Using these equations, as well as Hg.] (12), the ensemble av-
(Po) =g D feos(wiit)ji” erages(p, (0)1(t) + n(t)pui(0)), (2,:(0)n(t) + 1(t)2.:(0))
=1V can be found andP,) can be written as
—MyiWyq si l/it (0 + Cl/i () 3 28
MW, bln(w )]u Jv ] ( ) <PU> _ <Pu>(1) + <PU>(2) (37)
where
. where
350 = [ dsglt = )pan(s) + n(elpa0)),  (@9) o Bl
: (P = gy 3 o (57 )
=1 ml/l
t
jl(/l;) - / dsg(t — s){(2y;(0)n(s) + n(s)x,:(0)),  (30) [cos (wyit / sg(t — ) sin(wy;$)—
0
and sin(wyt / dsg(t — s cos(wws))} (38)
t t
j,g? = </ dT cos wy;(t — T):C(T)/ dsg(t — s)n(s) + and
0 0
t t h Czi -(c)
/ dsg(t — s)n(s)/ dr cosw,;(t — 7)z(7)). (31) (P)® = “om v (39)
0 0 i=1



Evaluating the integrals in[(B8) usind_{19) and omit- modes of the Hamiltonia®{y, are shifted due to the interac-
ting exponentially decaying contributions, one can findtion with the mediator to the values

that all time-varying terms, such as those proportional to A

sin(w,;t) cos(w,;t), etc. cancel each other out. It means Vg = Wik — —1¢(wk), (44)
that the steady-state heat currentis truly time-indepeteate &

does not contain any fluctuating contributions. Using Ed)) (1 where¢(w) is a certain known function of the parameters of

and substituting integration for summation we obtain the Hamiltonian. In the limit of smal;, ¢(w) ~ 1.
In the Appendix we have shown that after coupling of this
1) ﬁ'y,, *° dww coth (B, hiw/2) thermalized combined system to the second thermal bath with
(PO = Z )
v Iniin (w2 4+ D?)(w? + p2) a differenttemperature, the same steady-state heat ¢(@#g&Hn
(40) will be established despite the small difference in the oiicr
Similarly, Eq. [39) can be rewritten as follows scopic makeup of the two baths. This is important not only

from the physical point of view that the steady-state energy
t current between two thermal reservoirs should not depend on
</ drS(t — T)iU(T)/ dsg(t —s)n(s)  the initial conditions, but also for the derivation of Faens
.Y 0 law as shown below.
+/ dsg(t — S)n(s)/ dr cos S(t — 7)z(7)), It should be noted tha.t Fhe existence of a unique steady-
0 0 state independent of the initial conditions cannot be tdken
granted. There is substantial literature devoted to thidbpr
where lem in classical and quantum systemls[[1,[30—34]. Ref] [34]
o2 considers the existence of the steady-state and thermal equ
S(t) = Z D+ cos(wyit) = 26(t) — De” P!, (41) libration in a system that represents a quantum wire coupled
=1 T to two baths. It appears that a necessary, but not sufficient
] ) ] o condition of uniqueness of the steady-state is absencesof th
Using (12),[3), and(36), ) can be obtained inasimilar poynd state in the spectrum of the thermal bath. In the model
way, reaching its steady-state value when oo, andthe heat \ye are using here the bound state would manifest itself as an
currentis given by imaginary root in Eq.[{21). This would result in non-decayin
oscillatory contribution to the steady-state energy auraad
Jon = — Z / dww(n (w) — nz(w)] 42) its dependence on initial conditions. However, the absefce
ntn (D% + w2 V(12 +w?)’ the bound states does not solely guarantee the uniqueness of
the steady-state or thermal equilibratioh[[1], B3, 34]. lis th
wheren,, (w) = 1/[exp(hwp3,)—1] are the phonon occupation regard, our results demonstrate explicitly the existenwt a
number for the respective thermal reservoir. Here we assunm#niqueness of the steady-state in the considered model.
for simplicity thaty; = ~2. In a more general case when
Y1 # 72, Jyn Will be determined by the same expression (42)

hvy, D?

2m

(P,)3 = —

by substitutingl /27, — 27172/(ym). It can be shown ex- A. Different temperature regimes

plicitly that the same result fofP,)(?) and, eventually, for

Jun can be obtained if one performsintegration inj(‘?) first Expressions for the heat current and heat conductance can
124

and, finally, calculates thiesum in [39). This provides an ad- be simplified in the limits of high and low temperatures when
ditional verification of the formuld(31) and expressibn)42 /l#n|/ksT, < 1 andhju,|/ksT, > 1, respectively. Here
If |1y — To| < (T1 + T»)/2 = T, Eq. [@2) determines the H» (n =1,2,3) are the roots of EqL21).

heat conductanck In the high temperature limit, Eq$._(42) andl(43) reduce to
Jth T}?kBDQ DkB 3 gnln
K=—- lim —=-— =-K(I,-T); K=~— . (45
ATS0 AT 817, . Jen (T2 Vi b 7;1 D+ py (45)
3 2
Z Ol / dww?cosech (ﬂh‘*’/z)’ (43)  The above sum can be written as
=7 e (D W) (4 w?)

Inlin . ~

whereAT = T, — Ty andm, = h/kpT. Z D+ pn —L[g(0)]]-=p = =Dg(D) (46)

In the second scenario of consecutive coupling of the me-
diator to the thermal baths, one can consider initially s&tb  when using the well known properties of the Laplace trans-
system that describes the equilibrium (Gibbsian) statdef t form and also relatlorzn L gnptk = [(=1)F = 1]/2, where
first thermal bath plus the mediator. The corresponding set = 0, 1, 2. Thusk in @5) can be written as
of eigenvalues and eigenmodgs;, e;. }, can be determined
by diagonalization of the Hamiltoniak + Hp; + Vi. As K~ ks 2D?
was found in Ref[[7], the frequencies;, of the unperturbed - 47, [2(D? + w2) +4D]

(47)



In the limit (22) of largeD we obtain

47, 4

(48)

The correlators of the Fourier transforms of the randomdsrc
are given by

In the deep quantum regime (low temperatures), we find  The solution of Eq.[{533) is given by

3]€4 (T4
3Oh3

T4 Zgn

Using again the Laplace transform ahd|(20), we find

Jin A (49)

3

Z 9o _ _dg(z=0) 7 (50)
— up dz wg
and finally have, in the quantum regime,
T3k 2m3k{ T3
Jin ~ ———2— (T = Ty) and K ~-——2—. (51
T g( 1~ 1p) an iwdrs

The temperature dependence .4f, is the same as in the

Stefan-Boltzmann law

QkB

s = A60h3 2

(T} - T3), (52)

where A is the area of a black body from which radiation
emits. We will use this observation in Selc._MII for discus-

sion of experimental results found [n [25].

IV. QUANTUM THERMAL BATHS

Let us show now that the result for the heat current given
by Eq. [42) in the limitD — oo can be reproduced within the
In the phenomeno-

guantum thermal bath (QTB) approach.

(F,(w)Fy (W) =270 (w + W)oK, (w).  (56)
i) = —LOW TR sy

mw? + ijw — wi

The energy conservation law for the mediator is given by

d /mi?  mwiz? .9 . .
& (T4 ) — o (d?) 4 (i) + (), (59)
which in the steady-state correspondsytg?) = (Fy4) +

(Fo).
We define heat currentt(f]) as the energy transferred per

unit of time from the first to the second bathit(fl) =
—dFEy/dt, or

T = —%v<ﬁc2> + (i) = %(<F15C> — (Fd)).  (59)
Here E; is the internal energy of the first bath and we take
that the energy dissipated by the mediator is equally split b
tween the two baths. In general, the energy dissipated by the
mediator can be split between the thermal baths in arbitrary
proportion, but then the correlatofs158) also will be prnepo
tional to the fraction of energy dissipated by the mediaia i
given bath.

Using Egs.[(5l7) and (56), we obtain

~ Kalw)]

* dww K1
= 60
T 47rm / w? + ijw — w? (60)

logical QTB model the many-body problem described by th - .
Hamiltonian [1) is replaced by a one body problem in Whlcril;glilgv%r'i?ttgnaacgoum expressidiLi55), the heat curiept (80) c
friction is introduced “by hand”, instead of being a logical

consequence of energy redistribution between the prélgtica dww?ny (w) — na(w)]

9 h [™
infinite number of modes. The other effect of a thermal bath Jt(h) s — / (@ —o2)2 + 3202 (61)
is modeled by a random force. The equation of motion for the p /0 0 7
mediator takes form of the Langevin equation and the corresponding conductance is
. . 2
mr + yx + mwox = Fl (t) + FQ(t)a (53) K(S) B T}?kB /oo dww4cosech2(ﬁhw/2) (62)
where the stochastic forces (colored noiBeandF;, describe 8772 Jo  (w?— wp)? +A%w?

the effects of the two heat baths with temperatufesand
T», respectively. We takéF, (¢)) = 0 and(F, (t)F, (t')) =

O, K, (t —t'), wherev, v = 1,2 and K, (t) is determined
by its Fourier transform as

T[>~ . }
%[m dwk, (w)e™ ™!

Thus, the heat current given by Ef.161) and obtained from
the phenomenological quantum thermal bath approach coin-
cides in the limitD — oo with that given by Eq.[{(42), which
is the result of rigorous solution of a microscopic manyypod
model of the thermal reservoirs. This is a solid indicatioat t
the quantum thermal baths approach can be used to address
more complicated problems of energy transfer via quantum
mediators without resorting to a full-blown treatment lthse
on a many-body Hamiltonian such as the one given by Eq.
(@). It should be noted that the QTB model has been recently

K,(t) = (54)

with

- %fm coth(lw /2kpT,). (55)



successfully used by Dammak et al.|[35] for sampling quanHereji,, = tn/D,
tum fluctuations within the framework of molecular dynam-

ics (MD) simulations. Using the QTB model, the authors re- I = /°° xdx _

produced several experimental data at low temperatures in a " o (@4 1)(224 42)

regime where quantum statistical effects cannot be neglect i[arctan(a) — (7/2)sign(b)] — In(|fin|?) 66
Our result here suggests that the MD approach can account 21— 2) (66)
for quantum statistical effects in non-equilibrium sifoas as "

well. with a = (:uglr - /L%i)/(ﬂnrﬂni)i b= finrfinis Pnr = Re(ﬂn)i
Also we should mention that a powerful method for solv-and,,; = Im(uy,). Finally,

ing problems involving open quadratic systems for fermions -

has been developed by Prosen [23] and Proserzandovit I = / rdx (67)
[24]. It would be interesting to see how a problem of non- " o (er = 1)[x? + (Thyin)?]

equilibrium bosonic systems, like the one considered here,

can be reformulated in terms of this novel approach of "thirdWheremi,2 = i/kpTi 5. . o
quantization”. The weak and strong coupling can be defined in terms of

the effective bath-particle interaction strength, where

ip = D*A(D? +wi) (68)
In this section we return to the analysis of our results em- p,2 & Fiwo +9p/2, p3 =D —Ap (69)
phasizing the effects of the weak and strong coupling on heaa{nd
transfer as well as some interesting features in the behafio
the heat conductance. The main purpose of this section is to ~ ¢L _ D __ (70)
clarify the conditions which may allow us to assign a certain /2~ "0 T 2(D2 + w2)” ¥ T D2 4 w2

temperature to the mediator. This is possible when the media ) ) _

tor is in a state of weak non-equilibrium. For a simple systemlf 7o < wo, the mediator can be described as an oscillator

with two degrees of freedom the weak non-equilibrium meangvith relatively small effective friction. However, this ndi-

that the virial theorem is approximately satisfied. Thisdien tion by itself is not sufficient to guarantee the virial thewr.

tion depends on the coupling strengtiand temperature. Let Only if temperatures of both thermal reservoirs are sufiitye

us consider the average potential and kinetic energy: high, i.e.

k. T\ o/h> Ap, 71

kpTe = (ka?) and kpT, = (p2/m). (63) pT1.2/h> %o (1)
we get approximately equal steady-state values.gf.

The imbalance between them has been proven to be useful in

dgtermining the statistics of a quantum particle coupled to kpTy =~ kpT, ~ 5[U(Tl) + U(T3)). (72)

single heat batf [7]. Even when the total system — (heat bath +

mediator) —is in thermal equilibrium, the virial theoremist  Herer7(7) = huwg /2 + hwolexp(fwo /ksT) — 1)L is the av-

satisfied for the mediator, namely,(T') — T (T') is non-zero  grage energy of a quantum oscillator in thermal equilibrium

for any finite. This is a manifestation of quantum entan- The inequality[[7IL) can be considered as the usual condition
glement between a particle and a single thermal bath [7]. Theg applicability of the Gibbsian statistics, when intefanten-

difference between the average kinetic and potential Mg orgy hetween subsystems of a large closed system is small
the mediator can serve as a criterion for the coupling streng \yith respect to the internal energies of the subsystéms [36]

—_

also in the non-equilibrium case, as shown below. Thus, as long as the virial theorem is preserved, one can as-
Egs. [12),[(Ib), and(34), and the relatjpr- mi, one can  sign to the mediator a certain temperatiir@n the basis of
obtain Eq. (72):U(T) = (1/2)[U(T1) + U(T3)]. In the high tem-
perature limitcg T} 2 > hwy, this leads to
2 3
T, = M08 o > galln(1=fi2) + Iy +12) (64) TimTy~T=(Th +12)/2 (73)
7T/€B 1
as is expected.
and For the case of moderate or strong coupling (overdamped
mediator),T ,, acquirey-dependence and the conditi¢nl(72)
3 is not satisfied any more. Fid.] 2 shows the monotonic de-
T, = __R Z G2 [Iy(1 — i2) + Iy + Ina].  (65) pendence of the relative energy imbalans&,, = (T, —
Tk =~ Ty)/(T,+T%) onthe coupling strength. The cut-off parameter
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Dependence Af7},, on the coupling strength  F1G- 3: (Color online) Dependence of the normalized heatioon
for different D /wo, miwo, andmawo. (8) Djwo = 10, Thiwo = tanceK/(kswo) on the coupling strength @& /wo = 1 and different
Thawo = 1, () D/wo = 1, Thiwo = mawo = 1(¢) D/wo = 10, Tho.

Thiwo = Thewo = 0.5, and (d)D/wo = 1, Thiwo = 1, Tawo =

0.5. 0.1

D can loosely associate with the Debye frequency. The ther- kéﬂ
mal bath modes with frequencies higher thiaare effectively
decoupled from the mediator and do not play a significant role
in the processes of thermalization and energy transfeithisor
reason, whei /wy decreasesr;TIDX also decreases. This also
follows from (€8). Indeed, the coupling constant /m is
renormalized by the factab?/(D? + w?) and is effectively
determined byjp at a relatively smalyp. As one also finds,
AT, decreases wheh, , grow in accordance tg (V1) E(73). 1013

Thus,ATpX can be considered as a measure of the coupling L
strength that takes into account all the relevant factozh si3 1073 1071 7,/ 10
D?/(D? + w?) and values of’} ».

It is interesting to notice that the-dependence of the heat FIG. 4: (Color online) Temperature dependence for the nbzeth
conductance (43) may possess a maximum. As we found, fteat conductanc&’/ (kswo) atwor, = 10 and different values of
appears at relatively smally and relatively largey (strong ~ D. Note thatr,/m, = ksT'/h4. (a) D7, = 0.1, (b) D71, = 1, ()
quantum entanglement between the particle and baths) whddm =100, and (d)D7;, = oo.

Thwo S 2, By/ksT 2 10, andy/D > 1 as is illustrated

in Fig. [3. The maximum strength can be characterized by

the quantityA K — (Kmax — Koo)/Kumax, WhereKmax and a g_eneri_c result vali(_j in a wide rgngeao@rp. It can be ex-
K. are the values ok at its maximum and at /wo — oo, plained in the following way. Ifl’ is S0 large t_hamoTh <1 .
- or 7,/T > woTp, We have the "final” classical plateau in

respectively. As our simulations show K increases when Fi : .
. : ig. [4 described by[{(47). On the other handIifis so
mhwy decreases and the val®/wo)max at which Krnax is small thatDm, > 1 or 7,,/m, < D7,, we have the quan-

achieved shifts toward larger values whifk., decreases. It tum regime (straight line in Fig[14) described ly](51). In
is worth to mentlonthata3|m|larmaX|mummthedependencqhe intermediate region, wheRn, < 1 butwom > 1 o'r
’ 0

of the heat current on the system-bath coupling strength wa; : 2 9
found in [24] for Heisenberg( Y spin 1/2 chain. Pr, < Tp/Th < WoTp, ONE can_apprOX|mate>2+u172 ~ 2
. under the integrals i (#3) for=1 or 2 and
Fig. [4 shows the temperature dependences for the normal-
ized heat conductance at differantand forwym, = 10. The 2k D? [

1077

Ji Z gn +93D* s |, (74)

n=1,2

shown dependencies are based on the same expression (43) K~ —
and its highD limit. As our analysis reveals, iD/wy > 10,

K (T) essentially coincides with the correspondibg— oo
limit (62). The straight line region corresponds to the low-
T limit (ET), which is the same for all curves. At largé e dww?

each curve reaches its classical plateau in accordanc)to (4 k= /0 sinh?(Bhw/2)(D? + w?)k
An unusual feature, which is an additional plateau that ap-

pears in the intermediate range gf/m, andD << wy, is  Taking into account thaj; + g2 = —gs, one can rewrite (14)

8Ty

where

(75)




T, T, Tx The standard definition of a macroscopic body in the state of
T, @,.@_‘//‘_@_,ER weak non-equilibrium([37] is that it can be divided into re-
K, K, Kun gions large enough_to be considered macroscopic, but _s_mall
enough to be described by a local temperature. In addition,
FIG. 5: (Color online) Chain of macroscopic subsystemsr{amar- these regions or subsyste_ms '”.”“St be weakly coupled to each
ticles”) interconnected by mediators. Each subsystentited by a  Other. The weak coupling in this context means that the char-
large circle, as well as both thermal reservoirs, corrediorHamil-  acteristic time required for the subsystems to come to nhutua
tonian [3). Other symbols also have the same meaning as ifilFig €quilibrium is much longer than the time of microscopic re-
Temperatureqdt, andTr of the left and right thermal reservoirs are laxation. Here we introduce a model that fills this conceptua
fixed because their heat capacity is considered infinite. t@mper- ~ framework with a microscopic content.
aturesI’, of the subsystems can slowly vary until the steady-state is  Fig. [§ illustrates our model. It consists 8f macroscopic
e_stablished. Thermal conductand€s can vary from one connec- subsystems and two thermal reservoirs (TR) coupled by the
tion to another. mediators. Each subsystem and each TR is described by the
Hamiltonian given by Eq. [{3) within the framework of the
Drude-Ullersma model, Eq_(Ll4). Each mediator is described
by the Hamiltonian[{2) and each coupling is described by the
2k D? /00 dww? 76) Hamiltonian[4) and Eq[(14). The total system, including th
Iy — W) : TRs, is Hamiltonian with constant total energy.
0 sinh*(Bhw/2)(D? +w?)* Each subsystem and each TR is initiall;?)érepared in the
Finally, using thatD7, < 1 and approximatinginh(z) ~ =, ~ State of thermal equilibrium and is characterized by a tem-

the integral in[[76) can be estimatedra§ Dr2). Due to [70), ~ Peraturel;, or Tr, andTw, respectively. It means that the re-
spective correlators have the form of Hg.1(35).

as

K~

8Ty

kgD ks D34 The energy of a given subsystem, which consists of very
N 93T T ot (77)  large or infinite number of modes with frequencigs= kA
P 0 withk=1,2,3 ... ,is
does not, indeed, depend on temperature forming the plateau 9
in Fig.[4. The physical origin for the smal and intermedi- U(T) ~ M,
ate plateau can be explained as followsT lincreases above hA

the Debye temperatut, = Dh/kg, i.e. D1, = 0p/T <  Here, the divergent zero-point energy term was dropped. Cor

if T is still less thanw,/kp (or Tawo > 1, which is always

possible ifwg > D), the quantum system cannot be excited C(T) = au N ksT
and, hence, it cannot absorb energy from either bath ansttran T dT BTA
fer it to the other bath. This will lead to a small value of

K in (Z7). Moreover, because this situation stays unchangeghus’ the thermgl reservqirs_ V.Vi" be charactgrizedﬁ_by» 0
whenT changes within the interval, < 7 < fwo/kp (or and, correspondingly, an infinite heat capacity, while the s

Dr, < 15/m < wory), K must not depend off’ notice- systems need to be described by an arbitrarily small, bt sti
1% 1% P/

ably, which is in accordance tb {[77). Also, as one can notice_f,inite A. The energy difference between two subsystems (as

the effective bath-particle interaction strength is small if in Fig.[1) with temperature®, andT; is

D > wq even if¥ itself is not small. In this case, we h_ave a (kTy)? — (ksTo)?|  K3|Th — To|Thay
very low decay rate for the, » modes and, correspondingly, AU ~ A ~ X )
very small heat current and heat conductance, again in-accor
dance to[(7]7). This result brings our situation close to the 0 On the other hand, the heat current between the two subsys-
with the bound states mentioned at the end of the first part aems can be estimated on the basis of Hgd. (45)[aid (48) as
Sec.[TIl. Indeed, wherp = 0, we would have non-decaying

oscillatory contributions to the steady-state, dependimthe J kB

e 2 ih ~ —|T1 — T3l

initial conditions, and zero heat current. However, everafo Tp

case with infinitely smalfyp, the unique but infinitely small
steady-state current will be established after an infinitaige

time interval. AU kg Ty

~

Thus, the characteristic time of mutual equilibration

_— = E -1 ~ -1
T Tp WA ThA AT (78)

teq

VL. FOURIER’S LAW For the subsystems, we assume that the “Heisenberg” time
scalel /A is much larger than any other characteristic times,
The results obtained in previous sections will be applied tesuch asr,, 7, or m, [6,7]. Thus, the system described by the
an extended model that can shed additional light on the long-amiltonian represented by the diagram in Hig. 5 meets the
standing problem regarding the origin of Fourier’s law! [14] conditions described in the first paragraph of this section.



One of the main results that we have obtained by solving théiere the energy currents,_; ,, are given by Eq. [{42) and
Hamiltonian [2) is that the energy flows from higher to lower this equation is valid for arbitrary values of the initiahtper-
temperature TR. Since all the modes of a given TR are in theratures. In order to obtain Fourier’s law we have to take the
mal equilibrium at the same temperature, the thermodynamitemperature differences between the neighboring submagste
relationship between energy and entrafdy, = 7dS; is sat- small and express the currents in terms of thermal conduc-
isfied for each of them and the total entropy in the steadtgsta tances[(4i3)

increases

dS 1 1 8tljrz = Kn—l,n(Tn—l - Tn) - Kn,n+l(Tn - Tn+1)- (81)
— = |Jin||=—— =] > 0.
dt el T Tz‘ This equation can be rewritten in the differential form by in

One can easily show that for the system represented i Fig. téoducmg a continuous coordinatg wherexz = nd corre-

the total entropy also increases even when the energy ¢sirre p?nds t?[rt]he Ioliatlc_)gs (;f thle sug_sygstemsmr%ife d|stsnce ‘
between the subsystems are all different. In the steadg;sta etween them. For identical mediators Elq.] (81) can be recas

which corresponds to all energy currents between two neigha-ls

boring subsystems being equal, the entropy increases as C(T)O:T(z) = K (z — d/2)[T(x — d) — T()] —
ds o1 K(z +d/2)[T(x) — T(z +d)], (82)
dt T, 1Tr

= |Jonl

>0

whereC(T) = dU/dT is the heat capacity of a subsystem.

These results are valid as long as all modes remain in thefrhen, Eq.[8P) leads to the energy conservation conditidm wi
mal equilibrium or close to equilibrium. The coupling con- Foyriers form of the energy current

stants given by Eq.[{14) are proportional to the infiniteima .
parameten), C(T)0:T (z) = Oy[k(2)0,T ()], (83)

Cui~ AV, whereC' = (/d is the specific heat of the chain, and the
The effect of such coupling on the mediator is finite becauséermal conductivity:(T') = K(T')d.
all modes contribute constructively. The rate of changdeft  1his analysis shows that as long as the energy flow between
correlators[(35) is much slower because each of the modes f8acroscopic subsystems satisfies the cond|t|on of entropy i
coupled only to the mediator with vanishingly small couglin €réase, namely, that the energy flows from higher to lower
constant. One can see from EqBl] (6)=1(12) that the rate demperature, Fourier's law is a straightforward conseqaen

change of the correlatois(35) of energy conservation. What has been proven in this paper
is that the dynamics of the Hamiltonian system described by
g(p,,i(t)p,,/j(t)) N ﬁ<xm,(t)xy,j(t)> ~A. th_e HamiltonianlIll) and its extension shpwn as a diagram in
ot : 0 Fig. [3 does indeed lead to the entropy increase. This state-
Thus, if we consider the evolution of the system on the timement is predicated on the condition of local thermal equilib
scalet, such that rium or near equilibrium for the subsystems that exchange en
ergy between themselves. We have stated in our treatment of
Tp < t <K teg, (79)  the Hamiltonianl{lL) that this is an initial condition. As suit

which is long enough for the microscopic relaxation to take'€mains true for the time interval indicated by_mequalm)(.

place, but short on the macroscopic time scale, all modés Wi‘ﬁowgver, the generally a}ccepted unders_tandlng of the gowr

remain approximately in thermal equilibrium determined by axation processes [37] in a macroscopic body_|mplle§ thata

the initial conditions. each subsystem slowly gains or loses energy, it remaine clos
Io thermal equilibrium with a certain time-dependent terape

The same argument allows us to extend the solution of tht due t id th lizati the mi i timdes
Hamiltonian [2) shown as a diagram in Fig. 1 to the Hamilto-_1r€ dU€ o rapid thermaization on theé miCroscopic imessca
Thus, the microscopic derivation of Fourier’s law in the €on

nian that corresponds to F{d. 5. Imagine that after we pezbar . . .
both TRs and all the subsystems in the state of thermal equf.‘—ex_t of our model requires not only to prove that in a certain
librium at the corresponding temperatures we start turnimg |m|t_(smooth temperature var|at|on_) the energy currepte

the couplings to mediators one-by-one from left to righteTh portional to the temperature gradient, which we have done.

energy flow between two subsystems indexed asdn + 1 Equal, if not more important, task is to show that the sub-
will be the same as for the Hamiltonidd (1) because the effectyStems described by the Drude-Ullersma model are capable

f th bsvst bei Iread led to th bsvst of self-thermalization when coupled by the harmonic media-
Ofthe SUbSYS S DeINg aready coupiec 1o e subsystem or. This proof will require the study of the dynamics of the

n — 1 adds to the energy current a contribution of the order Otﬂamiltonian [2) on the time scale given by EG1(78)
A and therefore negligible on the time scdlel (79). This mean The model depicted in Fid] 5 resembles to some extent the

that the solutions of the Hamiltoniahl (1) can be directly ap- _
plied to the Hamiltonian of the chain shown in F[g. 5 in the models an.alyzed by M|che!, Mahlgr and Gemner [8], as well
form of energy conservation condition as those discussed by Dubi and Di Ventta [9]. The subsystems
considered in [8,/9] were still microscopic with the heataap
OUn = Jn1m — Jnmi1. (80) ity of the order oft. Other publications [10=13] consider the
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energy transport in chains consisting of spins or harmosic o K, K, Ks Ky Ky
cillators. In all these cases the goal was to examine theygner ¥, ,@‘ Q Q @. F .ﬂ®'~.

transport on the "nano-scale”. Our approach here is to exam- £ ks s by o N o

ine a solvable Hamiltonian model of a non-equilibrium sgste T, y Y N. Iy

that falls within the more traditional, "textbook” framewo ’ .

The subsystems described by the Hamilton[dn (3) can have T, T, Tx

arbitrarily large heat capacity determined by the infinitesd @ Energy flux

parameterA. Correspondingly, these subsystems remain in

thermal equilibrium for the extended period of time, muchFg. 6: (Color online) Diagram of the quantum thermal battuslet
greater than the microscopic relaxation time of the mediatoequivalent to the Hamiltonian shown in Fi§f] 5. Hefg are the
and demonstrate that the energy flow leads to entropy inereasandom forces that appear in EQ_1(84) and the other elemeats a
and, hence, to Fourier’s law, Eq§. 1801 -1(83). The mediatorsimilar to ones from Fid.]5. Notice that the mediators arecoopled

do not have to be in the state of thermal equilibrium for theto each other directly.

Eq. (83) to be valid. As was discussed in Sec. V, in the

strong coupling regime the mediator cannot be assigned a cer

tain temperature. However, as long as the subsystems remaifith phonons, their mean free path would be minimum possi-
close to thermal equilibrium, Fourier’s law is still valid. ble, equal to "interatomic” distance.

The outstanding question of the quasistatic evolution and
self-thermalization of such subsystems on the much longer

time scale, Eq[{78), will be addressed elsewhere. VII. HEAT CURRENT BETWEEN STM TIP AND
SUBSTRATE
A. Quantum thermal baths model The results obtained in previous sections can be used to

clarify an interesting finding reported recently by Altfede

In the limit of large D, Eq. [80) follows from the model Voevodin, and Roy [25]. In their experiment, the energy cur-
shown in Fig[®. The equation of motion for th&s mediator ~ rent in high vacuum between the Pt/Ir tip of the scanning tun-
is practically the same as EQ._{53) neling microscope and gold film serving as a substrate was

found to be anomalously large, exceeding by ten orders of

M, + i, +mwiz, = F,_1(t) + F,(t), (84) magnitude the current given by the blackbody radiation the-

ory. An interpretation of this phenomenon given in Ref] [25]
where the random forcg,, describes the effect of the corre- involves "emission” of phonons by Au surface, facilitated b
sponding subsystem on the mediator and the correlator of the electric field, and their "tunneling” through the vacuum
the force is determined by the temperature of the respectivgap to the tip. Here we would like to offer an alternative
subsystem. Note, that the mediators are not directly couplemechanism that seems to be capable to account quantiativel
to each other by "springs”, so that EqE.](84) are not a systerfor the same effect.

of coupled equations, but simply areidentical equations, An important feature of this experiment is that a carbon
whose solution for the heat curresit_ ,, is given by Eq.  monoxide (CO) molecule was always present between the Pt
©7). tip and the substrate. From the value of the tunneling conduc

One can compare this model with the models of self-tance, the gap between the "last tip atom” and the surface of
consistent reservoirs [38-40]. Since our subsystems ariie Au film was inferred to be close 8 [41]. The diameter
macroscopically large, their effect on the mediator candse d a of a CO molecule is close to 3k [42]. Thus, without the
scribed in terms of a stochastic force. However, these sorceCO molecule, the distance between the tip and the substrate
are not arbitrarily introduced. We have shown that the exactvould be about 7A. There is also a strong electric field in
solution of the Hamiltonian dynamics in the limit of large  the gap, which is due to the work function difference between
yields the same expression for the energy current as the quaRt and Au & 0.7 eV). The implication of this is that the CO
tum thermal baths model. In this sense the quantum thermaholecule must be strongly coupled to both the tip and the Au
baths model can be a useful shortcut, but our model is definesurface. If we consider that this molecule serves as a noediat
by the Hamiltonian[{1). Itis also importantto mentionthet between the two thermal reservoirs (the tip and the sulestrat
thermalization of these self-consistentreservoirs isaered  similar to the arrangement in Fig. 1), the energy current be-
a given in Refs.[[38=40]. In fact, it has to be proven by analy-tween them can be estimated and compared with the experi-
sis of the long term evolution of the Hamiltonian dynamics. mental data. The coupling strength between the mediator and

One should note that in our model the mediators are nothe thermal reservoirs determines how strongly damped the
coupled to each other directly. The energy flows only througtmediator is.
the macroscopic subsystems. In this sense the chain of media There are two vibration modes associated with CO
tors operate, by design, in the minimum thermal condugtivit molecule attached to the Pt tip [43]. One of them is the Pt-
limit because the neighboring mediators are always unecorreC stretching vibration with frequency 480 cth. The other
lated. If we were to associate the movement of the mediatomnode is the C-O stretching motion with the frequency ap-
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proximately 2000 cm'. Using the conversion coefficient 1 the CO molecule lodged in the tunneling gap. Another op-
K = 0.7 cnm!, we find that the lowest frequency 480 th  tion is to use the tip and substrate made of the same metal, so
corresponds to 685 K and the highest frequency 2000'cm that there will be no work function potential differenfed
corresponds to 2:810% K. In the experiment, the tip was between them. The mechanism of phonon tunneling is based
maintained at room temperature, while the temperatureeof thon the interaction between the electrically charged tipitsd
substrate was substantially lower. Thus the higher mode waslectrostatic image. The amount of charge is mainly deter-
clearly not activated and we should take the frequency of thenined by the large electric field = A® 4, /p/d, whered
mediator in our model, ~ 480 cnTt. is the vacuum gap [25]. In the absence of such large field the
Since the main frequendyw, /kp =~ 685 K is substantially mechanism of phonon tunneling should be greatly weakened.
greater than the temperature of the bulk of the 4p300 K)
and the temperature of the substrate (in the range 90 - 210 K),
the first order approximation of the heat current mediated by

the CO molecule can be estimated using Eql (51) VIIL - MINIMUM THERMAL CONDUCTIVITY

~ Tk (T4 — T (85) The topic of minimum thermal conductivity can be first
T3omdwi Tt TR traced to Einstein’s contribution (see Réf.|[45] and refess
. . therein). In strongly disordered solids the phonon cohmzen
The expression for the energy current betwe:en tbe tip and tr]gngth may become of the order of interatomic distance and,
substrate due to p_honon e|55|on_from the "hot” spot on th%bviously, cannot be reduced any further. Correspondijngly
surface was used in Ref5. [25] 44] in the form the thermal conductivity reaches its minimum value, attleas
™kE A as far as its dependence on such length is concerned. A de-
Ja~ o (T1 = Ty). (86) tailed treatment of this problem is given in Refs. |[46, 47].
b The same phenomenon leads to a minimal electric conductiv-
Heredp is the Debye temperature of the substrate. The unity in disordered conductors — the so-called Mott-loffegBle
derlying physics that leads to these two expressions is verimit [48, 49] — when the coherence length of the charge car-
different, but the temperature dependence is the same. Thigrs become comparable to the interatomic distance.
analysis based on Ed.(86) leads to a good description of the Here we would like to add another perspective on this
experimental results. Thus, the model of CO-mediated heahatter using the results obtained above and making use of
transfer will also give the same results if the prefactofsgd.  the scalini approach previously developed for electramstra

CcO

(85) and[(8b) are equal. This requires that port [50--52]. It should be emphasized that this section ts no
% T hwo intended as a comprehensive treatment of this problem, but
—_ = . (87) rather as a brief introduction to an alternative approacichvh
wo  V2ksbp may be useful in some systems.
For goldfp ~ 165 K, and sincéiw,/kp ~ 685 K we get Consider a microscopic block whose edges are along the
) principal axeq z, y, z} of the thermal conductivity tensor. We
T ~9 (88)  can choose the sides of the block such that, on average, the
Wo random phase acquired by phonons due to an inelastic inter-

Thus, other things being equal, the model based on coactions along the way between the two opppsite boundaries is
mediated heat exchange will give the same quantitativéteesu the same, of the order afr, for all three pairs of the block
as the model of phonon tunneling, provided that the couplin%ounda”‘?s-_ This choice for the sides of the block corredpon
between the CO molecule and both the tip and substrate the definition for the anlsotroplc phase _coherence length
strong enough to make the Pt-C vibrating mode overdampetk.: (¢ = {z,y,z2}), the distances over which phonons lose
according to Eq.[{88). This is likely the case, considerimg ( Phase coherence.
mentioned above) that the size of the molecule is comparable Let K, ; be the thermal conductance of such a phase co-
to the gap between the tip and substrate and also taking infeerent volume (PCV), so that the energy current through this
account the presence of the strong polarizing electric.field block

The heat current given by E4._(85)4s10° times greater
than that determined by the black-body radiation, Hgql (52), Joi = Ky i0T;. (89)
emitting from the area equal to the cross-section of the CO
moleculeA = 7wa?/4, with a ~ 3.7 A, provided thaty/wy ~ HeredT; is the temperature difference between the opposite
10. edges of the PCV block. Notice that the notion of a tempera-

Our conclusion is that the anomalously large heat currenture difference cannot be introduced for distances snidldar
between the STM tip and the substrate can be understodtie phase coherence length. In order to express the macro-
just as well as the effect of mediation by the CO molecule scopic anisotropic thermal conductivity in terms of the con-
There are ways to modify the experiment in order to deterductance of the PCV, consider a macroscopic block with sizes
mine which of the two mechanisms is responsible for the ef{ L., L,, L.} obtained by fitting togetheN* phase coherent
fect. One is to carry out a similar measurement, but withouvolumes, so thal, /¢, , = L/l = L./l, . = N > 1.
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By virtue of Fourier's law, the heat current in the there are no propagating phonons. Instead, every atorneid act

x—direction through this macroscopic volume is upon by the non-equilibrium environment and the mechanism
of this interaction can be described by the Hamiltonian igive
T, = kAT, LyLZ. (90) byEaq. a (see also Fig. 1). Thus, the conductaligeof the
L, PCV containing one atom can be well described by our model

HQ which a single oscillator mediates the energy exchange be

Here we assume a linear temperature variation across tt wo th | irs. Then. by virt f 92) th
block. On the other hand, the heat currents through the inJveen two thermaj reservoirs. then, by virtue o Eq. (92) the

dividual PCVs combine linearly, so that thermal conductivity is given by

Jo = K, 20T, N>. (91) Fmin = Ko /lo, (94)
Taking into account that7,, = AT, /N, we obtain where/, is a constant of the order of the interatomic distance
and K, = K is given by the general expression, Ef.1(43),
P Lo 92) and its limiting cases such as EQ.48).
N Pl Let us consider the classical limit of high temperatures, Eq

, when Eq. takes the form
To put this result into a different perspective, the PCV s th @ a4

minimal size block for which one can introduce the notion of kp kg~
thermal conductivity. A T (95)
One can argue that the thermal conductance of the PCV P

of phonons in an anisotropic medium is isotropic, similar toThis has to be compared with another expression for the MTC
the electric conductance in anisotropic metals [53], ngmel which is based on the atomic densityand elastic constants
Ky. = K,, = K,.. [fthis assertion were true, the [45,(47]
anisotropy is defined by the following relationship:

Komin = 0.4kpn?/3 (v + 2uy). (96)

2 2
Rz gga T Rz ¢

_ L _ e . .
Ky 2, ke - 2, (93) Herewv; andwv, are the longitudinal and transverse speeds of

sound, respectively. This is the sum of the contributions of

This relationship is in agreement with the quasiclassieal r the three spatial degrees of freedom. Taking into accouant th

sults obtained from the kinetic equations ~ cv;\;, where

c is the specific heaty; is the anisotropic speed of sound, 4

and \; is the phonon mean free path. Considering that the 0%’

mean free path is similar to the phase coherence length, so )

that\; ~ £,; = vir,, We getr; ~ cf2 /7. Since both  #min Can be estimated as

the relaxation (decoherence) timg and the specific heat are

scalars, the relationship(93) follows. Kmin ~ — —
Eq. (93) is most useful when applied to a system where at to Lo

least one of the coheren_ce Iengths is temperature ind(.ependq-lereafter we will drop the numerical prefactors. The charac
gonsLant. It nlayk be "‘ll highly dlfst;l’de{ed _cr)(;st?l in which trlleteristic time scalé, /v, is the time of flight of a phonon over
econerence lakes place over interatomic distances, 9f a 1y, o interatomic distance. The incoherence of the neighfori
.ere.d structure in which the coherence Ie_ngth In one diractio atoms means that the phonons lose their coherence over this
is fixed by the size of the layer. Further d|§cussmn of the CONtime interval. This is exactly the meaning of the decoheeenc
sequences of Eq[(P3) would be far outside the scope of thig,, 7, ~ €o/vay. In oUr model the relaxation tims, is de-
paﬁer. il return to th f highlv disordered sub termined by the strength of the coupling between the osailla
ow we will return to the case ot nighly diSOrdered sub- 5, yhe thermal baths. It is the relaxation time of the momen-

stances in which the coherence lengths in all directions arg o of the oscillator. Thus. in the MTC regime andr, are
of the order of interatomic distances and do not change Witl%%uivalent quantitieé ' P

temperature. There are numerous example of such substance
where the minimum thermal conductivity is reached at tem- o

peratures above 30 K [45]. In vitreous, silica- and germania Tp ~ Tp ™~ (98)
based glasses, the mean free path (or the phase coherence o

length) approaches the interatomic distanc& ag, 100 K. and the expressions for the MTC given by E@s] (95) &ndl (96)
For example, the phonon mean free path for amorphous selere qualitatively and even quantitatively similar.

nium at7" > 50 K is temperature independent and equal to  Moreover, since the standard definition of the Debye fre-
5 x 10~® cm, which corresponds approximately to the inter-quency iswp = kgfp/h ~ vay/lo, We see that in the MTC

kB Vav

(97)

atomic distance in this substanb__Q|[54]. regime the relaxation time in our model must be
In the minimum thermal conductivity (MTC) regime the
movements of the neighboring atoms are incoherent, so that 7—;1 =4 ~ wp. (99)
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The frequencyw is the highest frequency associated with thermal reservoirs are described as ensembles of harmonic
atomic vibration and it must be also of the order of Debye fre-modes using the Drude-Ullersma model and the mediator is
quencywy ~ vay/lo ~ wp. The last parameter of the model also treated in the harmonic approximation. The expression
is the cut-off frequencyD, which defines the maximum fre- obtained for the heat current and thermal conductance are
guency of the modes of the thermal baths that are coupled tealid for arbitrary coupling strength between the mediatudt

the mediator. In the context of solid substances this cut-ofthe reservoirs. The cutoff frequency, which characterihes
also must be of the order of the Debye frequency. Thus, wéhermal reservoirs, can also be arbitrary. The obtainadteses
come to conclusion that the range of parameters within whickare analyzed for different temperatures regimes and difter

the Hamiltonian model given by Eq. (1) is applicable to thestrengths of the coupling parameter. The dependence of the
description of the minimum conductivity regime is rather-na thermal conductance on the coupling strength shows a maxi-

row and is given by mum and the temperature dependence of this quantity reveals
a plateau at intermediate temperatures, similar to theickals
wo ~ 4~ D~ wp. (100)  plateau that corresponds to the high-temperature limit.

The results are applied to a model of a chain made out of
As an example, we can take the data from Refl [S4] foracroscopically large, but finite subsystems, each destrib

selenium at temperatures above 100 K. The value of thermegy the Drude-Ullersma model. These subsystems are cou-
conductivityrmin ~ 0.5x10~* WK=!cm~!. Comparingthis  pleq 1o each other through a quantum mediator. As long as
value with Eq. [9b), and taking Into account thatthe Ch@l"?‘:"Ct the subsystems are large enough, so that their energy change
Istic interatomic distanc ~ 5x 107" cm, we findy ~ 10 slowly in comparison with the relaxation rate of the media-
s . The Debye tgmplerature for seleniunbjs ~ 250 K, SO 1615 energy, Fourier's law follows as a differential forni o
thatwp ~ 3 % 10™” s7! and the condition given by EQ._(99) he energy continuity equation. It is important to noticatth

is satisfied. Thus, in a highly disordered substance th@sci 4 g point this derivation relies on any assumptions oatsid
tor enclosed inside the PCV is rather overdamped,, = 1. {he framework of the Drude-Ullersma model. Thus, it may be
Although this is only an estimate, we use it in order to illus- ., hsidered as one of the few examples of rigorous derivation
trate the potential applications of our model. A more dethil ot Foyrier's law from the first principles, at least on the éim

comparison with the experimental data needs to involve the gie that leaves the modes of the thermal baths in thermal
specific heat also calculated within the framework of theesam equilibrium.

model. We have applied our results to explain the observed anoma-

lously large heat flux between STM tip and substrate. Our
conclusion is that the effect is due to the mediating role of
the CO molecule placed in the tip-substrate gap. We also out-
_ ) ) ~lined the approach by which our model can be applied in or-
Finally, we can mention that for some potential applicaion ger to understand thermal conductivity of highly disordere

of our model, such as the Josephson junctions, all model’sypstances — the minimum thermal conductivity — and to the
parameters are already experimentally known. This enablagon-equilibrium Josephson junction.

making valuable predictions about the physical behavior of
the corresponding system. In the case of the Josephson junc-
tion, the particle’s coordinate in the Langevin equation is
substituted byy which is the phase difference between the ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
wave functions describing the state of condensate of Cooper

pairs in the contacting superconductors kept at differemt-t
peratures. Herey is the plasma frequency and= v/m =
1/RC with R andC are the junction resistance and capaci-
tance, respectively [55]. Characteristic valuesidgrcan vary
betweerl0'° s~ and10'4 s~!, depending on the current den-
sity. For tunnel junctions, whefi/wy is usually in the range
0.001 - 0.1, the damping is weak. For junctions with non-
tunneling conductivity and in the form of point contacts or APPENDIX
thin-film microbridges|f5|6]ﬁ/w0 >> 1 and the damping is
large.
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In the second way, dt< 0, the dynamical variables;; (¢)
andp,;(t) of the second bath are determined by relations to
32) and[[3B), whiler;(¢) andx1;(t), which now incorporate
the quantum system, are determined as

In conclusion, we have considered the heat transport be-
tween two thermal reservoirs mediated by a quantum partiy,, ,(¢) = Z /Lef(afkeimkt + appe”™1kt) (A101)
2myivik
k=0

X. SUMMARY

cle using the generalized quantum Langevin equation. Both
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andpy;(t) = ma;d14(t). Heree§C are orthonormal eigenvec-

tors [7]:
D2 + 12 2Aw; sin ¢p(wy)
Y. k ‘ : A102
© D? +w? m(w?—v}) ( )
Taking into accoun{(34) an@ (AID1), one finds
h rek [31 Vg
21;(0)x1;(0)) = ' J coth A103
(21:(0)1;(0)) QW; (A103)
ﬁ,/ i
(p1:(0)py;(0)) = A} Zykekek coth 217 ”’“ (A104)

and(p1;(0)x1;(0)+21,(0)p1:(0)) = 0 as before. Using these
relations, the first two sums ii_(28) can be recast into

1 Chi (a) _
I ; - cos(wit)jy

4hryy D?
71 Z Av(D* + v})

B1hvy
2

x sin? ¢, coth F ) F (ve)  (AL05)

and

9 Z C1iw; sin Wz (b) 4h’Y1D Z AD2 + Vk
Vi

x sin? ¢y, coth ]_.11; (l/k)]-}b (k).

In (BI08) and [A10B),

Brhv 2 1;”’“ (A106)

Aw? cosw;t

(a) _ [
A=) D aneE

(A107)

InAw; [ty sinw;t — w; cos w;t]

(a) _
7= (12 + ) (D2 + D) (7 — 7)’

2

n=1,2,3;i=1

,(A108)

FO = _gF@, FV = _9FY.  (A109)

Using [57], the above summations can be carried out accu-
rately and the result is

v cos(vt + ¢(v))

]_-l(a)(y) _ gDQ i o) (A110)
féa)(y):gD _|_VQZM +V2
sin(vt + ¢(v)) cos(vt + p(v))

fin sin ¢(v) -7 sin ¢(v) }7 (AL

and}‘l(b)(u), }‘éb) (v) are determined froni.(A109). In the de-
rived expressions we disregarded all contributions thexear
ponentially decaying in time. As in the first way, after sitst
tuting }‘ffléb) into (AT108) and[(AT0b) contributions that con-
tain the produckin(vt + ¢(v)) cos(vt + ¢(v)) cancel each
other, and the other time-dependent terms will be propaatio
tosin® (vt +é(v)) +cos? (vt +¢(v)) = 1. Asis also clear, the
coefficient in the producl—"l(“’b)]-'é“’b) is inverse proportional

to sin” ¢, and is canceled by similar factors {1 (A105) and
(A106). This eliminates the dependence on initial condgio
related to whether the central particle was initially cocted

or not to the first bath. These observations prove explicitly
the existence of the steady-state in the presented modésand i
unigueness. Finally, replacing the summation dvday the
integral results in the same expressiaon (40)(#@y) ().

[1] A. Dhar, Advances in Physics7, 457 (2008).

[2] Y. Dubi and M. Di Ventra, Review of Modern Physi83, 131
(2011).

[3] Molecular Electronics, edited by J. Jortner and M. Ratner
(Blackwell Science, Oxford, 1997).

[4] P. Hanggi, M. Ratner, and S. Yalikari, Chem. Phg81, 111
(2002).

[5] A.O. Caldeira and A.J. Leggett, Physit2l A, 587 (1983).

[6] A.E. Allahverdyan and Th. M. Nieuwenhuizen, Phys. ResttL
85, 1799 (2000).

Phys. J. B34, 325 (2003).

[11] D. Segal, A. Nitzan, and P. Hanggi, J. Chem. Phi®, 6840
(2003).

[12] M. Michel, J. Gemmer, and G. Mahler, Int. J. Mod. Phy2(B
4855 (2006). and references therein.

[13] K. Saito, Europhys. Let61, 34 (2003).

[14] F. Bonetto, J. L. Lebowitz, and L. Rey-Belldurier law: A
challenge to theorists, in Mathematical Physics 2000, edited by
A. Focas, A. Grigoryan, T. Kibble, and B. Zagarlinski (Imjaér
College Press, London, 2000).

[7] Th. M. Nieuwenhuizen and A. E. Allahverdyan, Phys. Rev. E [15] I.R. Senitzky, Phys. Ret19, 670 (1960).

66, 036102 (2002).

[16] H. Mori, Prog. Theor. Phys33, 423 (1965).

[8] M. Michel, G. Mahler, and J. Gemmer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, [17] G.W. Ford, M. Cac, and P. Mazur, J. Math. Pht/s504 (1965).

180602 (2005).
[9] Y. Dubi and M. Di Ventra, Phys. Rev. ®, 042101 (2009).

[10] M. Michel, M. Hartmann, J. Gemmer, and G. Mahler, Eur.

15

[18] H. Haken, Rev. Mod. Phyd7, 67 (1975).
[19] Y.L. Klimontovich, Statistical Theory of Open Systems
(Kluwer, Amsterdam, 1997).



[20] U. Zurcher and P. Talkner, Phys. Rev42, 3278 (1990).

[21] K. Saito, S. Takesue, and S. Miyashita, Phys. Re¢1 F2397
(2000).

[22] A. Dhar and B.S. Shastry, Phys. ReveB 195405 (2003).

[23] T. Prosen, New Journal of Physit#, 043026 (2008).

[24] T. Prosen and BZunkovi¢, New Journal of Physid®, 025016
(2010).

[25] I. Altfeder, A.A. Voevodin, and A.K. Roy, Phys. Reuv. ltet05,
166101 (2010).

[26] G.W. Ford, J.T. Lewis, and R.F. O'Connell, Phys. Rev3A
4419 (1988).

[27] P. Ullersma, Physica (Utrect®}, 27 (1966):32, 56 (1966):32,
74 (1966);32, 90 (1966).

[28] U. Weiss,Quantum Dissipative Systems ( World Scientific, Sin-
gapore, 1993).

[29] R.V. Churchill, Operational mathematics, 2nd ed. (McGraw-
Hill, New York, 1972).

[30] A. Casher and J.L. Lebowitz, J. Math. Phy2, 1701 (1971).

[31] R.J. Rubin and W.L. Greer, J. Math. Phy2, 1686 (1971).

[32] R. Benguria and M. Kac, Phys. Rev. Leté, 1 (1981).

[33] A. Dhar and K. Wagh, Eur. Phys. Le®9, 60003 (2007).

[34] A. Dhar and D. Sen, Phys. Rev.78, 085119 (2006).

[35] H. Dammak, Y. Chalopin, M. Laroche, M. Hayoun, and J.-J.

Greffet, Phys. Rev. Let03, 190601 (2009).

[36] L.D. Landau and E.M. LifshitzStatistical Physics, Part 1
(Pergamon Press, London, 1980).

[37] E. M. Lifshitz and L. P. PitaevskiPhysical Kinetics (Pergamon
Press, London, 2002).

[38] M. Bolsterli, M. Rich, and W. M. Visscher, Phys. Rev. A
1086 (1970).

16

[39] M. Rich, and W. M. Visscher, Phys. Rev.1B, 2164 (1975).

[40] M. Bandyopadhyay and D. Segal, Phys. Rev84& 011151
(2011).

[41] We thank I. Altfeder for clarifying to us some of the diétaof
the experiment.

[42] Hirschfelder, Curtiss and Bird/olecular Theory of Gases and
Liguids (Wiley, New York, 1954).

[43] G. Bylholder and R. Sheets, J. Phys. Ch&#).4335 (1970).
[44] J. P. Wolfe,Imaging Phonons:Acoustic Wave Propagation in
Solids (Cambridge University Press, New York, 1998).

[45] D.G. Cahill, S.K. Watson, and R.O. Pohl, Phys. Re¥636131
(1992).

[46] P. B. Allen and J. L. Feldman, Phys. Rev48 12581 (1993).

[47] W.P. Hsieh, M.D. Losego, P.V. Braun, S. Shenogin, P.likeb
ski, and D.G. Cahill, Phys. Rev. 8, 174205 (2011).

[48] A.F. loffe and A.R. Regel, Prog. Semicont].237 (1960).

[49] N.F. Mott, Philos. Mag26, 1015 (1972).

[50] D.J. Thouless, Phys. Rep3C, 93 (1974).

[51] E. Abrahams, P.W. Anderson, D. C. Licciardello, and. Rdé-
makrishnan, Phys. Rev. Le#2, 673 (1979).

[52] P. A. Lee and T.V. Ramakrishnan, Rev. Mod. Phy®, 287
(1985).

[53] G. A. Levin, Phys. Rev. B0, 064515 (2004).

[54] R.C. Zeller and R.O. Pohl, Phys. RevdB2029 (1970).

[55] K.K. Likharev, Sov. Phys. Us6(1), 87 (1983).

[56] K.K. Likharev, Rev. Mod. Physs1(1), 101 (1979).

[57] A.P. Prudnikov, Y.A. Brychkov, and O.l. Mariche¥ntegrals
and Series, Vol. 1: Elementary Functions (Gordon and Breach,
New York, 1986).



