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We investigate the transport properties of a Fermi-Hubbard chain with an impurity which is formed by a site
with a periodically modulated chemical potential. We determine the momentum resolved transmission through
this impurity in dependence of the modulation frequency and strength for a single particle and a pair of fermions.
We find that the pair transmission has a very distinct behaviour from the single particle transmission. Different
situations can occur, where only the single particle or the pair with a certain momentum are transmitted or
filtered out.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last decade a lot of advances were made in driving
quantum systems in engineered ways. A particularly active
field is the driving of systems by periodic modulations. Many
interesting phenomena can be controlled by a periodic driv-
ing [1]. One of the first phenomena demonstrated was the
dynamical localization [2]. By the application of a linear po-
tential which is periodically varied in time the particles in a
lattice could be localized in an otherwise delocalized state.
Further, artificial magnetic fields [3–7] could be engineered
and phase transitions could be driven [8–12] or the transport
of bound pairs could be controlled [13].

A particularity of time-periodically modulated systems is
that the so-called Floquet theory (see review [1] and refer-
ences therein), can be devised which uses a similar idea as
the Bloch’s theorem which describes systems which are pe-
riodic in space. The time-dependent Schrödinger equation is
reformulated in terms of an eigenvalue problem with so-called
quasi-energies which correspond to the quasi-momenta in the
spatial periodic structure.

Here we consider a periodically driven impurity and its in-
terplay with the interactions in a quantum system. The system
under consideration is a Fermi-Hubbard chain in which a sin-
gle site has a time-periodically modulated chemical potential.
This is the impurity site. Systems with a local periodic driving
have been studied previously and complex behaviour has been
found. In the continuum, the scattering properties of a single
particle at a periodically driven δ potential have been inves-
tigated [14]. A lot of interesting predictions have been made
for the transmission properties of a single particle through this
’quantum dot’ [15, 16] or through the quantum point contact
[17]. Further, a periodically modulated quantum dot has been
proposed to induce bound states [18] or as a spin filter [19]
for which one spin species is fully blocked while the other is
fully transmitted by the quantum dot.

In many of these studies an important effect, the interaction
between the fermions, has been neglected. Here we inves-
tigate specifically the interplay between the interaction and
the driving. We compare the transport behaviour of a single
particle (without interactions) and a pair of particles which
is strongly bound by the attractive interaction in the system.
By the driving a very different behaviour between the two
transmission can be found. This work extends our previous

work [20], where in the same setup the momentum integrated
transmission was discussed. In this work we analyze in de-
tail the dependence on the momentum resolved transmission
behaviour and its special features.

In section II we describe the setup. In section III we sum-
marize for completeness the results on the previously studied
single particle transport. In section IV we discuss the momen-
tum dependent transmission of pairs through the driven impu-
rity. In the limit of low driving frequency (subsection IV A), a
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation leads to a Hamiltonian which
is similar to the single particle case with effective parameters.
Additionally, in the limit where the driving and the interaction
compete on similar energy scales (subsection IV B and fol-
lowing) we use the Floquet-Schrieffer Wolff transformation
in order to obtain the momentum resolved transmission and
analyze its behaviour. In section V we discuss the results of
the pair transmission. In section VI, different ways how to use
the driven impurity as filters are outlined.

II. MODEL

We consider a Fermi-Hubbard chain with an impurity given
by an oscillating chemical potential at the impurity site (see
Fig. 1 a). The corresponding Hamiltonian is,

H(t) = −J
∑
n,σ

(
c†nσcn+1σ + h.c.

)
+ U

∑
n

nn↑nn↓

+ h̄λω cos(ωt)(n0↑ + n0↓). (1)

Here cnσ is the annihilation operator for a fermion of spin σ
at site n, nnσ = c†nσcnσ , J is the hopping parameter, U < 0
the attractive onsite Hubbard interaction. The impurity is lo-
cated at site n = 0. The driving frequency is denoted by
ω. The amplitude of the external perturbation is the driving
strength λ in units of ω. Note, we fixed the lattice spacing
to a = 1 and thus all appearing momenta will be dimen-
sionless, i.e. in units of 1/a. Further we use h̄ = 1. By
performing a gauge transformation with the unitary operator
U(t) = e−iλ(n0↑+n0↓) sinωt one gets a new time-dependent
Hamiltonian,

Hg(t) = −J
∑
nσ

(
gn(ωt)c

†
nσcn+1σ + h.c.

)
+ U

∑
n

nn↑nn↓,

(2)
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FIG. 1: (a) Sketch of the Fermi-Hubbard chain with a periodically
driven site in the middle. J denotes the hopping amplitude on the
bonds connected with solid lines. (b) Sketch of the effective model
in the high frequency limit for a single particle. The amplitude of the
hopping J is represented by the solid lines and the effective hopping
amplitudes (dotted lines) to and from the central site are modified
to γsJ . (c) Sketch of the effective model for a particle pair. The
effective hopping amplitude (solid lines) away of the center is given
by Jp. The effective hopping amplitudes (dotted lines) around the
central site are modified to γpJp. In contrast to the single particle
case, an additional chemical potential shift exists at the three central
sites.

where gn(ϕ) = 1 unless n = −1, 0, where g−1(ϕ) =
e−iλ sin(ϕ) and g0(ϕ) = eiλ sin(ϕ). This gauge transforma-
tion introduces a time-dependent hopping at bonds connected
to the impurity site instead of the driving chemical potential
at the impurity. Note that after the gauge transformation the
impurity does not only act on site 0, but rather on the bonds
connecting the three sites n = −1, 0 and 1.

III. SINGLE PARTICLE TRANSPORT

The single particle transport in this situation has been stud-
ied in detail in Ref. [16]. For completeness we summarize
some of the results here in order to contrast them to the two-
particle behaviour. In the high frequency limit ω ≫ J , one
can use the usual high-frequency expansion [1, 21] to derive
an effective static Hamiltonian by averaging over a full period
T = 2π/ω:

Hs =

∫ T

0

Hg(t)
dt

T
(3)

=− J
∑

n ̸=−1,0

(c†n↑cn+1↑ + h.c.)

− Jγs(λ)
∑

n=−1,0

(c†n↑cn+1↑ + h.c.). (4)

Here γs = J0(λ) is the zero’th Bessel function. A sketch of
this effective model is drawn in Fig. 1 b). It is simply a chain
with a static impurity, given by a rescaled hopping amplitude
from and to the impurity at site n = 0. In the effective static
model the transmission of a single particle can be calculated
analytically by matching the wave functions in the different

(constant) regions. The single particle transmission in the high
frequency limit is given by

T s
k =

1

1 +
(

1
γ2
s
− 1
)2

cot2 k
. (5)
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FIG. 2: Single particle transmission T s
k as a function of the momen-

tum k and driving strength λ in the high frequency limit (ω ≫ J).
The plot on the right side shows the momentum averaged transmis-
sion T̄ s versus λ.

In Fig. 2 the momentum resolved single particle transmis-
sion is plotted. For a fixed driving strength λ and large driv-
ing frequencies, the transmission can be described as follows.
The transmission shows a symmetric peak with a maximum
value at momentum k = π/2. At this special value of the
momentum k = π/2 which corresponds to zero energy in the
single particle dispersion, the particle is always fully transmit-
ted with T s

k = 1 for k = π/2. For k = 0 or k = π, i.e. at the
center or the boundaries of the Brioullin zone, the transmis-
sion vanishes for finite driving. The width of the peak around
the momentum k = π/2 is determined by the Besselfunction
J0(λ). Thus, there is full transmission for all momenta when
J0(λ) = 1, which only happens for λ = 0. The transmission
is completely suppressed at a driving which corresponds to
the zeros of the Bessel function J0(λ) = 0. The first of these
zeros occur at λ = 2.4, 5.52, 8.65, . . .. For completeness,
the momentum integrated transmission is also represented in
Fig. 2 and shows the oscillating behaviour. Thus, one can al-
ways easily suppress any transmission of single particles by
choosing λ as one of these values.

A more complex phenomena can be found for the single
particle transmission at low frequency ω ≈ J as shown in
Fig.3. In this case pronounced resonances occur for certain
momenta at which the transmission vanishes [16]. These res-
onances are associated with so-called Fano resonances. They
occur due to the scattering at bound states which occur in dif-
ferent scattering channels, here the different frequency side
bands. In the vicinity of the transmission zero the trans-
mission coefficient can be approximately described by the
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formula Ts = α2
k/(α

2
k + 1), with αk = 2J sin(k)[ϵR +

2J cos(k)]/∆R. The resonance energy ϵsR for a single particle
behaves as

ϵsR = ±[2J − ω + λ4ω3/(64J(4J + ω))] (6)

for small λω[15], while the width ∆R of the feature scales as
∆R ∝ λ4 for small λω. The momenta at which the resonances
occur are then given by the relation ϵsR = 2Jp cos(k

s
R).

These resonances can be employed to design a momen-
tum sensitive filter suppressing the transmission at certain mo-
menta. For example, by changing the driving frequency ω
the position of the Fano resonance, i.e. the momentum ksR, at
which the Transmission zero occurs, can be chosen. The range
of suppressed momenta, which corresponds to the width ∆R,
increases with λω.
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FIG. 3: a) Single particle transmission T s
k as a function of momen-

tum k and driving strength λ for a low frequency ω = 0.5J . The
clear Fano-resonances at which the transmission vanishes are seen at
kr which are marked by a red dashed line. b) A cut of the transmis-
sion is shown for λ = 1.

IV. PAIR TRANSPORT

For large attractive interaction in the static Hubbard chain
one can use the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation to derive an
effective Hamiltonian for pairs of fermions which includes
one fermion with spin up and one with spin down.

However, in the presence of the driven impurity, another en-
ergy scale enters into the play which is the driving frequency.
Thus, one has to distinguish two different cases, the low fre-
quency case, where the driving ω ≪ |U | is much lower than
the strong interaction strength and the limit where both en-
ergy scales become comparable. Whereas in the first case, the
well known Schrieffer-Wolff transformation can be applied,
for the second case more care has to be taken and we need to
apply an extension of the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation for
periodically-driven systems [22].

A. Schrieffer-Wolff transformation in the limit of low driving
frequency

In this section we consider the case of strong attractive in-
teraction, but low driving frequency, i.e. J, ω ≪ |U |. At such
low frequencies, the pairs are not broken by the driving and
we can employ a Schrieffer-Wolff transformation which maps
the system onto a model of stable onsite pairs. The effective
pair Hamiltonian in this case is given by the time-dependent
Hamiltonian

Heff(t) = −Jp
∑
n

(
η+
n η

−
n+1 + h.c.

)
+ 2λω cos(ωt)η+

0 η
−
0 .

(7)

The newly introduced operators η+
n = c†n↑c

†
n↓ and η−

n+1 =
cn↓cn↑ are pair ‘creation’ and ‘annihilation’ operators.

This effective time-dependent pair Hamiltonian Heff(t) has
the same form as the initial Hamiltonian Eq. 1, however, with
effective parameters. The effective tunneling amplitude is
given by Jp = 2J2

|U | and the driving amplitude of the impu-
rity is 2λ. The enhanced driving amplitude can be explained
by the presence of two particles within each pair which feel
twice as strongly the impurity potential. Due to the form of the
Hamiltonian, the scattering properties of the effective model
Heff(t) resemble the known behaviour for the single particles
exchanging the parameters by the effective parameters.

In particular, for large frequencies J ≪ ω ≪ |U | the pair
transmission is given by the expression in (5), only with the
replacement γs → γp = J0(2λ), i.e.

T p
k =

1

1 +
(

1
γ2
p
− 1
)2

cot2 k
. (8)

Furthermore, at low frequencies which are comparable to
ω ∼ JP ≪ J , Fano-resonances occur in the transmission of
the pair at momenta kR with energy ϵpR given by the relation

ϵpR = 2Jp cos(k
p
R) = ±[2JP − ω + λ4ω3/(4JP(4JP + ω))].

(9)
This makes it possible to create momentum dependent fil-

ters for the pairs. Such a situation in which the impurity filters
out certain momenta of the pair is a shown in Fig. 4. The Fano
resonances are seen as clear dips in the pair transmission. At
the same momenta, the impurity is almost transparent for the
single particles as ω ≪ J .

B. Floquet-Schrieffer-Wolff transformation

For larger frequencies we have to consider the complex in-
terplay with the interaction. To describe this situation, we
consider the limit of both large frequencies and large in-
teractions |U |, ω ≫ J . In this case it is possible to use
the so-called Floquet-Schrieffer-Wolff transformation, which
performs the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation in the extended
Hilbert space as described in the Appendix A. Applying
this Floquet-Schrieffer-Wolff transformation to the considered
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FIG. 4: Pair and single particle transmission as function of mo-
mentum k for the driving strength λ = 0.3, interaction strength
U = −100J and for a low frequency ω = 0.01J = 0.5Jp.
Clear resonances are seen in the pair transmission at approximately
−2Jp cos(k

p
R) = ±(2JP − ω) (lowest order of Eq.9) and for single

particle transmission at −2J cos(ks
R) = ±(2J − ω) where one of

the resonances is marked by an arrow. At the resonant momentum
of the pair where T p

k
p
R
≈ 0 the impurity is almost transparent for the

single particles, i.e. T s
k
p
R
≈ 1.

setup, the resulting effective pair Hamiltonian looks as fol-
lows:

Hp = −Jp
[ ∑
n ̸=−1,0

(
η+
n η

−
n+1 + h.c.

)
+ γp

∑
n=−1,0

(
η+
n η

−
n+1 + h.c.

)
+ µp(n−1↑ + 2n0↑ + n1↑)

]
. (10)

Thus, as for the single particle an effective static Hamilto-
nian is recovered. The effective model for a single pair is a
chain with a hopping amplitude Jp = 2 J2

|U | on most of the
bonds. Only around the bonds connecting to the impurity site
n = 0 are scaled by γp. In contrast to the single particle case,
the effective pair model contains also an extra triangular po-
tential at sites n = −1, 0 and 1. At site n = ±1 the additional
potential is given by µp. The value of the chemical potential
at impurity is twice the neighbouring sites, i.e. 2µp. The scal-
ing of the reduced hopping and the Floquet induced chemical
potential are given by

γp =
|U |
ω

∑
l

(−1)lJl(λ)
2

|U |
ω − l

(11)

µp =
|U |
ω

∑
l

Jl(λ)
2

|U |
ω − l

− 1. (12)

Here Jl(λ) is the l’th Bessel function. Note that the effec-
tive model is only valid if |U | is not an integer multiple of ω.
In that case there would be the possibility of a pair breaking
into two single particles at the impurity which cannot be cap-
tured by the effective pair Hamiltonian [26]. However, using

the Lippmann-Schwinger formalism it is still possible to treat
the problem analytically in the regime J ≪ ω, |U | [23].

C. Dependence of the effective parameters on the driving
parameters

We will discuss in this subsection, the dependence of the ef-
fective parameters γp and µp on λ and |U |/ω. The expression
for the effective parameters (Eq. 11 and Eq. 12) are given as
infinite sums over Bessel functions and a denominator, which
changes considerably the weight of the different contributions
and can lead to pronounced maxima. Whereas both expres-
sions look very similar, the difference is that the extra (−1)l

factor in γp and the constant shift by −1 of µp.
We show a typical behaviour of the effective parameters

in Fig. 5. The function γp starts at the value 1 for λ = 0
and then oscillates around zero until it reaches a maximum
close to the value λ ≈ |U |/ω. The maximal value of γp can
be large. For larger values of λ the function γp decays in
an oscillatory manner towards zero. In contrast, the effective
chemical potential µp behaves differently. At λ = 0 its starts
from zero and then rises to a maximum which occurs slightly
below λ ≈ |U |/ω. For larger values of λ, the function µp

rapidly decreases to a negative value around which it oscillates
for larger values of λ.

Let us analyse this behaviour in the following in detail.
The Bessel functions Jl(λ) are oscillating functions which
decay as 1/

√
λ and are thus all of comparable size. There-

fore, the size of the terms is mainly determined by the prefac-
tor 1

|U|
ω −l

. The dominant contributions stem from the terms

where the prefactor is maximal, i.e. for the two integers
l− = ⌊|U |/ω⌋, l+ = ⌈|U |/ω⌉ closest to |U |/ω. Thus, we
approximate γp and µp only considering these two dominat-
ing terms,

γp ≈ |U |
ω

(
(−1)l−Jl−(λ)

2

|U |
ω − l−

+
(−1)l+Jl+(λ)

2

|U |
ω − l+

)
(13)

µp ≈ |U |
ω

(
Jl−(λ)

2

|U |
ω − l−

+
|U |
ω Jl+(λ)

2

|U |
ω − l+

− 1

)
. (14)

To access the quality of this approximation, in Fig. 5 the
exact expression of γp and µp together with the above ap-
proximations is plotted as a function of the driving strength λ
for a fixed value of interaction. For the function γp one can
observe that for λ > |U |/ω the approximation is able to de-
scribe some of the important features, like the approximate
position of the maxima and the frequency of oscillations. The
approximation, however, fails to obtain the amplitude of os-
cillations which differ considerably from the exact value and
the behaviour at low λ, where the approximate function just
vanishes. This is due to the behaviour of the Bessel functions
Jl±(λ) which basically vanish at low λ and the first maxima
appears around λ ≈ l±. Thus the sums in Eq. 11 are domi-
nated by other terms with indices l < l− which are not con-
sidered in the approximation in Eq. 13.
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FIG. 5: The parameters γp and µp as function of driving strength λ
for |U |/ω = 10.5. The dashed lines show the approximations (13)
and (14) where the infinite sums are approximated by two terms.
The dotted lines give approximations (15) and (17) which are valid
for small λ.

A similar behaviour is seen for the effective chemical po-
tential µp. At large values of λ > |U |/ω the approximation
is able to describe the function relatively well. However, the
behaviour at small λ up to the first rise of the function is not at
all covered by the approximation, since also here the contri-
butions of the Bessel functions Jl±(λ) become subdominant.

For low values of λ, the sum over the Bessel function is
dominated by the lowest values of l, since the first maximum
of the Bessel function is moving to larger values with larger
l. Thus, in the limit λ ≪ |U |/ω, we can approximate the
denominator |U |

ω − l neglecting the contribution of l, such that
the dependence on |U |/ω drops out and we obtain the analytic
expressions:

γp →
∑
l

(−1)lJl(λ)
2 = J0(2λ) (15)

µp →
∑
l

Jl(λ)
2 − 1 = 0. (16)

Here we used Neumann’s addition theorem (see [24] §10.23).
For small driving strength λ we can also compute the leading
corrections to µp = 0:

µp =
1

|U |2
ω2 − 1

λ2

2
+O

(
λ4
)
, (17)

which shows that for |U |/ω > 1 and small λ ≪ |U |/ω, µp

increases with increasing λ. The approximations are shown in
Fig. 5 and we see that these cover much better the values at
low λ.

The low frequency expressions γp = J0(2λ) and µp = 0
in the regime J ≪ ω, |U | match to the high frequency results
in the regime J, ω ≪ |U | for which we derived the effective
Hamiltonian (7). In particular, since a pair consists of two
particles, the argument of Bessel function is 2λ instead of λ.

D. Determining the transmission for the effective pair
Hamiltonian

Using the effective parameters, one can compute the
pair transmission at the impurity from the effective time-
independent pair Hamiltonian (Eq. 10) [20]. As shown in
Fig.1 (c) in case of pair transport the impurity in the effec-
tive model includes three sites in the center. One makes an
ansatz for the wavefunction with incoming, transmitted, and
reflected waves with amplitudes 1,rk and tr, respectively con-
sidering that the three sites in the center of the chain are dif-
ferent. This ansatz reduces to an ansatz which contains only
three different regions described by:

ψn =


eikn + rke

−ikn n < 0

ψ0 n = 0

tke
ikn n > 0

. (18)

Inserting this ansatz into the Schrödinger equation with the
Hamiltonian given in Eq. 10), and solving for tk yields

tk =
γ2p

1− µpeik
−2i sin k

(2 cos k − 2µp)(1− µpeik)− 2γ2pe
ik
.

(19)

From this expression one can compute the momentum de-
pendent pair transmission Tk = |tk|2

T p
k =

γ4p

1 +
(

cos k−µp

sin k

)2×
1[

(cos k − µp)
2 − γ2p

]2
+ (cos k − µp)

2
sin2 k

. (20)

The expression for the pair transmission is much more com-
plicated than the single particle transmission Eq.5. We veri-
fied that the single particle expression can be recovered setting
µp = 0 and γp = γs. In appendix B we show that this func-
tion can be written with just two parameters and analyze its
dependence. In the following for a better understanding we
point out several feature which arise due to the form of the
effective potential. As expected, the presence of the potential
not only on site 0 but also on site ±1 causes a more complex
structure of the transmission versus momentum as is shown in
Fig. 6. Whereas in the single impurity case the transmission
has a symmetry around the momentum π/2 and under a sign
change of the potential µp → −µp, only a combined symme-
try where cos(k) − µp changes sign remains in the triangu-
lar shaped potential. The transmission is large for positive µp

and momenta close to k = 0 and for negative µp and momenta
close to k = π. A clear substructure occurs due to the triangu-
lar shape of the effective pair potential seen by arc formations
for small momenta (see also appendix B for a discussion of
this structure). If the effective hopping changes its size, we see
that the region of large transmission becomes overall broader
for a larger effective hopping and the substructure becomes
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more evident. In contrast, for a smaller effective pair hopping
a more narrow structure is found. The central maxima of the
pair transmission occur if cos(k) − µp ≈ 0 due to the first
term in the pair transmission Eq.20, i.e if the energy of the
incoming pair corresponds to the depth/height of the potential
well. Depending on the momentum they occur at the nega-
tive or positive values of µp, i.e. a well or a barrier. The side
structures correspond to the conditions cos(k) − µp ≈ ±γp
and stem from the second term in the pair transmission Eq. 20
(see also appendix B for a discussion of this structure). This
means that the energy of the incoming particle reduced by the
energy of the effective potential matches the effective hopping
amplitude.

We will recognize this behaviour in the next section where
we turn to the discussion of the dependence of the transmis-
sion on these physical parameters.

V. DISCUSSION OF THE PAIR TRANSMISSION

In this section we discuss our results for the pair transmis-
sion and its dependence on the physical parameters of the
system. In order to give an insight into the behaviour, we
give a plot for different fixed interaction strength |U |/ω =
0.5, 9.9, 10.1, 10.5 in Fig. 7.

The pair transmission has a complex structure. In general,
as function of λ, three different regimes occur:

(i) For λ <∼ |U |/ω the transmission has a sequence of max-
ima. For λ = 0 the position of these maxima corresponds
to k = π/2. In contrast to the maxima of the single particle
transmission, the center of the momentum region at which the
maxima occur is not anymore the constant momentum π/2,
but it shifts to lower momenta with increasing λ forming a
pronounced arc. The momentum region over which the max-
ima occur narrows with increasing λ (see Figs. 7 b,c,d). In
the regime of small λ we can use the approximations (15) and
(17) for the functions γp and µp. Using these approximation
one finds that the oscillation in the λ direction mainly result
from the oscillations of γp or in this limit of the Bessel func-
tion J0(2λ). The transmission (see Eq. 20) is proportional to
γ4p which leads to strong oscillations. In contrast, the position
of the maxima which forms the arc sharp is due to the de-
pendence of µp on λ. As discussed in Section IV D, the pair
transmission function Eq. B1 shows maxima if the condition
cos(k)−µp ≈ 0 is fulfilled, i.e. if the energy of the incoming
pair corresponds to the depth of the potential well. Note, that
for small λ the other maxima at cos(k)−µp ≈ ±γp do not ap-
pear. Using the approximation µp ∝ λ2, this leads to the arc
seen at low values of λ, where the maximum transmission oc-
curs at momentum k = arccos(µp) ≈ arccos

(
1

|U |2/ω2−1
λ2

2

)
.

This means that at low driving amplitude λ <∼ U/ω the value
of the momentum at which the pair transmission maximum
occurs is shifted by increasing the effective potential µp of the
pair model. The maximal value occurs if the energy of the in-
coming pair is equal to the depth of the well. In contrast, the
amplitude of the transmission maxima mainly depend on the

effective pair hopping amplitudes γp.
(ii) For λ > |U |/ω we find alternating regions of high and

low pair transmission. For large λ, the possible values of the
function γp become smaller than 1. In contrast µp oscillates
around the value −1 which corresponds to a large potential
barrier. As for the low driving case, the overall structure
of the oscillations of the transmission amplitude correspond
mainly to the oscillations of the effective hopping amplitude
γp with λ, since γ4p gives the prefactor of the pair transmission
(Eq. 20). Additionally to the overall oscillations with λ, the
transmission shows a pronounced substructure which we are
going to analyse in the following.

At large driving values λ, the maximal transmission is over-
all concentrated at higher momenta. This has its origin in the
relation cos(k) − µp ≈ 0,±γp for the position of the max-
ima of the pair transmission. Note that in contrast to the low
λ region, here the sign of the effective potential µp changed.
Thus, the condition can be most easily fulfilled at momenta
between k = π/2 to k = π where the cosine function be-
comes negative. A clear feature is also that the transmission is
often organized in branches stemming from the energy match-
ing conditions, in particular for very high or low momenta.

(iii) Another very pronounced feature is a high transmis-
sion around λ ≈ |U |/ω throughout the entire Brillouin-zone.
This very strong transmission is mainly due to the prefactor
γ4p , which exhibits a strong maximum around U . Within this
transmission maxima around λ ≈ |U |/ω a pronounced sub-
structure occurs. Three strong branches of the pair transmis-
sion can be seen within this maximum of the transmission
which are reaching over almost the entire momentum range.

VI. MOMENTUM FILTER

The transmission properties of the single particles and pairs
can be used to engineer different types of filters. In Ref. [20]
we discussed in particular the possibility to either block pairs
of single particles and thus, separate the two components from
each other. In the following we would like to focus on the pos-
sibility to not only filter out pairs or single particles, but also
to prepare these with specific momenta. For only the single
particles such filters have been discussed in [15, 19].

A. Filter specific momenta

In the discussion of the pair transmission (cf. Fig. 7) we
have seen that for sufficiently large U/ω in the region of
λ < |U |/ω the pair transmission shows a narrow peak at
a specific momentum. The central momenta of this peak
shifts along an arc with increasing λ from k = π/2 towards
smaller momenta. This maximum stems from the condition
cos(k)− µp ≈ 0 and results in a central momentum kc which
is determined by µp:

kc = arccos(µp) =
π

2
− 1

|U |2
ω2 − 1

λ2

2
+O

(
λ4
)

(21)
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FIG. 6: Discussion of the pair transmission versus the momentum and its dependence on the effective parameter µp and γp. (a) The case of
a single effective potential µp on the middle site. The pair transmission for the triangular shaped effective potential of the pair model with the
effective hopping (b) γp = 0.5, (c) γp = 1 and (d) γp = 2. The red dashed lines in (b)-(d) are cos(k)− µp ≈ 0,±γp.
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9.9,(c) 10.1, (d) 10.5. The plot on the right side shows the momentum averaged transmission. For small λ we also give the central transmitted
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0 2 4 6 8 10
λ

0

π
4

π
2

3π
4

π
Filter : Central momentum

arccos (µp)

Taylor expansion

Filter : Momentum width

FIG. 8: Central momentum and momentum width as function of λ
for |U |/ω = 10.5. For the central momentum we also give the ex-
pected curve given by the arcus cosine of µp and its Taylor expansion
(dashed).

where we used the Taylor expansion (14) for small λ. In
Fig 8 we show a plot of the (numerically integrated) exact
central momentum, together with (21), and the momentum
filter width, e.g. the standard deviation obtained by normal-
izing T p

k to a probability distribution. We see that the filtered
average momentum can be chosen by the parameters in the
interval between a small value and k = π/2. The variance in
the filtered momentum distribution is very small. This could
be used in order to prepare a wave packet of a pair with a very
well defined momentum. Let us note that one can at the same
time choose the single particle transition to almost vanish, if
one adjusts the interaction parameter instead of the driving
strength λ.

One can also filter out single momentum modes of the pair
and/or of the single particles, respectively. In order to do this,
one can use the Fano resonance (section IV A) which appears
only at frequencies of the order of the respective hopping am-
plitude. Let us note, that as the driving frequency has to be in
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order of the hopping amplitude, this effect needs the study of
the full time-dependent scattering and cannot be found with
effective models in the high frequency regime. The occurring
Fano resonance is very narrow and allows to filter out mo-
mentum states in a very narrow region of the band both in the
single particle and pair sector. In Fig. 9 it is shown how the
Fano resonance can be used to filter out single particle states
at a certain quasi momentum, while letting the transmission of
the pairs undiminished. One can see that the location of this
peak can be tuned by the driving frequency and follows Eq. 6
for the single particle. Additionally one can also filter out a
narrow momentum region in both the pair and the single par-
ticle mode. This had already been shown in Fig. 4, where one
filters out certain momentum modes in both the single parti-
cle and the pair sector. Also here the filtered momenta can be
chosen by the parameters used. With the help of the interac-
tion strength, the position of the resonance of the pair can be
shifted independently from the position of the single particle
Fano resonance.

0

1
(a)

T sk

T pk

0 π
4

π
2

3π
4

π

k

0

1
(b)

T sk

T pk

FIG. 9: Single particle transmission and pair transmission for
|U |/J = 100, λ = 0.3 and (a) ω = 1.1J , (b) ω = 0.2J . Note
that the pair transmission is the same in (a) and (b), since for the
pairs the parameters lie in the large frequency limit.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the transmission through a single
driven impurity in the Hubbard model. We have focused on
the momentum resolved transmission through the periodically
driven impurity of a pair of a spin up and a spin down fermion
formed by the attractive interaction strength. We have dis-
cussed in detail the form of the momentum dependent trans-
mission which goes beyond the results presented in our previ-
ous work [20], where the total transmission was analyzed. We
find a very complex behaviour of the pair transmission. In par-
ticular a broad transmission peak is present if U/ω ≈ λ. For

λ < U/ω, in contrast, only a very narrow momentum window
shows a sizable transmission. These complex structures can
be used in order to engineer different filters targeting for ex-
ample different momentum windows of the pairs. Whereas we
could identify the transition in a wide region of the parame-
ter space, the low frequency region could only be investigated
in the large interaction regime. A further investigation of the
problem at small and intermediate interaction strength would
be very interesting, but also challenging.
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Appendix A: Floquet-Schrieffer-Wolff transformation

The Floquet-Schrieffer-Wolff transformation extends the
ideas of the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation to Floquet-
systems. The original derivation [22] combines the idea of
the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation (derivation of an effec-
tive Hamiltonian) with ideas from the high-frequency expan-
sion (fast oscillating terms will average to zero). Here we
would like to sketch a different approach which is based on
mapping the time-dependent system onto an equivalent static
system (extended Hilbert space) and then to use the standard
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [25] on that system to derive
an effective Hamiltonian.

Consider a Floquet-system given by a Hamiltonian UF +
αωG(ωt) = UF + αω

∑
l Gle

−ilωt, where α ≪ 1. In our
case α = J

ω and

F = −1 +
∑
n

nn↑nn↓ (A1)

G(ωt) = −
∑
nσ

(
gn(ωt)c

†
nσcn+1σ + h.c.

)
(A2)

Note that we added the offset −1 to F so that F vanishes
on the all states which contain exactly one pair and no single
particles. First let us change the time variable in the system to
ϕ = ωt which yields the Hamiltonian

H = U
ωF+ αG(ϕ) = U

ωF+ α
∑
l

Gle
−ilϕ (A3)

The extended Hilbert space formalism is a well established
way to map a time-dependent system onto a static system in
one higher dimension (see for instance [1]). The extended
system can be described as follows: It consists of an infinite
number of copies of the system labelled by an integer l (one
copy for each Fourier component in time). The copies l and
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l′ are coupled by αGl′−l. Additionally each copy l has an
energy offset −lω. Without perturbation (Gl = 0) only the
physical copy l = 0 would be populated, but due to the cou-
pling eigenstates also expand to the other layers. We interpret
a change from copy l to l′ as an absorption/emission of l′ − l
energy quanta from/into the driving. Thus we can think of
the copies as an convenient way to keep track of the current
energy of the system.

We can now apply the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation to
it. Define the projection P onto the subspace which describes
exactly one pair and no single particles in copy l = 0. By con-
struction FP = 0. Also it is not hard to see that PGlP = 0
The Schrieffer-Wolff transformation applied to the extended
Hilbert space produces an effective Hamiltonian on the sub-
space P:

Heff = −α2
∑
l

PG−l
1

U
ωF− l

GlP (A4)

We can understand the formula as follows: If we have
a static system Gl = 0 for l ̸= 0 the formula re-
duces to the usual Schrieffer-Wolff transformation Heff =
−α2PG0

1
U
ω F

G0P. The effective Hamiltonian acts as on a

state in P by first applying G0 which takes the state outside
of P and then applies G0 again to go back to a state in P.
In our case Gl is a hopping Hamiltonian, the first G0 moves
one of the two particles (thereby breaking the pair for short
time) and the second G0 then either moves that particle back
or moves the other particle to the same site, such that we have
again a pair. In the case of Floquet-driving we can do exactly
the same, but now we also have the option that the first appli-
cation Gl changes the copy to l and the second G−l changes
it back to l = 0. That is the reason for the appearance of the
sum over l. However since all the Gl are still hopping Hamil-
tonians the result (10) is still a sum of a pair hopping, a pair
interaction term and a potential term as in the usual Schrieffer-
Wolff transformation. The only objects one has to calculate
are the amplitudes in front of each term which depend on the
details of the driving.

Appendix B: Discussion of the structure of the transmission in
the effective pair Hamiltonian

In order to analyze the features of the pair transmission (20)
we rewrite it as follows:

T p
k =

1

1 + ξ2kϱ
2
k

1

ξ4k +
(

1
ϱ2
k
− 2
)
ξ2k + 1

(B1)

Here we defined ξk =
|µp−cos k|

|γp| and ϱk =
|γp|

| sin k| . This rep-
resentation of the pair transmission has the advantage that it
only depends on two parameters, ξk and ϱk. The parameter
ξk can be interpreted as being proportional to the difference
between the maximal value of the potential barrier (2µp < 0)
or potential well (2µp > 0) and the energy of the incoming

particle 2 cos(k) rescaled by the effective hopping amplitude
γp. The value of the parameter ϱk goes from γp at k = π/2 to
∞ for k → 0,±π.

A colorplot of the dependence of the transmission on these
two parameters is shown in Fig. 10. However, one should note
that ξk and ϱk are depending both on k and on the combina-
tion U , λ and ω through the parameters γp and µp. Thus, for
a fixed value of interaction U , the driving frequency ω and
driving strength λ, only some values of ξk and ϱk are possible
varying the momentum k.
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FIG. 10: Pair transmission in the effective pair model (Eq. 10) as a
function of ξk and ϱk as given by Eq. B1. Dotted lines: Lines of
maximal transmission T p

k = 1. The solid lines show how the two
parameters ξk and ϱk vary by changing the momentum k from 0 to
π for different interaction strength U and driving amplitude λ.

The pair transmission function has a very particular form.
At large values of ϱk the transmission is usually small un-
less |ξk| ≈ 0,±1. This has its origin in the structure of the
denominator ocurring in the expression for the pair transmis-
sion and is related to the triangular form of the potential step.
If ϱ2k > 1/2, the function ξ4k + (1/ϱk − 2) ξ2k + 1 has two
minima at ξk ≈ ±

√
1/2(2− 1/ϱ2k). For large values ϱk the

position of these minima become ξk ≈ ±1. Together with the
first contribution 1

1+ξ2kϱ
2
k

which has a maximum at ξk = 0,
this leads to the three pronounced maxima seen in Fig. 10 at
large values of ϱk.

For smaller ϱk the three maxima join to a single maximum
around ξk = 0. The position of the maxima follows approx-
imately the function ξk ≈ ±

√
1/2(2− 1/ϱ2k) of the minima

of the second denominator until for ϱk2 ≤ 1/2 only one max-
imum exists at ξk = 0. For small ρk < 1/2 physically, this
means that the transmission becomes maximal, in the situation
where the energy of the incoming pair corresponds exactly to
the minimal value of the potential triangle.

Since the parameters ξk and ϱk are themselves complicated
functions of the system’s parameters, we discuss in the fol-
lowing section how the transmission function depends on the
physical parameters.
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