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W e (re)considerin thispaperthe problem oftunneling through an im purity in a quantum wire

with arbitrary Luttinger interaction param eter. By com bining the integrable approach developed

in the case ofquantum Halledge states with the introduction ofradiative boundary conditions to

describe the adiabatic coupling to the reservoirs,we are able to obtain the exact equilibrium and

non equilibrium current. O ne ofthe m ost striking features observed isthe appearance ofnegative

di�erentialconductances out ofequilibrium in the strongly interacting regim e g � :2. In spite of

the variouscharging e�ects,a rem arkable form ofduality isstillobserved.

New resultson thecom putation oftransportpropertiesin integrableim purity problem saregath-

ered in appendices. In particular, we prove that the TBA results satisfy a rem arkable relation,

originally derived using the K eldysh form alism ,between the orderT
2
correction to the currentout

ofequilibrium and the second derivative ofthiscurrentatT = 0 with respectto the voltage.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N .

Tunneling experim ents[1]areoneofthem oste�cientprobesofthephysicsofLuttingerliquids,which isexpected
to describe the properties ofone dim ensionalconductors. The case ofspinless Luttinger liquids has already been
extensively studied,both theoretically and experim entally,in thecontextofedgestatesin a fractionalquantum Hall
bar,wherein particular,shotnoisem easurem entshaveled to theobservation offractionalchargecarriers[2].Thefull
cross-overbetween the weak and strong backscattering regim eshasalso been studied [3{5]:itexhibitsin particular
a duality between Laughlin quasiparticlesand electronsthatisthe resultofthe strong interactionsin the system ,
and,ultim ately,ofintegrability. From a theoreticalpoint ofview,it m ust be stressed that crossoversin this type
ofproblem s can only be properly studied with non perturbative m ethods anyway. In fact,for the physics out of
equilibrium ,which playsa crucialrole in the shotnoise experim entsforinstance,num ericalsim ulationsdon’teven
seem to be available.
O therone dim ensionalconductorswhereLuttingerliquid physicscould be observed include carbon nanotubes[6],

orquantum wiresin sem iconductorheterostructures[7].A key question forthelatterexam plesishow to describethe
application ofan externalvoltage.In thefractionalquantum Hallcase,thisturned outto beeasy [5]becausetheleft
and rightm oving excitationsare physically separated (the Luttinger liquid is really the \sum " oftwo independent
chiralones),and put at a di�erent chem icalpotentialby the applied voltage. This willnot be the case in a real
quantum wire,wherevariouscharging e�ectshaveto be taken into account.
Them atterled tosom eactivedebating[8,9],and now seem squitesettled.W efollow heretheapproach of[9],which

easily allowstheinclusion ofan im purity.W ethusconsidera gated quantum wirecoupled adiabatically to 2D or3D
reservoirs. As in Landauer-Buttiker’sapproach fornon interacting electrons[10],[11],these reservoirsare assum ed
to be \ideal",and m erely are there to injectbare densitiesofleftand rightm oversin the wire. The interactionsin
thewirelead to theappearanceofa non trivialelectrostaticpotential,and,in turn,to a renorm alized chargedensity
in the wire,in the absence ofim purity.W hen the im purity ispresent,there isin addition a non trivialspreading of
the chargesalong the wire.
The key ingredientin the analysisof[9]isthe equivalentofPoisson’sequation,which becom esa relation between

the electrostatic potential’ and the charge density: e’ = u0�. Here,u0 isrelated to the Luttingerliquid constant
by g = (1+ u0=� �h vF )� 1=2. The electrostatic potentialin turn shiftsthe band bottom ,and thusthe totaldensity.
Therefollowsa relation between the bareinjected densitiesand the true densities:

�
0

R =
g� 2 + 1

2
�R +

g� 2 � 1

2
�L

�
0

L =
g� 2 � 1

2
�R +

g� 2 + 1

2
�L : (1)

Asforthe baredensitiesthem selves,they arerelated with the externalvoltagesources
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�
0

R (� L=2)=
eU

4��hvF

�
0

L(L=2)= �
eU

4��hvF
: (2)

The ham iltonian including the im purity term readsthen,afterbosonization

H =
�hv

8�

Z

dx

h

(@x�R )
2 + (@x�L )

2
i

+ � cos[
p
g(�R � �L )](0); (3)

wherev = vF
g
isthe sound velocity.

To proceed,one de�nes odd and even com binations ofthe bosonic �eld. O nly the even �eld interacts with the
outsidepotential,and givesriseto a current.Setting

�e;o =
1
p
2
[�R (x)� �L (� x)]; (4)

the ham iltonian ofinterestis

H e =
�hv

8�

Z

dx(@x�e)
2 + � cos

�p
2g�e

�

(0); (5)

where�e isa purerightm oving �eld.In these new variables,the boundary conditions(2)read

�
g
� 1 + 1

�
�e(� L=2)�

�
g
� 1 � 1

�
�e(L=2)=

r
g

2

eU

��hvF
: (6)

In goingfrom (1)to (6),therelation �R ;L =
p
g

4�
@x

h

�R � �L �
1

g
(�R + �L )

i

,thatfollowsfrom bosonization,hasbeen

used.W e also havede�ned �e;o =
1

2�
@x�e;o.Finally,a m istakein [9]wascorrected (see[12]).

O urgoalisto com putethecurrentI 
owing through thesystem asa function oftheapplied voltageU .In [9],this
wasaccom plished in the caseg = 1

2
,using a m apping on free ferm ions.In thispaper,weshallsolvethe problem for

generalvaluesofg using integrability oftheboundary sine-G ordon m odel[13],[14].Thispapercan beconsidered asa
sequel-and to som eextenta correction -to thework [5,15],wherethecharginge�ectswerenotyetfully understood.
Itisalso an extension ofthe shortletter[16].

II.G EN ER A L FO R M A LISM

First,we sete= v = �h = 1 (so vF = g).To treatthe interaction term atx = 0 in an integrableway,oneneedsto
chosean appropriatebasisforthebulk,m assless,rightm oving excitations,which obey e= p.Forg generic,thebasic
excitationscan be kinksorantikinks{ carrying a �e charge equalto � 1 { and breathers. In the following we shall
often restrictfor technicalsim plicity to g = 1

t
,tan integer. There are then t� 2 breathers. W e shallparam etrize

the energy ofthe excitationswith rapidities,ej = m je
�. Here m j isa param eterwith the dim ension ofa m ass;for

kink and antikink,m � = �,while forbreathers,m j = 2� sin j�

2(t� 1)
,j = 1;:::;t� 2. The value of� isofcourse of

no im portance since the theory ism assless,and in the following we shallsim ply setitequalto unity. The m assless
excitationsenjoy factorized scattering in thebulk.Ata tem peratureT,and with a choiceofchem icalpotentials,they
havedensitiesgiven by solutionsofthetherm odynam icBetheansatzequations,which weshallgenerically denoteby
�j (notto be confused with chargedensities).
The key point is that these excitations have also a factorized scattering through the im purity, described by a

transm ission m atrix T� � . This m atrix depends on the ratio ofthe energy ofincident particles to a characteristic
energy scale TB . In the following,it is usefulto param etrize TB = e�B . The m odulus square ofthe transm ission
m atrix havevery sim ple expressions;werecallthat

jT+ + j
2 =

e
2(1g � 1)(�� �B )

1+ e
2(1

g
� 1)(�� �B )

: (7)

Finally,wealso recallhow TB isrelated with the barecoupling � [5]:
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TB = (2sin�g)
1

1� g

�
�

g

2(1� g)

�

p
��

�
1

2(1� g)

� [��(1� g)=2]1=(1� g): (8)

To proceed,westartby expressing the boundary conditionsin term softhe m asslessscattering description:

�e(L=2)=
1

p
2g

Z 1

� 1

�

�+ jT+ + j
2 + jT+ � j

2
�� � jT� � j

2
�� � jT+ � j

2
�+

�

d�

=
1

p
2g

Z 1

� 1

(�+ � �� )
�

jT+ + j
2
� jT+ � j

2
�

d�: (9)

Here,�� are the densities ofkinks and antikinks;one has �� = nf� where the pseudo energies �� are equaland
satisfy n = 1

2�

d

d�
�� ,n = � + �h the totaldensity ofstatesofkinksorantikinks(the factor 1p

2g
occursbecause itis

theelectriccharge 1

2�

R
@x�e associated with thefundam entalkinksoftheproblem ).The�’sfollow from thesolution

ofthe TBA system ofequations

�j = T
X

k

N jk

s

2�
?ln

�

1+ e
�k � � k

T

�

; (10)

wheres(�)= t� 1

cosh((t� 1)�)
,g = 1

t
,and N jk isthe incidence m atrix ofthe following TBA diagram


 +


 �

.

/

1 2 t� 3


 | | 
 | | 
 | | 
 | | 
 t� 2

The equations(10)have to be supplem ented by asym ptotic conditions�j � m je
� as� ! 1 . In (10),the chem ical

potentialvanishesforallthe breatherswhich have no U (1)charge. Forthe kinksand antikinks,�� = � W

2
,where

W hasto bedeterm ined self-consistently (thelogichereisthattheexternalpotentialand thetem peraturedeterm ine
uniquely the averagedensitieseverywherein the quantum wire.Asalwaysin m acroscopicstatisticalm echanics,this
can be described instead by a distribution with �xed chem icalpotentials,which isexactly whatthe TBA allowsone
to handle.By U (1)sym m etry,itisknown in advancethatonly thekinksand antikinkshavea non vanishing chem ical
potential�� = � W

2
).The �lling fractionsread then

f� =
1

1+ e(�� W =2)=T
: (11)

The charge density on the left side ofthe im purity reads sim ply �e(� L=2)=
1p
2g

R
(�+ � �� )d� (it can be sim ply

reexpressed in term sofW :�e(� L=2)=
p

g

2

W

2�
),so the boundary conditionsequation (2)reads

Z �

jT+ + j
2 +

1

g
jT+ � j

2

�

(�+ � �� )d� =
U

2�
: (12)

The otherkey equation in the solution ofthe problem followsfrom the chargedensity drop acrossthe barrier

�� = �(x < 0)� �(x > 0)= g
V

�
: (13)

Here,� = �R + �L ,and V is the four term inalvoltage (that is,the voltage di�erence m easured by weakly cou-
pled reservoirson either side ofthe im purity;it consists ofan electrostatic potentialdrop,plus an electrochem ical
contribution).By following the previoustransform ations,one�ndsthat�� = �(� + � �� ),and thus(13)reads,

Z

jT+ � j
2 (�+ � �� )d� = g

V

2�
: (14)

Finally,the tunneling currentI = U � V

2�
reads,from (13)and (12)
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I =

Z

jT+ + j
2 (�+ � �� )d�: (15)

IfT=TB orU=TB arelarge(thehigh energy,orweak backscattering lim it),thesolution of(12)is
R
(�+ � �� )d� � U

2�
,

and thusfrom (15),I �
R
(�+ � �� )d� = U

2�
. This,once physicalunitsare reinstated,readsI = e

2

h
U ,the expected

form ula fora spinlessquantum wire.
From theforegoing system ofequations,itisnow easy to deduce thefollowing identity giving the param eterW in

term softhe physicalvoltageand current

U = 2�

�

1�
1

g

�

I+ W : (16)

The following relation isalso quite useful:

V = W �
2�

g
I: (17)

III. R ESU LT S

The lim it g ! 1,which describes non interacting electrons,is very sim ple. In that case indeed,the T m atrix
elem ents becom e rapidity independent,and the system ofequations can readily be solved to give V = jT+ � j

2
U ,

I = jT+ + j
2 U

2�
. Here,the transm ission probability is not trivialin general,since,as g ! 1,�B has to diverge to

ensurea �nite value ofthe barecoupling � [14,17].
The system ofequationsdeterm ining I can also be solved easily in the \classicallim it" g ! 0,where [18](thisis

detailed som em orein the appendix)

I � 2g
T

2�

sinh(W =2T)

IiW =2�T (2x)I� iW =2�T (2x)
; x =

TB

4T
; (18)

I arethe usualBesselfunctions,and W followsfrom (16).
Closed form results can also be obtained for g = 1

2
(see below);besides,except at T = 0,one has to resort to

a num ericalsolution ofthe TBA equations. To tackle the physicsofthisproblem asg varies,we consider�rstthe
linearconductance attem perature T.In the lim itU ! 0,the foregoing system ofequationscan easily be solved by
linearization,giving riseto

G =
1

2�

R
jT+ + j

2 d

d�

�
1

1+ e�=T

�

d�

R �

jT+ + j
2 + 1

g
jT+ � j

2
�

d

d�

�
1

1+ e�=T

�

d�

=
1

2�

�

G 0 +

�

1�
1

g

�

G 0

�

; (19)

where G 0 isthe linearconductance in the quantum Halle�ectproblem [5](the num eratorofthisequation).O ne of
the rolesofthe denom inatoristo renorm alizethe conductancefrom g to unity in the UV region.In the caseg = 1

2
,

equation (19)can be evaluated in closed form to give

G =
1

2�

1� TB
2�T

	 0
�
1

2
+ TB

2�T

�

1+ TB
2�T

	 0
�
1

2
+ TB

2�T

�; (20)

where 	 isthe digam m a function. Forvaluesg = 1

t
,tan integer,G iseasily determ ined num erically by solving the

system ofTBA equations(10),and plotting the soliton pseudo energy back into (19).Curvesforvariousvaluesofg
areshown in Fig.1;featuresentirely sim ilarto thosein [5]areobserved,although allthecurvesnow convergeto the
sam e value in the high tem perature lim it,in contrastwith the quantum Halledgescase. The e�ectofthe im purity
isconsiderably am pli�ed asg getssm aller,with G getting a discontinuity in theweak back scattering lim itasg ! 0.
Indeed,letting U ! 0 in (16),one�nds

G =
I

U
�

1

2�

1
�

1� 1

g

�

+ 1

g
I2
0
(2x)

: (21)
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Asg ! 0,G thusbecom esa step function,jum ping from 1

2�
to 0 assoon asTB (TB = 2� forg = 0)isturned on,for

any tem perature.

0 2 4 6 8 10

 T/T
B

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

2
 π

 G

t=2

t=3

t=7

FIG .1. W e representhere the conductance as a function ofthe universalratio oftem peraturesT=TB for severalvaluesof

g = 1=t,tan integer.In thisdom ain -which isthe easiestto study num erically -G hasonly a weak dependence on g.These

curves interpolate between two lim iting behaviours: for g = 1,2�G should becom e a constant equalto 1=2,while for g = 0

2�G should vanish forany �nite value ofT=TB .

Anothersim ple lim itto study isthe case T = 0,where resultsare farm ore intriguing.Consider�rstthe classical
lim it:asW issweeped,one�ndsthatI vanisheswhileU increasesup to �TB ,then goesback to zero,beyond which
I increaseslikeI = U

2�
.In otherwords,thesystem behaveseitherlikea perfectinsulator,orlikea perfectconductor!

Thisverysingularbehavioristheg ! 0lim itofam ultivalued I� U characteristicswith regionsofnegativedi�erential
conductance[16],thatwenow study in m oredetails.

Indeed,the TBA equationscan be solved in closed form in the lim itT ! 0 . In thatlim it,�� = 0,the integrals
run only from � 1 to a cuto� (Ferm i)rapidity A,and �+ = n followsfrom the solution ofthe integralequation

n(�)�

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)n(�0)d�0=

e�

2�
; (22)

while A isdeterm ined by the condition that�h+ (A)= 0,where

�
h
+ (�)�

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)�h+ (�

0)d�0=
W

2
� e

�
: (23)

In thatequation,� isthe derivativeofthe log ofthe kink kink S m atrix

�(�)=

Z 1

� 1

e
� i!�

sinh�
�

2g� 1

2(1� g)

�

!

2cosh �!

2
sinh �g!

2(1� g)

d!

2�
:

SinceW determ inesA uniquely (one�ndseA = W

2

G + (0)

G + (i)
,wherethepropagatorsG arede�ned below),in whatfollows

wewillconsiderinstead A astheunknown when T = 0.Aftera few rearrangem ents,therelevantequationsread now
(we stillsetg = 1

t
,although tdoesnothaveto be an integerhere))

Z A

� 1

n(�)
t+ e2(t� 1)(�� �B )

1+ e2(t� 1)(�� �B )
d� =

U

2�
; (24)

and

I =

Z A

� 1

n(�)
e2(t� 1)(�� �B )

1+ e2(t� 1)(�� �B )
d�: (25)
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The density n(�) can be com puted as a power series in the weak and strong backscattering lim its,giving rise to
expansionsforthe currentand the boundary conditions.In the strong backscattering caseone�nds:

I =
G + (i)

G + (0)

eA

�

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n+ 1
p
� �(nt)

2�(n)�
�
3

2
+ n(t� 1)

�
�
e
A + � � �B

�2n(t� 1)
; (26)

while the boundary condition reads

2
G + (i)

G + (0)
e
A � (t� 1)

G + (i)

G + (0)
e
A

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n+ 1
p
� �(nt)

�(n)�
�
3

2
+ n(t� 1)

�
�
e
A + � � �B

�2n(t� 1)
= U: (27)

In the weak backscattering lim itinstead,one�nds

I =
G + (i)

G + (0)

eA

�t2

"

t�

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n+ 1
p
� �(n=t)

2�(n)�
�
3

2
+ n(1

t
� 1)

�
�
e
A + � � �B

�2n(1
t
� 1)

#

; (28)

where

2

t

G + (i)

G + (0)
e
A �

1

t

�
1

t
� 1

�
G + (i)

G + (0)
e
A

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n+ 1
p
� �(n=t)

�(n)�
�
3

2
+ n(1

t
� 1)

�
�
e
A + � � �B

�2n(1t � 1)= U: (29)

Herewehaveintroduced the notations

G + (!)=
p
2�t

�
�

� i! t

2(t� 1)

�

�
�
1

2
� i!

2

�
�
�

� i! 1

2(t� 1)

�e� i!� ; (30)

where

� =
1

2
ln(t� 1)�

t

2(t� 1)
lnt: (31)

In term softheauxiliary variableW ,thestrong and weak backscattering expansionshavem atching radiusofconver-
gence:eitheroneofthem isalwaysconverging,and both areatthem atching value W

T 0

B

e� � = 1,wheretheparam eter

T 0
B isde�ned as

T
0
B = 2TB e

� � G + (i)

G + (0)
: (32)

The seriescan be sum m ed up in the caseg = 1

2
to give

tan
U � 2�I

2
=
U + 2�I

2
: (33)

Thereisa rich physicalbehaviorhidden in theseequations.To investigateit,consider�rstthebehaviorofphysical
quantitiesasa function ofW .Curvesrepresenting U and 2�

g
I asa function ofW forvarioustaregiven in Fig.2 and

Fig.3.

0 1 2 3 4 5

W/T
B

0

1

2

3

4

U
/T

B

t=1.2

t=3

t=6

t=9
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FIG .2. The applied voltage di�erenceU=TB asa function ofthechem icalpotentialdi�erencebetween solitonsand antisoli-

tons,W =TB .O bservetherem arkable non m onotonic behaviourthatsettlesin forsm allenough valuesofg.Thisresultsin the

existence oftwo possible valuesofW fora given U ,and thusin the existence ofthe loop in the I� U characteristic.

0 1 2 3 4 5

W/T
B

0

1

2

3

2
 π

/g
 I

/T
B

t=1.2

t=3

t=6

t=9

FIG .3. In contrast,the current I as a function ofW exhibits,once properly rescaled,a very weak dependence on g. All

curvesbehave asym ptotically asW =TB in the weak backscattering lim it.

Asg ! 0,the currentin the strong backscattering expansion isexactly 0. In the weak backscattering expansion
m eanwhile,itreads

2�I

g
�
�
W

2 � �
2
T
2

B

�1=2

hence exhibitsa squarerootsingularity at�nite valueofW (we notethatthe latterexpression can also beobtained
directly from the result(18)by using the uniform asym ptoticexpansion ofBesselfunctionsforlargeorders[19]:

I�(�z)�
1

p
2��

e��

(1+ z2)1=4
;

where � =
p
1+ z2 + ln z

1+
p
1+ z2

). W hen tis varied,the currentevolvesfrom this singular behaviorto the sim ple

characteristicsI = W

4�
asg ! 1 (thisiseasily seen from theintegralrepresentationsofI and U :and an artifactofthe

variable TB used throughout,thatwould have to be rescaled appropriately in thatlim itto give a non trivialI� U

relation [14]).At�xed g 6= 1,I � W

2�
atlargeW .

As g ! 0, U in the strong backscattering expansion is sim ply equalto W , while in the weak backscattering
expansion itreads

U � W �
�
W

2 � �
2
T
2

B

�1=2
:

Asg ! 1 m eanwhile,U � W .W hen g varies,U interpolatesbetween thesetwo lim iting behaviors,and stopshaving
a (local)m axim um around t� 4:83.
The fact that U can decrease as W increases is a direct consequence ofthe physics in this system . The density

on the left,�e(� L=2)/ W .An increase in W increasesthe leftdensity,butitalso increasesthe rightdensity,since
particlesbeing m ore energetic,m ore ofthem go acrossthe im purity. U isa non trivialfunction ofthe densitieson
eitherside ofthe im purity,asgiven by (6). Forg large,U behavesessentially asthe sum ofthe densitiesin � L=2,
thusincreaseswhen W increases.However,when g ! 0,U getsdom inated by the di�erence ofthe densities,and if
enough particlesgo across,itcan welldecreasewhen W increases.Thise�ectisdirectly related to the factthatthe
di�erentialconductance2� dI

dW
does,forg < 1

2
,actually getlargerthan g for�nitevaluesofW an e�ect�rstobserved

in [5](see Fig.4).
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 W/T
B

0

0.6

1.2

1.8

2
 π

/g
 d

I/
d

W

t=5

t=7

t=9

FIG .4. The rescaled derivative ofthe currentwith respect to W atT = 0. Notice the existence ofa m axim um above the

weak backscattering lim it (equalto 1) for t � 2. This peak ofdi�erentialconductance becom es m ore and m ore m arked as

g ! 0.

Considernow I asa function ofU :clearly,theexistenceofa m axim um in thecurveU (W )willlead to an S-shaped
I(U ). M ore precisely,consider�rstthe case g � 0. Suppose we increase W starting from 0. According to Fig.2,U
�rst increases up to �TB ,then decreases back to zero. W being still�nite,I vanishes identically,since it has an
overallfactorofg. G oing now to the regim e where W becom esin�nite,U � W ,and I � W

2�
� U

2�
: the system has

switched from being a perfect insulator to being a perfect conductor! This is easy to understand in m ore physical
term s: asg ! 0,the kinetic term dom inatesthe Lagrangian,and one m ightexpectthatthe im purity isessentially
invisible.However,asg ! 0,there isthe possibility thata chargedensity wavem ightform ,getting pinned down by
an in�nitesim alpotential,and leading to a perfectinsulator[16].
This e�ect is stable against quantum 
uctuations,and for g approxim ately sm aller than g = :2,a \loop" keeps

being observed in theI� U characteristics.Thatthecurrentisnota singlevalued function ofU in theregion ofsm all
voltages,leadsto the prediction ofhysteresisand bistability in the strongly interacting,out ofequilibrium regim e.
Although the presentcalculation isvalid only in thescaling regim e,thisqualitativeaspectshould survivebeyond it.
Theloop isalso stableagainsttherm al
uctuations:asisillustrated in Fig.5 forthecaset= 6,itonly disappears

ata �nite tem peratureTc which dependson g.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

U/T
B

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

I/
T

B

T/T
B
=0

T/T
B
=0.1

T/T
B
=0.3

T/T
B
=0.6

T/T
B
=1

FIG .5. W eillustrateon this�gurethedisappearanceoftheS shapeasthetem peratureisincreased.Clearly,thebistability

isstable againsttherm al
uctuationsin a �nite range which dependson g.Here,g = 1=6.

A sem iclassicalapproxim ation [16]givesTc = TB

q
(1� g)

16g
: this form ula is notquite correctforvalues ofg � :2,

but becom esincreasingly good asg ! 0. Itis quite di�cult num erically to determ ine T c with a good accuracy: a
reasonableestim ateofthiscurveisgiven in Fig.6.
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0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

g

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

T
c
/T

B

g=1/4

g=1/5

g=1/6

FIG .6. The\critical" tem peratureTc(g)atwhich bistability disappears.Noticethepoorquality oftheleading sem i-classical

approxim ation (fullcurve).

IV .D U A LIT Y

Fortheproblem oftunnelingbetween quantum Halledges,astrikingduality between theweak and strongbackscat-
tering lim itswasuncovered in [5]atT = 0,and furthergeneralized to any T [20]. The m eaning ofthisduality was
that,whiletheham iltonian describing thevicinity oftheweak backscattering lim itisgiven by (5),theonedescribing
thevicinity ofthestrong backscattering lim itcan bereduced,asfarastheDC currentisconcerned,to an expression
identicalwith (5),up to thereplacem entofthecoupling � by a dualcoupling �d,togetherwith theexchangeg !

1

g
.

Asa result,a duality relation forthe currentfollowed

I(�;U;g)=
gU

2�
� gI

�

�d;gU;
1

g

�

: (34)

Here,the dualcoupling �d reads

�d =
1

�g
�

�
1

g

��
g�(g)

�

�1

g

�
� 1

g : (35)

The relation (35)followsfrom keeping the param eter

T
00
B �

T 0
Bp
t
; (36)

constant1 while letting g ! 1

g
,and using the relation (8)between TB and the bare coupling in the tunneling ham il-

tonian.
Forpedagogicalpurposes,itisprobably wise to explain a little m ore explicitly whatthe duality m eans.Consider

thusa hypotheticalcurrentde�ned non perturbatively by the expression

I =
1

x2 + g2
: (37)

Itobeysthe following duality relation

I

�
1

x
;
1

g

�

= g
2 � g

4
I(x;g): (38)

1
In [5],theduality relation wasinitially written atconstantT

0
B .W hiletheidentitiesin [5]arealgebraically correct,itisreally

T
00
B thathasto be keptconstant,since the applied voltage isnotleftinvariantin the duality transform ation.
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Suppose now wedid notknow the non perturbativeexpression,buthad only accessto the sm allx expansion

I =
1

g2

1X

n= 0

(� 1)n
�
x2

g2

� n

; (39)

and the largex one

I =
1

x2

1X

n= 0

(� 1)n
�
g2

x2

� n

: (40)

Theduality(38)couldthen bededuced from theexpansionsbysaystartingfrom thesm allx one,settingx = 1

x0
;g = 1

g0
,

and com paringthenew expression with thelargex expansion.W hatwasdonein [5]wasto �nd a sim ilarduality only
based on the weak and strong backscattering expansions (a non perturbative expression for the current was found
m uch later[21]).
Itisinteresting to exam ine whatdoesrem ain ofthisduality in the presentcase. The IR ham iltonian willbehave

sim ilarly to thecaseoftunneling between quantum Halledges,sinceitisentirely determ ined by thelarge� behavior,
and hasno relation with theway thevoltageistaken into account.Thism eansthattheparam eterT 00

B stillhasto be
keptconstantin whateverduality sym m etry oneislooking for.
Thereisa quick way to proceed assum ing from [5]the relation (34),which becom eshere

I(�;W ;g)=
gW

2�
� gI

�

�d;gW ;
1

g

�

: (41)

Using this,togetherwith the relation (16),one�ndsthe additionalrelation

U (�;W ;g)= U

�

�d;gW ;
1

g

�

: (42)

From thisitfollowsthat

I(�;U;g)=
U

2�
� I

�

�d;U;
1

g

�

: (43)

Forcom pleteness,we can also give a directproofofthis relation. Itisconvenient�rstto putthe equationsin a
m orecom pactform ,nam ely

�s

"

1� (t� 1)
1X

n= 1

�n�
2n(t� 1)
s

#

= us

is(t;us)= �s

1X

n= 1

�n�
2n(t� 1)
s ; (44)

forthe strong backscattering lim it,and

�w

t

"

1�

�
1

t
� 1

� 1X

n= 1

�n�
2n(1

t
� 1)

w

#

= uw

iw (t;uw )=
1

t2
�w

"

t�

1X

n= 1

�n�
2n(1

t
� 1)

w

#

; (45)

forthe weak backscattering lim it.In (44),(45)

�n =

p
�

2
(� 1)n+ 12n(t� 1)

�(nt)

�(n)�( 3

2
+ n(t� 1))

�n =

p
�

2
(� 1)n+ 12n(

1

t
� 1) �(n=t)

�(n)�( 3

2
+ n(1

t
� 1))

= �n

�
1

t

�

is = iw =

r
2

t

�I

T 00
B

; us = uw =

r
2

t

U

2T 00
B

: (46)

(47)
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To m atch with ourpreviousnotations,� = G + (i;t)
e
A

T 00

B

;however,� in the foregoing equationsisdeterm ined by the

externalvoltage,and no referenceto eA orT 00
B arenecessary in itsde�nition.

Itfollowsfrom (44)and (45)that

is(t;u)=
1

t
�

�
1

t
;tuw

�

�
1

t2
iw

�
1

t
;tu

�

; (48)

where the param eter� isthe sam e in both is and iw .O fcourse,the currentisan analyticalfunction ofthe applied
voltage,independent ofwhether one considersthe weak orstrong backscattering expansions,so the labelss;w can
actually be suppressed from the equations.Itfollowsthat,going back to physicalvariables,

I(�;U;g)=
1

2�
W

�
1

g
;U

�

� gI

�

�d;U;
1

g

�

: (49)

Now,W in turn can be expressed in term sofU;I,using the relation (16),reproducing (43).
Therelation between thecurrentand theapplied voltageisim plicitin theforegoing equations.Itcan,however,be

m ade explicitby elim ination ofthe param eter�,and we quote herethe lowestordersforcom pleteness.In the weak
backscattering lim itonehas

i= �
1

t
�1(tu)

2(
1

t
� 1)+ 1 �

�
1

t3
(t� 1)(t� 2)�21 �

1

t
�2

�

(tu)4(
1

t
� 1)+ 1 + ::: (50)

(51)

and in the strong backscattering lim it

i= �1u
2(t� 1)+ 1 +

�
(t� 1)(2t� 1)�21 + �2

�
u
4(t� 1)+ 1 + ::: (52)

(53)

M eanwhile,the param eter� can also be expanded,say in the weak backscattering lim it:

� =

�
1

t
� 1

�

�1(tu)
2(t� 1)+ 1 +

�
(t� 1)(2t� 1)�21 + �2

�
u
4(t� 1)+ 1 + ::: (54)

O ne can directly check the duality relation (48)on these form ulas. Notice that despite the m ore com plex physics,
which now involvesscreening,the exponentsofthe weak and strong backscattering expansionsare the sam ethan in
the fractionalquantum Hallcase.
Finally,the duality was extended to �nite tem peratures in [20],[22],m eaning that form ula (34) holds at �nite

tem perature.Since(16)isstilltruetoo,the form ula (43)extendsto �nite tem peratureaswell.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

Thispaperhopefully solvesthetunneling problem with a propertreatm entofthecoupling to thereservoirs,hence
com pleting and correcting [5,15]. W e have only treated here the spinless case,but the m ethod extends straight-
forwardly to the spinfullcase,at least when the spin isotropy is not broken,and the problem m aps onto a super
sym m etricboundary sine-G ordon m odel[15]
The duality we observed does raise interesting physicalquestions, in particular concerning the nature of the

\charges" that tunnelin the weak backscattering lim it. W e hope to get back to this issue with com putations of
the DC shotnoise.

A cknow ledgm ents: W e thank R.Egger and H.G rabertfor an earlier collaboration on part ofthis m aterial,for
com m unicating theresultsof[12]beforepublication,and form any illum inating discussions.Thiswork wassupported
by the DO E and the NSF (underthe NYIprogram ).
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A P P EN D IX A :SEM I-C LA SSIC A L C O M P U TA T IO N S

In studying theclassicallim it,oneusually concentrateson thebehaviorof�j forj�nitewhileg ! 0,thatist! 1

[23].Thisisnotsu�cientin thestudy oftransportproperties,wheretheknowledgeof� � ,thatispseudoenergiesfor
nodesatthe otherend ofthe diagram ,are required. The necessary analysisisa bitm ore com plicated then. First,
it is convenient to introduce the new quantity Yj(�) � e�j(�)=T,and to recastthe TBA system ,using the identity

s

�

� + i�

2(t� 1)

�

+ s

�

� � i�

2(t� 1)

�

= 2��(�),into

Yj

�

� +
i�

2(t� 1)

�

Yj

�

� �
i�

2(t� 1)

�

= [1+ Yj+ 1(�)][1+ Yj� 1(�)] (A1)

In the lim itwhere g ! 0,we introduce new variabless � j

t
,� = 2�

�
,and e� � � e

�

t2
,and expand the leftand right

hand sidesofequation (A1)to obtain the Liouvilleequation [24]

�
@
2

s + @
2

�

�
� = 2e� (A2)

The generalsolution ofthisequation thatisrelevanthereis2

e
� � =

1

(2isin��)2

n

J�

h

e
�

2
(�+ is)� ln(2T )

i

J� �

h

e
�

2
(�� is)� ln(2T )

i

� (� ! � �)
o2

(A3)

where J� are the usualBesselfunctions,� = iW

2�T
. The freedom in the argum entsofthe Besselfunctions � + is !

�(� � �o + i(s� s0))hasbeen resolved by m atching with the asym ptotic boundary conditions�j � 2sin
�

j�

2(t� 1)

�

e�

as� ! 1 .Asforthe index ofthe Besselfunctions,itisobtained by m atching againstthe resultatlow energies:

e
�j(� 1 )=T =

�
sinh(j+ 1)W =2tT

sinhW =2tT

�2

� 1

W e can now com pute �t� 2 by setting s= 1 in the solution (A3):one �nds

e
� �(�;1) =

h

J�J� �

�

ie
�

2
�� ln(2T )

�i2

Itfollowsthat

e
�� (�)=T = tI�

�
e�

2T

�

I� �

�
e�

2T

�

(A4)

The currenton the otherhand reads

I =
R1
� 1

jT+ + j
2 (�+ � �� )d�=

T

2�

Z 1

� 1

d�
1

1+ e� 2(t� 1)(�� �B )

d

d�
ln
1+ e� W =2T e� �=T

1+ eW =2T e� �=T

In the lim itt! 1 ,thisbecom esthen

I =
T

2�
2sinh(W =2T)e� �� (�B )=T (A5)

Replacing �� by hisclassicalexpression reproducesthen the result(18).

2Thisisofthe generalform ofsolution e
� � =

(1� A (z)B (�z))
2

4@A �@B
forthe equation @�@� = 1

2
e
�,where A =

J� �

J�
(ez),B =

J�

J� �
(e�z).
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A P P EN D IX B :LO W T EM P ER A T U R E EX PA N SIO N .

The rem arkablerelation [25]

I(W ;T)= I(W ;T = 0)+
�2T 2t

3

d2I

dW 2
(W ;T = 0) (B1)

wasinitially discovered,following a K eldysh expansion ofthe leftand righthand sides,in the contextofdissipative
quantum m echanicsin [26].In (B1),W isthechem icalpotentialde�ned in thetext-itwould coincidewith theHall
voltageV in the contextofthe fractionalquantum Halle�ect[5].

0 2 4 6 8 10

W/T
B

−0.05

0.05

0.15

0.25

0.35

0.45

[I
(T

)−
I(

0
)]

/T
2

TBA

Weiss

T/T
B
=0.2

FIG .7. The dashed line isthe orderT
2
correction to the non equilibrium currentasestim ated by the equation (B1). The

dotted line is the sam e correction calculated from the TBA at T = 0:2 (it is di�cult,for technicalreasons,to go below this

value with enough accuracy). The two curvesare in good qualitative agreem ent:notice thatboth ofthem are below the axis

in the weak backscattering lim it.O n this�gure,t= 7.

W eshallnow provethatthecurrentobtained from theTBA doessatisfy thisrelation indeed:as(B1)involvesout
ofequilibrium quantities and the tem perature,it provides a very non trivialveri�cation that a Landauer Buttiker
type approach can safely be applied to integrablequasiparticles.
To start,we recallthe generalexpression forthe current(15)

I =
1

2�

Z 1

� 1

d�
d�

d�

�
1

1+ e(�� W =2)=T
�

1

1+ e(�+ W =2)=T

�
1

1+ e� 2(t� 1)(�� �B )
(B2)

where� itselfisa function ofT.Recallalso the value

e
�(�= � 1 ;T )=T =

sinh(t� 1)W =2tT

sinhW =2tT
(B3)

W e willonly be interested in the term soforderT and T 2 in the current:we can therefore drop exponentially sm all
contributions,which m akesm attersconsiderably sim pler. Forinstance,only the �rstterm in (B2)contributes,and
the valueof�(� 1 ;T)coincidesatthisorderwith itsvalueforT = 0,�(� 1 ;0)� �m in = t� 2

2t
W .

To proceed,we consider the �rst term in (B2) and assum e �rst that �(�) takes its T = 0 value. The �nite T
corrections(we denote them by �I(1))then entirely arise from a sim ple generalization ofSom m erfeld’sexpansion in
the caseoffree electrons.W e useherethe sam enotationsasin the appendix of[27].Introducing the function

H (�)=
1

1+
�
TB
e�(�)

�2(t� 1) (B4)

we�nd

I =
1

2�

1

1+ e(�m in � W =2)=T

Z W

2

�m in

d�
0
H (�0)

+
1

2�

1X

n= 1

1

n!

dn� 1

d�n� 1
H j

�= W =2

Z 1

�m in

�

� �
W

2

� n

� �
d

d�

1

1+ e(�� W =2)=T
(B5)
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Since we neglectexponentially sm allterm s,we can neglectthe �lling fraction in the �rstprefactor,and replace the
bound ofintegration in the integralby � 1 ,using the factthat�m in <

W

2
.Itfollowssim ilarly thatonly term swith

n even contributeto the series,and therefore,to leading order,

�I
(1) =

1

2�

Z W =2

�m in

d�
0
H (�0)+ a1

T 2

2�

d

d�
H j

�= W =2
(B6)

The�rstterm isnothing butI(W ;T = 0).Asforthesecond,a1 isthestandard constantoftheSom m erfeld expansion

a1 =

Z 1

� 1

�2

2!
� �

d

d�

1

1+ e�
d� =

�2

6
(B7)

Atthe orderweareworking,we�nally obtain

�I
(1)(T)= T

2
�

12

�
d�

d�

�
�
�
�
�= A

� � 1
dH

d�

�
�
�
�
�= A

(B8)

whereA isthe Ferm im om entum introduced in the text.O ne hason the otherhand

dH

d�
=

t� 1

2cosh2(t� 1)(A � �B )

Toproceed,wem ustalsotakeintoaccountthechangesof� with tem peraturein theinitialexpression ofthecurrent.
Theleading ordercorrection turnsoutto beoforderT 2 then:thisgivesa second contribution �I(2) to thechangeof
the current,and showsthatthereareno crossed term sto thisorder.
Neglecting the exponentially sm allterm sasbefore,the TBA equationsfor� do notneed the introduction ofother

pseudo energiesand read

�(�)= e
� � T

Z 1

� 1

�(� � �
0)ln

�

1+ e
� (�(�

0
)� W =2)=T

�

d�
0 (B9)

Integrationsby partand Som m erfeld expansion give,asin the study ofI(1),a leading correction going asT 2. W e
can thuswrite�(�;T)= �(�;T = 0)+ T2��,wherewe �nd

��(�)�

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)��(�0)d�0= � a1T

2

�
d�

d�

�
�
�
�
�= A

� � 1

�(� � A) (B10)

Thisequation issolved by introducing theoperatorL of[22].Calling theintegraloperatoron theleftof(B10)Î� K̂

(where Î isthe identity),onehas Î+ L̂ = Î

Î� K̂
.Using that

�

Î+ K̂

�

� � = L,itfollowsthat

��(�)= � a1T
2

�
d�

d�

�
�
�
�
�= A

� � 1

L(�;A) (B11)

Using the value

d�

d�

�
�
�
�
A

=
W
p
2t

(B12)

determ ined from [22],we�nd therefore

�(�;T)= �(�;T = 0)� T
2

�2

3W
p
2=t

L(�;A) (B13)

O fcourse,the operatorL can be m ade explicit:

L(�;�0)= L(�0;�)= �(� � �
0)+

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
00)�(�00� �

0)d�00+ ::: (B14)
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Thequantity � weusehereisrelated with anotherquantity �h+ introduced in them ain text(23),and studied in great
detailsin [22],by � = W

2
� �h+ .In the latterreference,the following identity isestablished:

L(�;A)= �
p
2tW

d2�

dW 2
: (B15)

Using thisand integrating by parts,we�nd

�I
(2)(T)= T

2
�

6W

r
t

2

Z A

� 1

d�L(�;A)
dH

d�
(B16)

So collecting allterm s,

I(T)= I(T = 0)+ T
2
�

6W

r
t

2

"
dH

d�

�
�
�
�
A

+

Z A

� 1

L(�;A)
dH

d�
d�

#

(B17)

To conclude,we now turn to derivativesofthe currentwith respectto W atvanishing tem perature. The currentis
usually written as

I(T = 0)=

Z A

� 1

�(�)H (�)d� (B18)

wherethe density � isgiven by � = � 1

2�

d�
h

+

d�
.Using integration by parts,onehas

dI

dW
=

1

2�

Z A

� 1

d�h+

dW

dH

d�
d� (B19)

Taking anotherderivative,using (B12)and (B15),one�nds

d2I

dW 2
=

1

2�W

r
1

2t

"
dH

d�

�
�
�
�
A

+

Z A

� 1

L(�;A)
dH

d�
d�

#

(B20)

and thus,com paring with (B17)

I(W ;T)= I(W ;T = 0)+ t
�2T 2

3

d2I

dW 2
(W ;T = 0) (B21)

(this,up to exponentially sm allterm sand higherorderanalyticalterm s),thusproving the identity.
Ascom m ented in them ain textand in [5],thedi�erentialconductanceforg < 1

2
isnegativeforlargeenough W =TB

(this result does not rely on the Bethe ansatz,and is a sim ple consequence ofthe non linear I � W curve present
in the Luttinger liquid). It followsfrom (B1)thatfor such values ofg,the currentin the fractionalquantum Hall
problem dim inisheswhen T isincreased from T = 0,provided W =TB islargeenough.Thisisa rathercounterintuitive
phenom enon:a priori,one expectsthat,the largerT,the m oreenergy there is,and thereforethe lessim portantthe
backscattering should be. O fcourse,the currentdependson m ore com plex detailsthan the overallenergy,and itis
wellpossiblethatW ;T,and thenon trivialinteractionsproducean overalllesse�cientpopulation ofquasi-particles,
even though T isincreased.Noticethatthecurrentcan also decreasewhen T isturned on now at�xed U ,asisclear
on �gure5.
To conclude,observe that,using (B1)togetherwith the duality relation atT = 0,the sam e relation is found to

hold to orderT 2,in agreem entwith the factthatthe duality relation should actually hold atany tem perature.
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