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W e (re) consider In this paper the problem of tunneling through an in purity in a quantum w ire
w ith arbitrary Luttinger interaction param eter. By com bining the integrable approach developed
iIn the case of quantum H all edge states w ith the Introduction of radiative boundary conditions to
describe the adiabatic coupling to the reservoirs, we are able to obtain the exact equilbrium and
non equilbrium current. O ne of the m ost striking features observed is the appearance of negative
di erential conductances out of equilbbrium in the strongly interacting regine g 2. In spie of
the various charging e ects, a rem arkable form of duality is still observed.

New resultson the com putation of transport properties in integrable in purity problem s are gath—
ered In appendices. In particular, we prove that the TBA results satisfy a rem arkable relation,
originally derived using the K eldysh formm alisn , between the order T 2 correction to the current out
of equilbrium and the second derivative of this current at T = 0 w ith respect to the volage.

I. NTRODUCTION.

Tunneling experin ents E.'] are one ofthe m ost e cient probes of the physics of Luttinger liquids, which is expected
to describe the properties of one din ensional conductors. The case of spinless Luttinger liquids has already been
extensively studied, both theoretically and experin entally, In the context of edge states in a fractionalquantum Hall
bar, where In particular, shot noise m easurem ents have led to the observation of fractional charge carriers [2 The full
cross-over between the weak and strong backscattering regin es has also been studied B{ ]: i exhdbis in particular
a duality between Laughlin quasi particles and electrons that is the result of the strong interactions in the system ,
and, ulin ately, of Integrability. From a theoretical point of view, i m ust be stressed that crossovers in this type
of problem s can only be properly studied w ith non perturbative m ethods anyway. In fact, for the physics out of
equilbrim , which plays a crucial role in the shot noise experim ents for instance, num erical sin ulations don’t even
seem to be available.

O ther one dimn ensional conductors w here Lutt:'nger licquid physics could be observed include carbon nanotubes K],
or quantum w ires in sem iconductor heterostructures L?' A key question forthe latter exam ples ishow to describe the
application of an extemalvolage. In the fractionalquantum Hall case, this tumed out to be easy E because the keft
and right m oving excitations are physically separated (the Luttinger liquid is really the \sum " of two Independent
chiral ones), and put at a di erent chem ical potential by the applied voltage. This w ill not be the case n a real
quantum w ire, where various charging e ects have to be taken into account.

Them atter ked to som e active debating ig,:_é'i], and now seam squite settled. W e follow here the approach of i_ﬁ], which
easily allow s the nclusion of an im purity. W e thus consider a gated quantum w ire coupled adiabatically to 2D or 3D
reservoirs. A s in LandauerButtiker’s approach for non interacting electrons E[@], [_1-1:], these reservoirs are assum ed
to be \ideal", and m erely are there to infct bare densities of keft and right m overs in the w ire. The interactions in
the w ire lead to the appearance of a non trivial electrostatic potential, and, in tum, to a renom alized charge density
In the wire, in the absence of in purity. W hen the in purity is present, there is in addition a non trivial spreading of
the charges along the w ire.

T he key ingredient in the analysis of f_éi] is the equivalent of P oisson’s equation, which becom es a relation betw een
the electrostatic potential ’ and the charge density: ¢’ = ug . Here, 1y is related to the Luttinger liquid constant
byg= 1+ uy= hw) 2. The elctrostatic potential in tum shifts the band bottom , and thus the total density.
T here ollow s a relation between the bare incted densities and the true densities :
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A s for the bare densities them selves, they are related w ith the extemalvoltage sources
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T he ham ittonian Incliding the in purity term reads then, after bosonization
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where v = r is the sound velocity.

To proceed, one de nes odd and even com binations of the bosonic eld. Only the even eld interacts w ih the
outside potential, and gives rise to a current. Setting
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the ham iltonian of interest is
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where . isapure right moving eld. In these new variables, the boundary conditions @:) read
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In going from @:) to (_6),the1:e]atjon R;L = —g@X R L é (r + 1) ,that ollow s from bosonization, hasbeen

used. W e also have de ned ¢, = 1 @x ¢;0- Fnally, a m istake in [§] w as corrected (see le])

O ur goalisto com pute the cur:cent I owing through the system asa function ofthe applied voltage U . In [Si], this
was acoom plished in the case g = 3, using a m apping on free form ions. In this Ppaper, we shall soke the problem for
generalvalies of g using JntegrabﬂJty ofthe boundary sine-G ordon m odel tl3 Il4] T hispaper can be considered as a
sequel—and to som e extent a correction —to the work ES,:lﬁ w here the charging e ects were not yet fully understood.
Tt is also an extension of the short letter 116

II.GENERAL FORM A LISM

First, wesste= v= h= 1 (sow = g). To treat the interaction term at x = 0 In an integrable way, one needs to
chose an appropriate basis for the bulk, m asslkss, right m oving excitations, which obey e = p. For g generic, the basic
excitations can be kinks or antikinks { carrying a . charge equalto 1 { and breathers. In the follow ng we shall
often restrict for technical sin plicity to g = %, t an integer. There are then t 2 breathers. W e shall param etrize
the energy of the excitations w ith rapidities, e; = m je . Herem 5 is a param eter w ith the din ension of a m ass; for
kink and antkink, m = , while for breathers, m y = 2 s:inﬁ, = 1;:::5;t 2. Thevaluie of is of course of
no in portance since the theory ism assless, and in the ollow ing we shall sin ply set i equalto unity. The m assless
excitations en py factorized scattering in thebuk. At a tem perature T , and w ith a choice of chem icalpotentials, they
have densities given by solutions of the therm odynam ic B ethe ansatz equations, w hich we shall generically denote by

; (not to be confused w ith charge densities).

The key point is that these excitations have also a factorized scattering through the in purity, described by a
tranam ission matrix T . Thism atrix depends on the ratio of the energy of incident particles to a characteristic
energy scale Tg . In the follow ing, it is usefiil to param etrize Ty = e ® . The m odulus square of the transm ission
m atrix have very sin ple expressions; we recall that
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Finally, we also recallhow Ty is related w ith the bare coupling E]:
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To proceed, we start by expressing the boundary conditions in tem s of the m assless scattering description:
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Here, are the densities of kinks and antikinks; one has = nf where the pseudo energies are equal and
satisfy n = ;=& n= + B the totaldensity of states of kinks or antikinks (the factor 912_73 occurs because it is

the electric charge Zi @y . associated w ith the findam entalkinks ofthe problem ). The ’sllow from the solution
ofthe TBA system ofequations
X S k k
j=T Njkz—?]n 1+ e T ; (10)
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wheres( )= 1 9= %,andek is the incidence m atrix of the ollow ing TBA diagram
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T he equations C_l-C_i) have to be supplem ented by asym ptotic conditions § mgse as ! 1 .In [_1@), the chem ical
potential vanishes for all the breathers which have no U (1) charge. For the kinks and antikinks, = WT , where

W has to be determ ined selfconsistently (the logic here is that the extemalpotential and the tem perature determ ine
uniquely the average densities everyw here in the quantum w ire. A s always in m acroscopic statisticalm echanics, this
can be described Instead by a distrdbution w ith xed chem ical potentials, which is exactly what the TBA allow s one
to handle. By U (1) symm etry, it isknown In advance that only the kinks and antikinks have a non vanishing chem ical
potential = - ).The Iling fractions read then
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The charge density on the left side of the Inpurity reads simply ( L=2) = P55 (+ )d (it can be sinply
p e r
reexpressed in tem sofW @ o ( L=2) = %g—), so the boundary conditions equation 6_2.’) reads
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T he other key equation in the solution of the problem follow s from the charge density drop across the barrier
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Here, = r + 1, and V is the four tem inal voltage (that is, the voltage di erence m easured by weakly cou—
pled reservoirs on either side of the im purity; it consists of an electrostatic potential drop, plus an electrochem ical
contrbution). By follow ing the previous transform ations, one nds that = ( 4 ), and thus C_l;m') reads,
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F inally, the tunneling current I = %= reads, from C_l-§') and C_l- )
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IfT=Tg orU=Ty are Jargg (the high energy, or weak backscattering 1im i), the solution of lei JS + d ZU— ,
and thus from ¢15 (+ a = ZU— T his, once physical units are reinstated, reads I = ;U , the expected

formula fora spm]ess quantum w ire.
From the foregoing system ofequations, it isnow easy to deduce the follow Ing dentity giving the param eter W in
tem s of the physical voltage and current
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T he follow ing relation is also quite usefil:
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ITI. RESULTS

The Imi g ! 1, which describes non interacting electrons, is very sin ple. In that case indeed, the T m atrix
elem ents becom e rapidiy independent, and the system of equations can readily be solved to give V. = T, ]2U ,
I= 4 4 jz ZU— Here, the tranam ission probability is not trivial In general, since, asg ! 1, p has to diverge to
ensure a nie value of the bare coupling {_l-Z_I,:_[j] _

The system of equations determ ining I can also be solved easily in the \classicallm it" g ! 0, where @Q‘] (this is
detailed som e m ore in the appendix)
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I are the usualBessel functions, and W ©llow s from ('_l-_d) .
Closed form results can also be obtained for g = % (see below ); besides, except at T = 0, one has to resort to
a num erical solution of the TBA equations. To tackle the physics of this problem as g varies, we consider st the
linear conductance at tamperature T . In the Im £ U ! 0, the foregoing system of equations can easily be solved by
linearization, giving rise to
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where G is the linear conductance in the quantum Halle ect problem fﬁl] (the num erator of this equation). O ne of
the roles of the denom inator is to renom alize the conductance from g to unity In the UV region. In the case g = 5
equation C_l%) can be evaluated In closed form to give
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where isthe digamm a function. For valuesg= =, t an integer, G is easily determ ined num erically by solving the

system of TBA egquations Cld), and plotting the soJJton pseudo energy back into Cl9 Cuzrxves for various values of g
are shown In Fig. 1; features entirely sin ilar to those in E ] are observed, although all the curves now converge to the
sam e value in the high tem perature lin i, In contrast w ith the quantum Hall edges case. The e ect of the In purity
is considerably am pli ed asg gets an aller, w ith G getting a discontinuity in the weak back scattering limitasg! 0.
Thdeed, etting U ! 0 in @6), one nds
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Asg! 0,G thusbecom esa step function, jum ping from zi

any tem perature.
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FIG.1l. W e represent here the conductance as a function of the universal ratio of tem peratures T=Tg for several values of
g= 1=t, t an Integer. In this dom ain —which is the easiest to study num erically —G has only a weak dependence on g. These
curves Interpolate between two lim iting behaviours: org= 1, 2 G should becom e a constant equalto 1=2, while forg= 0
2 G should vanish for any nite value of T=Tjp .

Another sin ple Iim it to study is the case T = 0, where results are farm ore Intriguing. C onsider rst the classical
lim it: asW is sweeped, one ndsthat I vanisheswhile U increasesup to Tz, then goesback to zero, beyond which
I Increases lke I = ZU— . In otherwords, the system behaves either like a perfect insulator, or lke a perfect conductor!
Thisvery singularbehavioristheg ! 0 lin tofamulivalied I U characteristicsw ith regionsofnegative di erential

conductance f_l-é], that we now study in m ore details.

Indeed, the TBA equations can be solved in closed form In the Im it T ! 0 . In that lin i, = 0, the integrals
run only from 1 toacuto Fem i) rapidity A,and ;+ = n Pllows from the solution ofthe integralequation
Z
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while A is determ ined by the condition that » @)= 0, where
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In that equation, isthe derivative of the log of the kink kink S m atrix
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SinceW detem inesA uniquely (one ndse® = W7 Zi (g; , where the propagatorsG are de ned below ), n what follow s

we w ill consider instead A asthe unknown when T = 0. A fter a few rearrangem ents, the relevant equations read now
We stillset g = %, although t does not have to be an integer here))
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The density n( ) can be com puted as a power series in the weak and strong badkscattering lin its, giving rise to
expansions for the current and the boundary conditions. In the strong backscattering case one nds :
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In the weak backscattering lim i instead, one nds
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In tem s ofthe auxiliary variable W , the strong and weak backscattering expansions have m atching radius of conver—
= 1, where the param eter

gence: either one ofthem is always converging, and both are at the m atching value f—oe

TP isde ned as
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T he serdes can be summ ed up in the caseg= %togjye
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T here is a rich physicalbehavior hidden in these equations. To investigate it, consider st the behavior ofphysical
quantities as a function ofW . Curves representing U and % T asa function ofW forvarioustare given in Fig.2 and

Fi. 3.
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FIG .2. The applied voltage di erence U=Ty as a function of the chem ical potentialdi erence between solitons and antisoli-
tons, W =Tp . O bserve the rem arkable non m onotonic behaviour that settles In for sm allenough valies of g. T his resuls in the
existence of two possible values of W for a given U, and thus In the existence of the loop In the I U characteristic.
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FIG . 3. In contrast, the current I as a function of W exhibits, once properly rescaled, a very weak dependence on g. A1l
curves behave asym ptotically as W =T in the weak backscattering lim it.

Asg ! 0, the current in the strong backscattering expansion is exactly 0. In the weak backscattering expansion
m eanw hile, it reads
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hence exhibits a square root sihgularity at nie valie ofW (we note that the latter expression can also be okg‘gajned
directly from the result @Q) by using the uniform asym ptotic expansion of B essel functions for large orders ELQ]:
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where =" 1+ z2+ ]anpﬁ). W hen t is varied, the current evolves from this singular behavior to the simple

characteristics I = f— asg ! 1 (thisiseasily seen from the IntegralrepresentationsofI and U : and an artifact ofthe
variable Tg used throughout, that would have to be rescaled appropriately in that lim it to give a non trivialI U
relation [14]). At xedg$6 1,1 - at large W .

Asg ! 0, U in the strong backscattering expansion is sin ply equal to W , whil in the weak backscattering

expansion it reads

1=2
U W w2 2T :

Asg! 1lmeanwhil, U W .W hen gvaries, U interpolates between these two lin iting behaviors, and stops having
a (local) maxinum around t 4:83.

The fact that U can decrease as W Increases is a direct consequence of the physics in this system . T he density
onthe left, .( L=2)/ W .An Increase In W increases the left density, but it also increases the right density, since
particles being m ore energetic, m ore of them go across the In purity. U is a non trivial finction of the densities on
either side of the im purity, as given by ('_6) . For g large, U behaves essentially as the sum of the densities in L=2,
thus ncreaseswhen W Increases. However, when g ! 0, U gets dom fnated by the di erence of the densities, and if
enough particles go across, it can welldecrease when W increases. This e ect is directly related to the fact that the
di Erenu'aloonductanoe 2 ddTI does, forg < %, actually get largerthan g for nite valuesofW an e ect rst observed
In [B] (seeFig.4).
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FIG .4. The rescaled derivative of the current w ith respect toW at T = 0. N otice the existence of a m axin um above the
weak backscattering lim it (equalto 1) ort 2. This peak of di erential conductance becom es m ore and m ore m arked as

g! 0.

Considernow I asa function ofU : clearly, the existence ofam axinum in the curve U W ) will lead to an S-shaped
IU ). M ore precisely, consider rst the caseg 0. Suppose we Increase W starting from 0. A ccording to Fig. 2,U
rst ncreases up to Tp , then decreases back to zero. W being still nite, I vanishes identically, since it has an
overall factor of g. G oing now to the regine where W becomes in nite, U W ,and I 5~ J-: the system has
sw itched 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 inates the Lagrangian, and one m ight expect that the In purity is essentially
Invisble. However, asg ! 0, there is the possibility that a charge density wave m ight form , getting pinned down by
an in niesim alpotential, and leading to a perfect insulator ﬂ_l-é]

This e ect is stable against quantum uctuations, and for g approxin ately sm aller than g = 2, a \loop" keeps
being observed in the I U characteristics. T hat the current is not a single valued function ofU in the region ofan all
volages, kads to the prediction of hysteresis and bistability in the strongly interacting, out of equilbbriuim regine.
A Yhough the present calculation is valid only in the scaling regim g, this qualitative aspect should survive beyond it.

T he loop is also stable against them al uctuations: as is illustrated in Fig. 5 for the case t= 6, i only disappears
ata nite tem perature T, which depends on g.

0.25

02t —— TT,=0
- TITg=0.1
---- TT,=03
——- TM,=06
—— TT=1

0.15 |

I,

0.05 + e

U,
FIG.5. W e illustrate on this gure the disappearance ofthe S shape as the tem perature is increased. C learly, the bistability
is stable against them al uctuations in a nite range which dependson g. Here, g = 1=6.
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A sam i classical approxin ation [_l@] gives T = Tp (llT;” : this formula is not quite correct for values of g 2,

but becom es Increasingly good asg ! 0. It is quite di cult num erically to detemm ne T . with a good accuracy: a
reasonable estin ate of this curve is given in Fig. 6.
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FIG .6. The \critical" tem perature T, (g) at w hich bistability disappears. N otice the poor quality ofthe leading sem iclassical
approxin ation (full curve).

IV.DUALITY

Forthe problem oftunneling kI)etw een quantum H alledges, a strikking duality bg’gﬂeen the weak and strong backscat-
tering lin its was uncovered in E_E'o] at T = 0, and further generalized to any T [_ZQ]. T he m eaning of this duality was
that, while the ham iltonian describing the vicinity ofthe weak backscattering lim it is given by @_5), the one describing
the vicinity ofthe strong backscattering lim it can be reduced, as far asthe D C current is concemed, to an expression
denticalw ith {_5), up to the replacem ent of the coupling by a dualcoupling 4, together w ith the exchange g ! é .
A s a resul, a duality relation for the current followed

qu 1
I(;0;9)=— 9gI 4;9U0;— : (34)
2 g

Here, the dualcoupling 4 reads
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T he relation C_§§;) follow s from keeping the param eter
TO
Ty pB—t ; (36)

oonstam‘ﬁ whilke ktting g ! é, and usihg the relation §-§{) between Ty and the bare coupling in the tunneling ham it
tonian.

For pedagogical purposes, it is probably wise to explain a little m ore explicitly what the duality m eans. C onsider
thus a hypothetical current de ned non perturbatively by the expression
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Tt obeys the follow ing duality relation
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'n E:], the duality relation was initially w ritten at constant Tg) . W hilke the identities in E] are algebraically correct, it is really
TBOO that has to be kept constant, since the applied voltage is not left Invariant In the duality transform ation.



Suppose now we did not know the non perturbative expression, but had only access to the an all x expansion
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Theduality C_§§') could then bededuced from the expansionsby say starting from the an allx one, setting x = % ;9= é ,
and com paring the new expression w ith the large x expansion. W hat was done in E] wasto nd a sin ilarduality only
based on the weak and strong backscattering expansions (@ non perturbative expression for the current was found
much later f_Z-]_JI]) .

Tt is nteresting to exam Ine what does rem ain of this duality in the present case. The IR ham iltonian w ill behave
sim ilarly to the case oftunneling between quantum H all edges, since it is entirely determ ined by the large behavior,
and has no relation w ith the way the voltage is taken into account. T hism eans that the param eter Tén still has to be
kept constant in whatever duality sym m etry one is looking for.

T here is a quick way to proceed assum ing from t_E;] the relation t_B-é_i‘), w hich becom es here

1
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U sing this, together w ith the relation C_l-g'), one nds the additional relation
1
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From this it follow s that
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For com pleteness, we can also give a direct proof of this relation. It is convenient rst to put the equations in a
m ore com pact form , nam ely
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To m atch with our previous notations, = G . (i;t)_?—zo; however, iIn the foregoing equations is determ ined by the
B
external voltage, and no reference to € or Tén are necessary In its de nition.

Tt Bllows from {@4) and {45) that
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w here the param eter is the sam e in both ig and i, . O f course, the current is an analytical function of the applied
volage, ndependent of whether one considers the weak or strong backscattering expansions, so the labels s;w can
actually be suppressed from the equations. It follow s that, going back to physical variables,

1 1 1
I(;U;9)=—W —;U gl 4;U;— 49)
2 g g

Now,W Intum can be expressed in term s 0fU; I, using the relation C_l-é), reproducing Cfl-g;) .

T he relation betw een the current and the applied volage is In plicit in the foregoing equations. It can, however, be
m ade explicit by elim nation of the param eter , and we quote here the lowest orders for com plteness. In the weak
backscattering lin i one has

1 1
i= < )2 Dl
1 1 L
St e 2) ¢ T2 @) Vo (50)
(51)
and in the strong backscattering lin i
1= qul Drlg
€ et 1) 2+ 5, u*® Dy oo (52)
(53)
M eanw hile, the param eter can also be expanded, say in the weak backscattering lim it:
1 2( 1)+ 1
= - 1 1@ +
t
€ et 1) 2+ , ut®t Dy (54)

O ne can directly check the duality relation @é) on these form ulas. Notice that despite the m ore com plex physics,
which now involves screening, the exponents of the weak and strong backscattering expansions are the sam e than In
the fractionalquantum Hall case. _ _ _

F inally, the duality was extended to nite tem peratures in ﬁg(_)'], I22_;], m eaning that formula (:_3@:) holds at nite
tem perature. Since {;L-_G) is still true too, the form ula Cfl-g:) extends to nite tem perature aswell

V.CONCLUSION S

T his paper hopefiilly solves the tunneling problem w ith a proper treatm ent of the coupling to the reservoirs, hence
com pleting and correcting E,:_l-ﬁ] W e have only treated here the soinless case, but the m ethod extends straight—
rwardly to the spinfull case, at least when the spin isotropy is not broken, and the problm m aps onto a super
sym m etric boundary sie-6 ordon m odel [15]

The duality we observed does raise interesting physical questions, in particular conceming the nature of the
\charges" that tunnel in the weak backscattering lin it. W e hope to get back to this issue with com putations of
the D C shot noise.
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APPENDIX A:SEM ICLASSICALCOMPUTATIONS

_In studying the classicallin it, one usually concentrateson thebehaviorof ; forj nitewhileg! O,thatist! 1
f_ZC_’:]. This isnot su cient in the study of transport properties, w here the know ledge of  , that is pseudoenergies for
nodes at the other end of the diagram , are required. T he necessary analysis is a bit m ore com plicated then. F irst,

it is convenient to introduce the new quantity Y5( ) e’'’7T, and to recast the TBA system, using the identity
sty ts e =2 () ito
i i
Y5 +m Y5 2¢ 1 = [0+ Y1 ()ID+ Yy 1()] @A1)
In the lm i whereg ! 0, we introduce new variables s %,_ =2  ande i—z,andexpandtheleﬁ:and right

hand sides of equation ® 1) to obtain the Liouvilk equation Qﬁi‘]
Q2+ @ =2 @2)

T he general solution of this equation that is relevant here JSE

1 n h i h i O,
e - J e3(+is) In(2T) J ej( is) In (2T) (! ) @ 3)
@isn Y
where J are the usualBessel functions, = ij_T The freedom In the argum ents of the Bessel functions + is !
( ot i(s s50)) hasbeen resolved by m atching w ith the asym ptotic boundary conditions 5 2sin # e
as ! 1 .As forthe index ofthe Bessel functions, it is obtained by m atching against the resul at low energies:
. . . 2
o3l 1)=T _ SJl’lh.(j+ 1)W =2tT 1
sinh W =2tT
W e can now compute ¢ , by setting s= 1 in the solution @:3): one nds
h i,
e ( ;1) — JJ ie? In 2T)
It follow s that
(=T _ e e
e =t — I — 4
2T 2T @9
T he current on the other hand reads
Z
I—R1 ¥ q-=-_ ' 1 d_ 1+e"=2Tg T
=TTl ) T2 1 l1+e 26 D0 ) g 1+ &' =2Teg =T
Inthelmitt! 1 ,thisbecomesthen
T . (5)=T
I= 2—2smh(w=2T)e ® A5)
R eplacing by his classical expression reproduces then the result {_1'2_3') .
2This is of the general om of solution e = % for the equation @R = %e ,where A = JJ—(eZ),B = JJ—(eZ).

12



APPENDIX B:LOW TEM PERATURE EXPANSION .

T he ram arkable relation @-5]

272¢ &1
3 aw ?

was initially discovered, follow J'ng a Keldysh expansion of the kft and right hand sides, in the context of dissipative

quantum m echanics in [26 In {l_B], W isthe chem Jcalpotentjalde ned in the text — i would coincide w ith the Hall
volage V In the context of the fractionalquantum Halle ect E

IW;T)=1IW;T=0)+

W ;T = 0) B1)

0.45

I
035 - |

i o e TBA
Foy ——- Weiss
|

|
0.25 - !
|

M-y

l
015 L S a. TTg=0.2

-0.05 : ‘ : :
0 2 4 6 8 10

FIG .7. The dashed line is the order T2 correction to the non equilbriuim current as estin ated by the equation 5_3-_]:) . The
dotted line is the sam e correction calculated from the TBA at T = 02 (it is di cul, for technical reasons, to go below this
value w ith enough accuracy). The two curves are in good qualitative agreem ent: notice that both of them are below the axis
in the weak backscattering 1im it. On this gure, t= 7.

W e shallnow prove that the current obtained from the TBA does satisfy this relation indeed: as {7_3:]:) nvolves out
of equilbriim quantities and the tem perature, i provides a very non trivial veri cation that a Landauer Buttiker
type approach can safely be applied to integrable quasiparticks.

To start, we recall the general expression for the current C_l§)

Z
17t 4 1 1 1

T2 1dd_ 1+ el W=2=T 14 g(+W=2)=T 14 ¢ 2 D( =) &2

where iself isa function of T . Recall also the value
(= 1,)-r_ Sith(t 1)W =2tT
sinh W =2tT

e B3)
W e willonly be interested in the tem s of order T and T? i the current: we can therefore drop exponentJaJJy small
contrbutions, which m akes m atters considerably sim pler. For Instance, only the st term In @ 2; contrbutes, and
the value of ( 1 ;T) coincides at thisorderwith tsvalueforT =0, ( 1 ;0) i = 1S tZW .

To proceed, we consider the st term in (}:3:2.') and assume rstthat () takesis T = 0 value. The nite T
corrections (e denote them by I?) then entirely arise from a sin ple generalization of Som m erfeld’s expansion in
the case of free electrons. W e use here the sam e notations as in the appendix of [_i]‘] Introducing the function

1
BH()= B4)
(t 1)
1+ =5
we nd
) . 7
1= T 17 etne Wt _dOH(
Z
N 1 X 191 1 W d 1 .
2 nign 1 J=w=2 2 d 1+ el W=2-=T ®2)
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Since we neglect exponentially sm all term s, we can neglect the 1ling fraction in the st prefactor, and replace the
bound of integration in the Integralby 1 , using the fact that i < W7 . It ©llow s sim ilarly that only term s w ih
n even contribute to the serdes, and therefore, to leading order,

lZW:Z TZd
0 = - d% (9+ alz—gHj=w=z Bo

The rsttem isnothingbutI W ;T = 0). A s forthe second, a; isthe standard constant ofthe Som m erfeld expansion

212 d 1
a; = — — d =— 7
' L 20 dl+e 6 &7

[}

At the orderwe are working, we nally obtain

d
o) =1"—= — ®8
) 3 )

=A
where A is the Fem im om entum introduced in the text. O ne has on the other hand
dH t 1

d 20’ DA 3)

To proceed, wem ust also take into account the changesof w ith tem perature In the initial expression ofthe current.
T he leading order correction tums out to be of order T ? then: this gives a second contrioution I® to the change of
the current, and show s that there are no crossed tem s to this order.

N eglecting the exponentially am alltemm s as before, the TBA equations for do not need the introduction of other
pseudo energies and read

()=e T ( Oh 1+e (OO WDT go ®9)

Integrations by part and Somm erfeld expansion give, as in the study of I%, a Jeading correction going as T?. W e
can thuswrite ( ;T)= ( ;T =0)+ T ,wherewe nd

ZA d 1
() ( % (Od %= arT? T ( A ®10)

1 =A

T his equation is solved by introducing the operator L of l_Z-é] C alling the integral operator on the lkft of (5_3-_1-g) f K
(where T is the identity), one has f+1-= ﬁ . Using that f+ K = L, i ©llow s that

. 4 o
()= &T 3 L(;A) ®B11)

U sing the value

d W
— = p= ®12)
d , 2t
determ ined from éé],we nd therefore
2
(;T)= (;T=0) T—p=—L(;A) ®13)
3W 2=t
O foourse, the operator L can be m ade explicit:
ZA
L(;9=1L(% )= ( 9+ (9P 9%+ a B14)

iy
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The quantity we use here is related w ith another quantity E} Introduced in them ain text C_2§), and studied In great

detailsin P4l by =% ! .In the latter reference, the Hlow ing ientity is established:

d2
L(;A)= 2 : 15
( ) a2 B15)
U sing this and integrating by parts, we nd
r—z,
@)= T?— t d L( ~A>di B16)
W 2 "a
So collecting all tem s,
r " #
J— ZA
IT)=IT=0)+T?— rE L ( 'A)ﬂd B17)
ew 2 d . a

To conclude, we now tum to derivatives of the current w ith respect to W at vanishing tem perature. T he current is
usually written as

Z A
I(T =0)= ()H ( )d B18)
1
h
where the density isgiven by = Zidd* . U sing integration by parts, one has
Z g h
dr 1 d; di
- -4 B19)
W 2 ;. dw d
Taking another derivative, using G'_B-_l-g) and (i?-_l-_),one nds
r _" Z #
&1 -1 1o + : L ( -A)de ®B20)
w? 2w 2t d , 1 la
and thus, com paring w ith {_B-_l-_)
2T2 &1
IW;T)=IW;T =0+t —— W ;T =0 21
W ;T) W ) 3 @2 W ) B21)

(this, up to exponentially an all term s and higher order analytical term s), thus proving the identity.

A scomm ented in them ain text and in E], the di erential conductance forg < % is negative for large enough W =Tp
(this result does not rely on the Bethe ansatz, and is a sin ple consequence of the non Inear I W curve present
In the Luttinger liquid). It follow s from @_].') that for such values of g, the current in the fractional quantum Hall
problem din nisheswhen T isincreased from T = 0, provided W =Ty is lJarge enough. T his is a rather counterintuitive
phenom enon: a priori, one expects that, the larger T , the m ore energy there is, and therefore the less in portant the
backscattering should be. O f course, the current depends on m ore com plex details than the overall energy, and it is
wellpossble that W ;T , and the non trivial interactions produce an overall less e cient population of quasiparticles,
even though T is increased. N otice that the current can also decrease when T istumed on now at xed U, as is clear
on gureb5. L

To conclude, observe that, using @_]:) together w ith the duality relation at T = 0, the sam e relation is found to
hold to order T?, in agreem ent w ith the fact that the duality relation should actually hold at any tem perature.

[l1C.Kane,M .P.Fisher, Phys.Rev.B46 (1992) 15233.

M .Reznikov,M .Heblum ,V .Umansky, G .Bunin and D .M ahali, Nature 389 (1997) 162.

15


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9706037

Bl]K.Moon,H.YiC.L.Kane, SM .Girvimn and M .P.Fisher, Phys.Rev.Lett. 71 (1993) 4381.

A1 F.P.M ilken,C.P.Umbach,and R.A .W ebb, Solid State Comm . 97 (1996) 309.

B] P.Fendley, A .Ludwig, H . Saleur, Phys.Rev.B52 (1995) 8934.

b] SJ.Tans,M .H .Devoret, H.Daij, A .Thess, R E.Smalley, L J.G erlings and C . D ekker, N ature 386 (1997) 474; R . Egger
and A .0 .Gogolin, Phys.Rev.Lett.79 (1997) 5082;C L.Kane,L.BalntsandM .P.A .Fisher, Phys.Rev.Lett.79 (1997)
5086.

[71 S. Tarucha, T .Honda and T . Saku, Solid. State Comm . 94 (1995) 413; A .Yacoby, H.L.Stomer, N S.W ingreen, L N .
Pfeier, KW Baldwin and K W .W est, Phys.Rev.Lett 77 (1996) 4612.

B]1D.L.Masbv and M . Stone, Phys. Rev.B52 (1995) R5539; D .M aslov, Phys. Rev.B52 (1995) R14638; I.Sa and H J.
Schulz, Phys. Rev. B52 (1995) R17040; A . Furusaki and N . Nagaosa, Phys. Rev.B54 (1996) R5239; Y.Oreg and A .
M .Finkelstein, Phys.Rev.B54 (1996) R14625; A .Yu A kkseev, V.V .Chelanov and J. Frohlich, Phys.Rev.B54 (1996)
Rl7320' I.Sa and H .Schulz, Phys.Rev.B55 (1997) R7331; ISa , \A dynam ic scattering approach for a gated interacting

[0l R. Landauer, IBM J.Res.Dev.1l (1957) 223; Pth.M ag. 21 (1970) 863, Z .Phys.B68 (1987) 217.

111 M .Buttiker, Phys.Rev. Lett. 65 (2990) 2901

[12] R . Egger, B. Trauzettel and H . G rabert, \Landauer transport theory for disordered Luttinger liquids: currentvolage
characteristics and non-equilibbrium D C noise", unpublished.

[13] S.Ghoshaland A .B . Zam olodchikov, Int.J.M od.Phys.A 9 (1994) 3841.

[14] P.Fendky.H .Salkur, N .W amer, NucL Phys.B430 (1994) 577.

[L5] F.Lesage, H . Saleur and P . Sin onetti, Phys.Rev.B56 (1997) 7598.

[l6] R .Egger, H . G rabert, A . K outouza, H . Saleur and F . Siano, Phys.Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 3682.

[l7]1C.G .Callan, I.K Ebanov, A W W .Ludwig, and J.M aldacena, NuclL Phys.B422 (1994) 417.

[18] P.Fendly and H . Saleur, unpublished; V .B azhanov, S.Lukianov, A .Zam olodchikov, Comm .M ath.Phys.190 (1997) 247.

[19] M .Abram ow itz and L. Stegun. \H andbook ofm athem atical functions", D over.

R0] V .Bazhanov, S.Lukyanov and A .B .Zam olodchikov,Comm .M ath.Phys.177 (1996) 381;Comm .M ath.Phys.190 (1997)
247; Nucl.Phys.B489 (1997) 487.

R1] P.Fendlky and H . Saleur, Phys.Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 2518

R2] F .Lesage and H . Saleur, NucL Phys. B 546 (1999) 4540.

R3] M .Fow ler, Phys.Rev.B26 (1982) 2514.

R4] I.K richever, O .Lipan, P.W iegm ann, A . Zabrodin, Comm .M ath.Phys. 188 (1997) 267, and references therein.

R5] U .W eiss, Solid State Comm . 100 (1996) 281.

R6]1 U .W eiss, M .Sassetti, T .Negele and M .W ollensak, Z.Phys.B84 (1991) 471.

R7] N .A shcroft and N.D .M em in, \Solid State P hysics", Sanders C ollege

16


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9807122
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9805268

