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We investigate the dynamics of quantum particles in a ratchet potential subject to an ac force
field. We develop a perturbative approach for weak ratchet potentials and force fields. Within
this approach, we obtain an analytic description of dc current rectification and current reversals.
Transport characteristics for various limiting cases — such as the classical limit, limit of high or low
frequencies, and/or high temperatures — are derived explicitly. To gain insight into the intricate
dependence of the rectified current on the relevant parameters, we identify characteristic scales and
obtain the response of the ratchet system in terms of scaling functions. We pay a special attention
to inertial effects and show that they are often relevant, for example, at high temperatures. We find
that the high temperature decay of the rectified current follows an algebraic law with a non-trivial

exponent, j o< T-17/6,

PACS numbers: 05.40.Jc, 05.60.Gg, 73.23.Ad, 85.25.Dq

I. INTRODUCTION

Ratchets have attracted a considerable recent inter-
est because of their paradigmatic role as microscopic
transport devices (for review articles, see e.g. Refs.
EI,E,). Applications range from microgcale electron-
ics — including the photogalvanic effectH transport in
quantum H and antidot arrayg — over JosephS(E
junctionsBEEIE] and vortex mattertd to cell biology.
At the same time, ratchets are of fundamental theoretical
interest since they represent one of the simplest nonequi-
librium systems.

The analysis of ratchet systems reaches back quite
some time before Feynman drew the attention of a
wide audience to such systems in his lectures where
he dismised the possibility to employ ratchets as heat
engines. Subsequently, researches in ratchets have been
progressing steadily, in parallel in different scientific com-
munities, until the explosive outbuzst in theoretical and
experimental interest in the 1990std had occurred.

In this paper, we report on the analytic progress in the
study of the so called tilting ratchets, where the combina-
tion of an asymmetric static potential with an unbiased
ac force and a coupling to a heat bath leads to current rec-
tification. Past theoretical studies @C ﬁlis ratchet type fo-
cused on the classical massless casetd'td and have revealed
the current reversal phenomenon, i.e., the possibility that
the direction of the rectified current reverses its direction
when model parameters such as the frequency or ampli-
tude of the ac current are changed. The inclusion of a
finite mass of the particles has shown that it may give
rise even to multiple current reversals.tkd Further exten-
sions accounted for the quantum nature of particles and
of the bath. Quantum fluctuations were f@l@i@@ provide
an additional source of current reversals.BES

In essence, the direction and amplitude of the current
turned out to be very sensitive to the various system

parameters. While this dependence makes ratchets valu-
able for applications — such as devices that can separate
particles of different species — it still lacks a satisfying the-
oretical understanding. Analytic approaches can give in-
sight into this problem. However, even the single-particle
problem is already so complex that analytic approaches
can be adyanced only in limiting cases,@ﬁa as the adia-
batic limittd or the deterministic limit.E

In our paper we develop a perturbative approach valid
for weak ratchet potentials and weak driving forces,
which covers a wide range of practical applications.
Within this perturbative approach we are able to capture
all prominent phenomena including multiple current re-
versals. This approach provides a unified framework for
deriving and understanding the dependence of the recti-
fied current on the particle mass, temperature, friction
coefficient, and frequency of the driving force. We pay
particular attention to the role of inertial effects and show
that they lead to a substantial current enhancement even
in the high-temperature limit.

In Sec. II we specify the model and establish a path-
integral formulation as analytic framework. The pertur-
bative scheme is developed in Sec. . In Sec. m we
briefly demonstrate that the linear mobility can be con-
veniently obtained from this approach and that results
for special cases known in the literature are reproduced.
However, ratchet effects can be obtained only in nonlin-
ear response. The leading nonlinear mobility is calcu-
lated and evaluated for various limiting cases in Sec. M
We conclude with a discussion of our approach and re-
sults in Sec. @ Technical details of our calculations are
presented in appendices.
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II. MODEL

We consider a quantum particle of the mass m in a sta-
tionary ratchet potential U(z). In addition, we impose
an ac driving force F'(t) which is chosen to be unbiased,
i.e., to VanisEupon time averaging. Following Caldeira
and LeggettEd we couple the particle linearly to a bath
of harmonic oscillators at temperature 7. This bath si-
multaneously provides friction and a fluctuating force for
the particle. For simplicity, we assume a linear spectral
distribution of these oscillators, giving rise to Ohmic dis-
sipation. In the classical limit, the particle coordinate
x(t) follows the equation of motion

=U'(2(t) + F(t) — ni(t) + £(t) (1)

with a friction coefficient n and a Gaussian thermal noise
&(t) obeying

(€0) =0, (€@EX)) =2mTo(t —t"). (2)

To account for the quantum nature of the particle and
of the bath, we follow the an of quantum Brownian
motion by Flsher and Zwergerﬁg who studied the case
of a sinusoidal potential and a dc driving force.

The rectified particle velocity V' can be determined
from the average particle coordinate X (t) via

mi(t) =

V = tlggoiX() (3a)
X(t) = /d:z: x P(t, x), (3b)

where P(t, ) is the probability distribution for the par-
ticle position at time ¢. This distribution is related to
the reduced density matrix operator p(t) (after the bath
degrees of freedom are traced out) by

P(t,z) = (2[p(t)|2). (4)

[We use the Dirac notation, where (zT|j(t)|z~) is the
density matrix in position representation.]

The dynamics of this density matrix is most conve-
niently treate the Feynman-Vernon path integral
representation. The time evolution of the density ma-
trix from some initial time ¢; to a final time ¢¢ is given by

//d:E dZC Jti,CCf,IfytuIla 1)

(@i p(t)|=;) (5a)

<5Cf |p(t |If

with the kernel

I o staf o) = [DeDyes  (ob)

being a double path integral over
y(t) with the boundary conditions

trajectories z(t) and

_ 1 _
(xiJ,rf + xi,f)? y(tis) = ﬁ(xfrf - xi,t’)' (6)

N =

x(fu) =

The path integral involves the effective action

S = So+ 51, (7a)
So = %//dtdt’ y(O Kt —tyt)

+i [ dt y(Olmi(0) + ni(o), (7b)
s = i f [ 5060 +w0) -y F0] 70

with all time integrals running from ¢; to ¢. For no-
tational convenience, the usual contribution U (z*(¢)) —
U(z~(t)) is written as a sum over the spin-like variable
s = 4+h/2 which, however, does not have the meaning of
a physical spin.

The effective action ([]) includes already the aver-
age over the bath degrees of freedom. This average
leads to an infegral kernel K (¢) which reads in Fourier
representatio (we set kg = 1)

hw
K(w) = nhw coth 5T (8)
In the classical limit, K (w) = 29T reproduces the corre-
lator (). For T = 0, K(w) = nhlw]| represents a kernel
that is highly nonlocal in time representation.

The model has a large number of parameters: the par-
ticle mass m and the friction coefficient 7, then i and
T as a measure of the strength of quantum and thermal
fluctuations. Further parameters are implicit in U(z)
and F(t). The potential can be represented by a Fourier

series
v) =3 Uy e (9)
q

with amplitudes U, for wave vectors ¢. For periodic po-
tentials with a period a, the wave vectors are

q= ”7 (10)

with integer n.
In analogy to U, the ac drive is represented as

F(t)=> F,e ™! (11)

with Fy = 0 since the force is assumed to be unbiased on
time average. For a periodic drive with period tg, the
frequencies w are integer multiples of the basic frequency
27 /tp. Although we assume here periodicity of U and F,
a generalization to random U and F' is straightforward
and will be discussed in the end of this paper.

III. PERTURBATIVE APPROACH

The definition () of the velocity has the drawback

that one has to calculate X (t) as the expectation value



of the final position in an ensemble of forward-backward
paths of a finite length ¢f — ¢;. In order to avoid techni-
cal complications related to boundary effects, we relate
the average velocity to an expectation value at an inter-
mediate time ¢ which can be kept fixed while the limit
t; — —oo and tf — 00 is been taken.

Consider the “partition sum”

/dxf//dx dx; th,xf,xf,tl,:vl LTy )
(@ p(ts) o) (12)

of all forward-backward paths between t¢; and t;. It is
normalized to Z = 1 since it is the trace of the density
matrix at t;. We define

V() = ((t)) (13)

as expectation value in the ensemble Z of fluctuating
paths. In this definition, we can take the limit ¢; — —oo
and ty — oo right away. In the absence of a nonequilib-
rium driving force and due to the presence of dissipation,
V(t) would vanish after an initial relaxation for every
possible initial density matrix p(¢;). In the presence of
the driving force and in the limit ¢; — —oo, V(¢) will be
determined uniquely by F(¢) and independently of the
initial state.

Altho we strictly follow the definition of Fisher and
Zwerger in the path integral formulation of the prob-
lem, we differ in the definition of the average velocity. We
argue in appendix @ that, in the long time limit, the time
average of the velocity V' (¢) coincides with the earlier def-
inition (f]) in combination with (f]) and (). We find the
expectation value V() to be a convenient quantity for
the subsequent perturbative evaluation.

A. Perturbative expansion

To make analytic progress, we consider F' as small and
calculate the nonlinear dynamic response of the velocity
to the driving force,

V() = /dt’ul(t—t’)F(t’)
+% // dt'dt" pe(t —t',t —t"YF(t')F(t")

(14)

The mobilities u,, can be expressed conveniently as ex-
pectation values in the path ensemble using the partition
sum as generating functional,

N _ V()
=0 SR e
= (@@iy(t")lr=o (15a)
/ AN 52 (t)
=) = SRy
= (@(®)iy()iy(t")) p=o - (15b)

The generalization to higher order mobilities is straight-
forward. The expectation values now refer to the equilib-
rium system in the absence of the driving force.

After Fourier transformation, Eq. ([L4) reads

1
Vw = ,Ul(w)Fw + 5 Z ,UQ((UI,w/I)Fw/Fw//5w7W/+w//

w'w!

+O(F?). (16)

The rectified current is given by the time-average (zero
frequency component) of the velocity,

— %ZN2(_W,W)F_WFM + O(F3). (17)

Since the driving force is unbiased, Fy = 0, current rec-
tification cannot be obtained in linear response. Rather,
ratchet effects require frequency mixing which is present
only in nonlinear response. For weak F' the leading
ratchet effect will be determined by puo.

If the driving force has the symmetry

F(t) = —F(t = to) (18)

for some time to (for example, if F' is monochromatic),
the rectified velocity will be invariant under the transfor-
mation F(t) — F(t — tg) = —F(t). Then the contribu-
tions to the rectified current from all mobilities p,, with
odd m must vanish.

Although the calculation of these mobilities is already
much simpler than a closed calculation of V'(¢), it still
cannot be performed analytically for general potentials.
Therefore, we employ a second expansion in U, utilizing
the weakness of the potential.

The mobilities, which, according to Eqgs. (E), are the
equilibrium expectation values ji, = (Om)|p_, of ob-
servables O, = @(t)iy(t') - - - iy(t™)), will be calcuﬁ@d
perturbatively in the potential using the expansion

{/ Z Y gigla t>+sy<t>1} (19)

Yo (20
n=0

¢ poy =

We thus can write

with

W =

% 3 HZ;J/tl /dtn

81,41, »Sn,qn j=1
<(9 exp( E gjlx

where the average (- - - )¢ is governed by the “free” action
So defined by Eq. ([TH). Since Sy is Gaussian, the av-
erages can be performed straightforwardly using Wick’s
theorem.

)+ su(t)])) (21)



B. Free theory

For these averages it is important to know the corre-
lations of the free theory. In Fourier representation, one
easily finds

(220 = CWIW +"),  (22a)
((Wiy(w o = GW)I(w' +w"), (22b)
(y(Wy(w"))o = 0, (22¢)
with the response and correlation functions
1
OW = oo ()
Clw) = — 2@ (23b)

772w2 + m2w’

To calculate the nonlinear mobilities, one has to use the
retarded response function which is in time representation

mw=<ﬂmmmm=%u—fﬂew (24)

with a relaxation rate defined by

7 % (25)

Causality of response
G(t)=0fort<0 (26)

is reflected by the Heaviside step function ©(t) in (4).
Note that (x2(t)) = oo since the free system is translation
invariant and the particle spreads diffusively (subdiffu-
sively for T = 0) over the entire space. Therefore, C(t)
is not a well defined quantity. Instead, the displacement
function

1
W) = 5{=(t) —2(0))o (27a)
d
- / 2211 = cos(wt)|Clw) (27b)
2
captures all information about the particle

(sub)diffusion. This quantity will play a central
role in perturbation theory. Unfortunately, it can be
calculated explicitly only in limiting cases:

T

W) = —[|t|+e M —1] for k=0, (27c)
ny
h

W(t) ~ —Inylt] for T =0. (27d)
wn

For semiquantitative purposes,
W(t) ~ £[7|t| +e M 1)+ I In[1 + (vt)?] (27e)
my 2mn

is a good interpolation over the whole parameter range.

We conclude this subsection by pointing out some key
features of the response and displacement function. For
h = 0, G and W are related through the fluctuation-
dissipation relation

TG(t) = W(H)O(t). (28)

In the quantum case with 7' = 0, W(t) diverges for all ¢
in the limit m — 0.

C. Characteristic scales

Before we move on to a further evaluation of the path
integral, we pause for a moment to fix the relevant time,
length, and energy scales of our problem. From the re-
sponse function of our problem we can identify the typical
relaxation time

1 m

trel = — = —. 29
a=-=7 (29)

Rewriting the displacement correlation function W (t) =

(2W (t/t,e1) in terms of the dimensionless function W of
the dimensionless argument ¢/t.e, we identify from Eqgs.
(R7) the diffusion lengths ¢ for the thermal and the quan-
tum case,

Tm h

= 2 =—. 30
th 772 q n ( )

The de-Broglie wave length

2 h? 4
A\ = = 2m—=
mT éfh

(31)

is a related further characteristic scale for the particle in
the absence of dissipation.

Alternatively to Egs. (B0]), we can associate with ther-
mal and quantum fluctuations a characteristic energies

E =n%?/m,
Enw=T, Eq=hy. (32)

The potential and driving force — which act as probes to
the free particle — define the space period a, time period
tr, and amplitudes

u:2|UQ|7 ]::2|Fw|7 (33)
defined by the lowest harmonic modes ¢ and w. In the
case of random U or F', the periods would be replaced
by a correlation length or time and the amplitudes by
variances.

In terms of these scales, a necessary requirement for
the validity of the perturbative approach is that exter-
nal probes must be weak in comparison to the internal
fluctuations, i.e.,

U,aF < max(En, Equ)- (34)



These scales will also determine the location of the phe-
nomena under consideration, as we will discuss later on.
However, as we recall by calculating the linear response
mobility, th condition (é) is not sufficient for the validity
of perturbative results.

In the subsequent calculations it is convenient to use
dimensionless quantities. It is natural to choose as time
scale, or ~ as frequency scale. The generic length scale
is the potential period a. The ratios of £3, and (2, to
a? provide a natural measure for the strength of thermal
and quantum fluctuations. Hence we define

T
2

w . o
;7 q; = agj, h

3

.
, T'=

i e
na? n

yt, @ = . (35)

a2

as dimensionless quantities.

D. Mobilities

In Eq. (@), the mobilities MSJ) are determined by
expectation values which can be calculated conveniently
from a generating functional. We define

0

Z= <exp (i/dT[p(T)x(T) + U(T)y(T)])> (36)

as functional of auxiliary fields p(7) and o(7). 7 is a
real time variable and we will be distinguishing it from
t only for bookkeeping purposes. The averages deter-

mining the mobilities Mﬁ,’;) can be then represented as
functional derivatives

<Om exp (ii%[x(t]‘) + Sjy(tj)]>>0 B

d 5(m+1)
Tt Sp(t)do () - - s (tm)

z, (37

d 1
¢ p—" .ty = ;2
g (=t t ="t —t") Urrany E

51,91, ,5n,qn

where one has to identify

p(t) = qué(T—tj), (38a)
j=1

o(r) = Y q;s;0(r —t;), (38b)
j=1

after performing the functional derivatives. Using the re-
sults of the previous subsection, the generating functional
can be expressed as

Z = exp (// dTldTQ[— %p(n)C(ﬁ — 72)p(72)

+ip(r)G(r1 — 72)0(72)] ) (39)

As mentioned previously, C(t) is divergent. This implies
that 2 = 0 if [drp(r) = >_;q; # 0. Therefore, Z can
be nonvanishing only if the “momentum conservation”
>_;4; = 0 is satisfied. In this case one may rewrite

Z = exp ( / / dridr [%p(ﬁ)wm — 72)p(7)

Fip(m)CG(m — 72)0(72)} ) Sia)- (40)

Hereby, we introduce the abbreviation d(;; = dy- ¢, 0-
The subsequent calculations of the mobilities are based
on this generating functional. For later convenience, we

combine Egs. (1), (B7), and (ft0)) to our master formula

n U, §(m+1)
) Lo [dty--- [ dty,
{‘1}]1;[1 2is; / ! / Sp(t)sa(t)) - - 6o (tim)

X exp < [ anar[otrw = rap(rz) + intr6(r - TQ)U(TQ)D. (41)

Thereby, the substitution (BY) has to be made after all
functional derivatives are taken. Momentum conserva-
tion implies that all mobilities vanish for no n = 1. For
n = 2 and even m the mobilities vanish since the con-
tributions to the sum in the right hand side of Eq. (1))
are odd in {q}. We have noted already above, that no
contribution to the rectified current can arise from p,,
with odd m and arbitrary n if the driving force obeys
the symmetry (@) In this case, up to fifth order in F'

and U, the only contribution comes from u§3).

After we have determined the generating functional Z
for the mobilities in the previous section, we now turn to
the evaluation of the lowest order mobilities of interest.



IV. LINEAR MOBILITY

Although we do not expect ratchet effects from linear
response, it is instructive to calculate p; in order U? to
verify that the present calculation of the ility repro-
duces that results of Fisher and Zwergert3&d for static
F and sinusoidal U (i.e., for this purpose we include the
amplitude Fy in our consideration).

A. Leading orders

To zeroth order in U, it is obvious that
pO—1) =Gt —1). (42)
To first order,
uE =1y =0 (43)

since the momentum conservation mentioned above can-
not be satisfied (strictly speaking, it is satisfied for the
mode ¢ = 0 which, however, does not enter the dynam-
ics).

To second order, a straightforward calculation (see ap-
pendix ) leads to

pP (W) = wG(w) Y PlUJPABY) (w)  (44)
q
with
AB® (w) = B® (w=0)-B? (),

—4.9 —a,9 —4.9

(45a)

B® (1) = 2sin[L@2G(t)]e FW O, ., o(45D)

q1,92 h 2
In the last expression, the sine has a nonunique sign for
o hq?
< -¢°G = — 46
w < 50G() = 5 (16)

reflecting quantum interferences of particle trajectories.

We briefly discuss interesting limiting cases of u?) for
which we will also examine the ratchet effect later on.

B. Classical limit

In a classical limit, A — 0, both the overdalﬁg'@ré
underdamped cases are understood fairly well B4 '
In the present perturbative approach, the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem (R§) allows for the simplification
1d _-
Béf?tp (t) = _Tae qlW(t)G(t)(Sm-‘rqz,O' (47)

In this case, the Fourier transformation can be performed
analytically,

dt eiwtequW(t)

AB® (W) = ——=

- (18a)

= ——elap W@, — ik, D,)(48D)

with 7(-,-) the incomplete gamma function (to be dis-
tinguished from the parameter v). We introduced the
dimensionless frequency

Tmg?
02

Dy = lna® = (49)
related to the thermal diffusion time over a distance 1/¢
via W (te1/?4) = ¢~ 2. The insertion of expression ({8H)
into Eq. (44) yields an explicit analytic expression for the
classical linear response mobility at finite frequencies,

1 1

@y - L L

Ual? oy e Gamia) (s, i
X Z%e”qué Pa=i@) (5, — i, 1) (50)
q

which reproduces Eq. (4.11) of Ref. @ for the special
case of sinusoidal U and w = 0.

In the massless (overdamped) limit m — 0, where B
can be easily Fourier transformed, this simplifies to

@ _ LU ) (naPw
) 51)

with a dimensionless scaling function

i) = Yl T (52)

Uz §2—iz

Thus, for m = 0, the corrections to mobility decay pro-
portional to T2 at high temperatures.

C. Adiabatic limit

The adiabatic limit w — 0 simplifies the calculation of
AB(fqu(w), resulting in

2

2

i w=0) = —p U
q

< [T e O il PG n)
0

which agrees with the linear response limiting case (4.18)
of Ref. @

At T = 0, the particle shows a remarkagglocalization
transition due to the dissipative coupling EIE3 For strong
coupling, the particle is localized in an arbitrarily weak
potential, whereas it remains mobile for weak damping.
This transition is reflected by the divergence of the mo-
bility correction M§2) (w = 0) due to a divergence of the
time integral at large ¢. From the logarithmic asymp-
totics (@) of W (t) one can identify the location of the
transition at o = 1 with

0= — = ) (54)



Note that for a < 1 the inequality (ff]) is fulfilled for all
wave vectors g, i.e. quantum interference effects suppress
the contribution to ugz).

In the strong damping regime,
,u§2) (w = 0) signals the break-down of perturbation the-
ory. Thus, at T = 0 the condition a < 1 should be added
to the condition (B4). This condition may be regarded
also as a condition for the period of the potential (with
localization for a® < 27€2,).

In the perturbatively accessible regime of o < 1, Fisher
and Zwergertd pointed out the interesting fact that the
mobility is a nonmonotoneous function of temperature.
At zero temperature, the particle has its free mobility.
Weak thermal fluctuations (T" < T*) first reduce mobility
(thermally resisted quantum tunneling), whereas strong
thermal fluctuations increase mobility back to its free
value (thermally assisted hopping). The crossover occurs
for « < 1 at the temperature

the divergence of

. 2h?
= 3ma? (55)
at which the de-Broglie wave length is comparable to the
potential period, A ~ a.

Before we continue to enter new territory, we wish to
conclude this subsection by stressing that our approach
successfully reproduces previous linear response results
for w = 0 and already provides additional insight into
the frequency dependence.

V. NONLINEAR MOBILITY o

The generating functional formalism presented above
provides an efficient tool to calculate also higher order

mobilities. Here, we focus on the lowest order of us in U
contributing to current rectification.

A. Leading orders

To zeroth order,

u (=t t— ") = (@(iy(t)iy(t"))o =0 (56)

vanishes since Sy is invariant under the reflection
{z,y} = {—z, —y}. To first order,

pD =t t—1") =0 (57)

vanishes again because momentum conservation cannot
be satisfied. To second order,

pPt—t t—1") =0 (58)

according to the general statements following Eq. (@)

The general third order contribution ugg) (t—t,t—1t")

is given by expression (@) calculated in appendix .
Since this expression is somewhat clumsy and since we
are interested only in ratchet effects, we can restrict our
considerations to

8 (~w,w) = ;m Z UpUgpUgs i
aiars
x{q102[2B{2}(0,0) = B} (- wAD—-Bﬁﬁ@aOﬂ
+0103[2B)(0,0) = B, (—w, —w) — B (w,w)]
+42g5[2B{3) (0,0) — B, (0, —w) — B, (0,w)]} (59)
with
Bg)} (t1 —to,ta —t3) = %sin[gihGuiIz] 2 Sln[h(ith% + ¢2G23q3)]

x exp(q1Wizq2 + 2Wazqs + 1 W1343)0g, +g2+¢4,0023- (60)

Note that Bg )} is an implicit function of {¢} and invariant

under {¢} — —{q}. Consequently, u?)(—w,w) changes

sign under a reflection U, — U_, which implies that the

rectified velocity ([[7) vanishes for even potentials as it
should. Examining the contribution from a set of wave
vectors {¢} and its reflected set —{q}, one can recognize



that u(?’)(—w,w) is real and that it depends only on

®) = 1y Y0VaUs
U (@ = =Im TE . (61)
(In order to obtain simple analytic expressions below, we
find it most convenient to use momentum conservation
to eliminate the sum over ¢2.) In Eq. (F9), the sum over
the momenta can be restricted to ¢; # 0 (in addition to

. . 3 . .
momentum conservation) since ng)} vanishes otherwise

(later on, these restrictions are referred to by 3.'). Phys-
ically, it is clear that a constant shift of the potential
cannot enter the dynamics of the particle.

Eq. (59) is our main result in general form. Further
analytic progress is hampered by the absence of an ana-
lytic expression for W (t). Nevertheless, further analytic
progress is possible in various limiting cases.

Using the dimensionless quantities defined in Egs. (B)
we may reexpress Eq. (B) as

u? . PRES
uég)(—w,w) = 74/%3)(717 T,w) (62)

with [ being a dimensionless function of dimensionless
arguments. For a monochromatic driving force, the rec-
tified velocity is

UPF? ), o -
VQZWMQ (FL,T,W) (63)

to leading order according to Eq. (E)

B. Limit 27— 0and m —0

We start with the examination of the classical limit. To
further simplify the analysis and to perform a comparison
of our perturbative results with previous approaches, we
consider the overdamped limit with m = 0. In this case,

the memory kernel BS)} simplifies considerably to

2 1 1
B(3) -5 419243 64
{a} (WlaWZ) ta} 772 Vg — iwy Vgs — iwa ( )
with the characteristic frequencies
vy =Tq*/n. (65)

a classical
. Insertion of

This frequency corresponds to the time v, !

particle needs to diffuse over a distance ¢~!
Eq. (f4) into Eq. (F9) leads to

s (b, T,0) — W2T~p5) (@0/T), (66)

i.e.

(3) _ ald? (3) naw
() = 2D (22 (o7)

with a reduced scaling function

(3
ué,?,l(Z) = -2 Z U{(qi (@1 +d3)

4192493

2ql 41q3(Q%q§ _ 22) 68

XN\ 3~ Ao (- (08)
4 +z (@1 +22)(g5 + 22)

The primed sum is restricted to momenta satisfying mo-
mentum conservation and ¢; # 0. It is interesting to

realize that the function ,u( ) 1(2) is uniquely determined
by the shape of the potentlal If current reversals ex-
ist in the limit under consideration, they correspond to
oscillatory behavior of this function.

The scaling function [Lé‘o’g](z) becomes simple in addi-
tional limiting cases. In deriving these limits from Eq.
(@), one has to make use of momentum conservation and
of permutations of momentum labels. For z — oo

NG (3) 23 -3 ~
S () Z U2 d3as
919293

4a° ¢ 11 /
= W/o dz [U"(x)]?U’(x). (69a)

The terms of order z~2 cancel each other. Thus, we easily

retrieved the result obtained previously in Ref. @
In the opposite limit z — 0,

@31
“2clz — 2 Z U{q}ql
4919293

- 2
a3

/‘1 dx U?(x)6Y(x)  (69b)
0

with a potential integral

YT(z) = /01 dy Ul(y), (70a)
Y (xz) = Y(z)— %/Oa dy Y (y). (70b)

In deriving Eq. (f9H) we have assumed Uy = 0, otherwise
additional subtraction terms should be added.

This scaling behavior (@) implies the asymptotic be-
haviors of the rectified velocity ([L7)

Vo x Tw™* for w — oo,
Vo o W07 for T — oo.

(71a)
(71b)

The apparent divergence of Vy for T — 0 is an artifact
of leaving the range of validity of our perturbative ap-
proach. Analogously, the apparent divergence of V{ for
7 — 0 is due to the assumption of overdamped dynam-
ics. Nevertheless, these divergences may be interpreted
as indications that ratchet effects are particularly strong
at low T and in the underdamped case. This situation
will be examined later on.
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FIG. 1: Scaling function ﬂé?’gl(z) for the potential (@) shown
in the inset.

Before we move on to other limiting cases, we show
that the current reversal phenomenon is captured by our
perturbative approach. We find it also instructive to per-
form an explicit quantitative comparison of our results
with the exact results in Ref. @ For this comparison,
we evaluate Eqs. ([L7) with (67) for

U(z) =-U sin(2ﬂ'§) + isin(éhrz) ) (72)

cf. the inset of Fig. El The corresponding scaling func-
tion (Bg) is shown in Fig. [ Since it has one zero, we

expect one current reversal.

We explicitly compare our perturbative result for the
rectified velocity as a function of temperature — displayed
in Fig. E — with the exact solution displayed in Fig.
la of Ref. E Thereby, length, energy and time scales
are fixed by the choices a = 1, U = %, and n = 1.
The monochromatic driving force is F(t) = F sin(wt)
with amplitude & = 0.5. From the shape of the scaling
function it is clear that we find a current reversal with
varying temperature for every w > 0 and also a current
reversal with varying frequency for every finite 7. The
quantitative agreement is good for T' 2 U, where the
perturbation theory in U is justified.

The classical limit is not restricted to single current
reversals. It is likely that an arbitrary number of current
reversals can be obtained by suitably tailored potential.
We have found, for example, that it is sufficient to add
one more harmonic to obtain a second current reversal.
Specifically, the potential

) T 1 . T 1. T
Uz) = -U sm(27r5) +3 sm(47fg) +7 Sln(67fg) (73)

leads to the scaling function shown in Fig. E with two
zeroes, i.e., two current reversals.
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FIG. 2: Vo(T) for w = 0.01 (bold line), w = 1 (long dashes),
w = 4 (short dashes), w = 5.5 (dotted), and w = 7 (dash-
dotted) for comparison with Fig. la in Ref. . The vertical
line represents the vicinity of the current reversal for w = 1.
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FIG. 3: Scaling function ﬂg’gl(z) for the potential (E) shown
in the inset.

C. Limit T — oo for m >0

It is interesting to examine the high-temperature limit
since there are significant differences between the cases
m =0 and m > 0. For T'— oo, the exponential factor in
Eq. (60) strongly suppresses Bg)} and thus uég). In this
limit, we find the asymptotic behavior of the mobility
(see appendix )

7%21%717/6
0 (74a)

~3) /2 A
as) (h, T, @) — Tz Hawm

or

1 3 2 17/6 ~(3)
(3) ald (na 7) Mo hr (74b)

= (_w’w)zﬁ(naz’v)‘* T 14 w?/v?



with
(3 _ 1 ~(3) 4
i = 2\/%“5) > ol
q1>0,93>0
o aoa N 1/3 .
y (((h +Q3)2QS) / (31/3Q% -~ 1) (74¢)
g7 @+ 6

The constant ﬂggk)]T is uniquely determined by the shape

of the potential. In the high temperature limit, the rec-
tified current is much stronger for massive particles than

. 3 -
for massless cases, since ,ug )~ T17/6 for m > 0 whereas

ugg) ~ T~* for m = 0, cf. Eq. (7IH). This observa-
tion is consistent with the mass dependence in Eq.

,ug?’) ~mT/6T=17/6 for m — 0, which signals that in the
limit m — 0, uég) should decay with a higher power of
temperature. Thus, inertial terms are crucial at high
temperatures even for large friction where the relaxation
of the particle in the minima of the potential is over-
damped.

D. Limit w —

For large frequencies, Eq. (@) simplifies to

0 0.7.0) > i) (75
or
ps) (—w,w) = o ishe(h,T) (75b)
77(77G2w)2h2(72 +w2) ,
with

>
oo~
=&
5
—
>t
~>
~—
Il

- Z 08103(11{(1% + qas + q3}
9149293

xh2v?B) (0,0).

! (75¢)

[For the discussion of this limit, BSI)} (0,0) = Bg% (w=

O0,w = 0)] [L;S]?lf is a function of the potential shape
and of to parameters measuring the strength of quan-
tum and thermal fluctuations. In the special case h =
m = 0 we found in Sec. @ a momentum depen-

dence BS)} (0,0) x g2/q1 which led to a cancellation in

the sum over momenta in expression () Using the
fluctuation-dissipation relation (2§), one can easily show

that B‘({z)}(O, 0) is independent of m for i = 0. Thus, this

cancellation persists as long as h = 0, i.e., [Lég})]f((), z)=0.

For m > 0 this implies a decay uég)(—w,w) o w8, How-

ever, such a cancellation can no longer be expected for
h > 0. In this case, one finds again uég)(—w, w) x w™t at

large frequencies.
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FIG. 4: Double logarithmic plot of the rectified velocity

[the dimensionless quantity ﬂé?’id given in Eq. (@)] versus
temperature in the adiabatic limit for the potential (@) in
the underdamped case o = % (bold line). The dashed line is

a guide to the eye representing the behavior oc T717/6 of the
high-temperature limit.

E. Limit w—0

A further limit of interest is the adiabatic limit for
the @1@1 m particle. This limit was also studied in the
pastt=EE] and has revealed that additional current re-
versals may arise from the competition of quantum and
thermal fluctuations.

For w — 0, Eq. (F9) reduces to

i (h,T,0) = = S U / / di'di"

49142493 0

x i@l — gst")* B (#,1") (76a)
with

A (3) o n 3y a
B (0,1 = 2B (1 1,1 /) (76b)
We have calculated [Lg’id numerically for i = % [i.e.
a = na®/(27h) = % corresponding to the delocalized
case, cf. Eq. (p4)] as a function of temperature (cf. Fig.

l) for the potential (). The two poles of the double-
logarithmic plot in Fig. @ represent current reversals. At
high temperatures, the relation ﬂéB) o T~17/6 is recov-
ered (dashed line). At zero temperature, a finite current

is generated by quantum fluctuations.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a perturbative approach for quan-
tum ratchets, which captures current rectification and
reversals of the current direction. Our main results are
the analytic expression (pd) for the leading nonlinear mo-
bility and its evaluation for various limiting cases. In



particular, the high-temperature limit for massive par-
ticles has revealed the relevance of inertial terms even
for strong damping. Since the rectified current decays
like Vo o< T~* for massless particles whereas it decays
like Vi oc T—17/6 for massive particles, inertial effect can
lead to a substantial enhancement of ratchet effects. On
the other hand, in the high-frequency limit, the quan-
tum nature of the particle is important. While V oc w6
for massive classical particles, quantum fluctuations also
enhance the rectified currant, leading to Vg oc w™4.

While our perturbative approach is limited to weak po-
tentials and driving forces, it has the advantage that it
can be easily generalized to higher dimensions. There-
fore, plications for example to asymmetric antidot
arraystl become possible. Furthermore, a generalization
to random ratchet potentials is obvious. Thereby one
could describe the case of asymmetric potential wells with
random positions. This generalization can be achieved if
one allows for continuous wave vectors ¢ of the potential
and simply replaces Ug, Uy, Uy, by its average in the non-
linear mobility (59). An extension of this perturbative
approach from single quantum particles to electron gases
is under current investigation by the authors.
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APPENDIX A: VELOCITY

In this appendix we show that the average velocity can
be calculated from the definition ([L3). It is this definition
in whic deviate from the approach of Fisher and
Zwerger .2

The original definition @), in a more explicit form,
is based on the average distance the particle travels in a
large time interval,

X(tr) — X(t)
te — t;

V = (A1)

in the limit ¢ty — oo and t; — —oo. Thereby the position
expectation value (BH) and the time evolution (fd) of the
density matrix. On the other hand, the time average of

UQ1 qu

(2) /
t—t) =
11 ( ) 45159

_iz

41925152

// dt1dt2G(t — t)siqa [ Gt — ') + Gtz — )] 2.
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V(t), Eq. ([3), can be written as

_ X(t) - X(k)

VD) = = — (A2)

with
X(t) = / dz zP(t,z), (A3a)
P(t,z) = (6(z —x(t))). (A3b)

A priori, ﬁ(t,:v), which is an expectation value in an
ensemble of paths of length t;—t;, is different from P(z, t),
Eq. (@), which is an expectation value in an ensemble of
paths of length ¢ —t;. However, the definitions coincide for
t = t; and also for ¢ = ¢;. In the first case the definitions
coincide, in the second case because one can integrate
out the paths (the integral corresponds to Z, Eq. ([19),
the integral is most easily performed for a diagonal initial
density matrix). Thus,

X(te) — X(t:) = X (tr) — X (t;) (A4)

and V = V(¢). If there is a well defined expectation value

V() = (@(t) = %)N((t) for t; — —oo and tf — o0, it must
coincide with V(¢) since boundary effects from times near

t; and t¢ should become negligible in this limit.

APPENDIX B: CALCULATION OF .{?

Here we present intermediate steps of the calculation
leading to Eq. (@) In a first step, we need to evaluate

52

WZ = {iG(t_t/)+//dTlde[W(t—ﬁ)P(Tl)

Gt — 7)o ()] p(T)iG (s — t’)}Z (B1)

where Eqs. (Bg) have to be inserted for n = 2. Thereby,

Z — 11W1202+q11G1252¢2+421G 215191 5q1+q2,0 (B2)
where we abbreviate Wy, = W (tx — t;) etc. and we used
W(0) = G(0) = 0. Note that in the last exponential,
G12 or (o1 vanishes for all t;, to because of causality.
Inserting Eq. (BI) into Eqs. ([6) and (1), only the
last of the three terms coming from Eq. (BI]) survives
summation over s; in Eq. (B1]). One obtains
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In these remaining terms, the summation over s; yields

WO —t) =~ U, U, / / dtydtaG(t — 1)@ @Gty — 1) + 2Glts — )BE), (t1 — 1), (Bda)
q192
) _ 2 . hoy 2
Byig(ti —t2) = Z 48182512 = i_;bsm(5q1G12)eXP(_Q1W12)5q1+q2,O- (B4b)

5182

Fourier transforming this expression leads to Eq. ([i4).

APPENDIX C: CALCULATION OF .

Following the same route as for ugm, we first calculate

53
Z = d Gt — )i _— Gt — )i —_z
3p(t)do(t')da (") / Tp(T)[iG( )iG(T ) +iG( )iG(T — )]
+ / dr[W(t —1)p(1) +iG(t — 7)o (7)]
X / dr' p(7)iG(r' —t') / dr" p(r')iG(r" —t")Z. (C1)
Eq. (BY) leads to
Z = GQIW12q2+q1W13q3+q2W23q3+[q2iG21+q3iG31]ql51+[q1iG12+(13iGaz]qz52+[q1iG13+q21’G23]q353 5{q} (02)

with dq} = 04y 4¢2+45,0- Considering the right-hand side of Eq. (1) as a sum of four contributions, the first three
disappear after summation over the s;. For example, if ; <ty < t3, Z is independent of s3 and the summation over
s3 leads to a cancellation. The remaining fourth contribution to Eq. (@) reads explicitly [Oa3 = O(t2 — t3)]

(3) ’ "o Up Ug Uy, /// :
t—t.,t—1t = — —_— dt1dtodts ©93G(t — ¢
Ho ( , ) E isy Zisy 2iss 1ataat3 Y23 ( 1)81(11

q1,92,93,51,52,53
{1 Gty =t G(t1 —t") + @G(ta — )G (ta — ") + 3G (t3 — t')q3G(t3 — ")
+q1@2[G(t1 — )G (t2 = t") + G(t1 —t")G(t2 = 1')]
Ta1g3[G(t1 — )Gt — t") + G(t1 — t")G(ts = 1')]
+a203[G(t2 = t)G(ts —t") + G(t2 — t")G(ts - )]} 2 (C3)

where we used permutation symmetries among indices j which allow us to restrict the time integrals to to > t3. Then,
summation over {s} leads to

1 1 1
(3) _ _ — } : -2
Bthqz%(tl l2,t2 tS) = O3 251 259 253812 Z (04)
§18283
© —4 o G i G G Q1W12Q2+Q2W23q?,+q1W13q36 C5
2373 s1n[§q1 1242] Sln[g((h 1393 + q2G23gs)]e (qy- (C5)

Note that B( ;é 0 only for t; > t2 > t3. In terms of BEL )} = Bg?zz% we obtain

p =t t—t") =i Y Uy UygU,, ///dtldtgdt3 G(t—t)q

41,492,493
X{qu(tl — t/)qu(tl — t”) + qQG(tQ — t/)qQG(tQ — t”) + Q3G(t3 —t )Q3G(t3 - t”)
+q1g2|G(t1 — )G (ta —t") + G(t1 — t")G(ta — t)]
+Q1Q3[G(t1 - t/)G(t3 — t”) + G(tl — t”)G(tg )]
+QQQ3[G(t2 — t/)G(t3 - t”) + G(fg - t”)G(tg )]} Sﬁ (tl - tg, t2 - t3) (C6a)



or, after Fourier transformation,

(W W) = (W +w)GW + WG (WG (w

X{‘hB(g
+q1q2[B

(
{q
+4293 [BE

2 (3)
) + QQB{ 1

(0,

) (', 0) + B® (w”,0)] + qrgs3]B!

1 {q} y q143 {
)
}

(W' +w" W) + By (W +w” W)}

13

") Z UnUgpUgsa

419293

(w'—i—w",O)—i—quE )}(w +w’ W+ W)

W' w') + BE (@, w")]

q}
(3) )

(C6b)

Ratchet effects are related to w” = —w’ = w, for which Eq. (p9) follows after usage of momentum conservation.

APPENDIX D: DETAILS FOR T — oo

Although straightforward, the calculation for the high-temperature limit requires some care. For this calculation,

it is convenient to rewrite Eq. (59) as

, / o
1 (—w,w) = _%m q;}s Uy UgsUgs @1 //0 dtrodtas () (w, 1z, tas) exp[—E() (ta, tas)]  (D1)
with t;, =t; — tg, tig = ti2 + to3,
F{(qi (w,t12,t23) = 2{q1¢2[1 — cos(wt12)] + q1g3[1 — cos(wti3)] + g2g3[1 — cos(wtaz)]}
X % Sin[gqu(t12)QQ] 2 sm[h(thG(hs)qg + ¢2G(t23)q3)], (D2a)
and
E%’ (ti2,t23) = —[@W(ti2)g2 + W (tas)gz + i W (t13)qs] = %([fhx@l) +qa(t2) + g3a(ts)*)o > 0. (D2b)

With increasing T, the rectified current shrinks since
Eg)} increases proportional to temperature. The dom-
inant contributions come from small ¢1o and small to3.
We proceed with an expansion of ES}% and F Si to ex-
tract the leading orders for large T.

In the high-temperature limit, one can neglect the
quantum contribution to W and expands for small times
(using g2 = —q1 — g3 because of momentum conservation)

p® - T+ )i | 1 aatag,
T W7
LO@ 2 £+,£t“i,£i)}. (D3)
We introduced dimensionless times f+ and 1_ via
’}/t12 = £+ — 257 (D4a)
g3
_ q1 ;

To extract the asymptotics for T' — oo, one has to
distinguish the contributions for ¢1 /g5 > 0 and ¢1 /¢35 < 0
(remember that one needs to consider only ¢; # 0 # g3).

Because of causality, the time integrals cover only the
quadrant with t15 > 0 and to3 > 0 in the (¢12,t23) plane.
This quadrant corresponds to ranges
t, >0and — q—t+ <t < —t+ for L > 0(Db5a)
q3 q1 a3

43

f_>0and Li_ < ty < By g B
a3 0

< 0(D5b)

The integrals are transformed via

2 .2
G+a .,
dt1pdiys = Ho—2di di_. (D6)
For ¢1/q3 < 0, it is sufficient to retain the quadratic
term in Eq. (@) since it implies that £ ~ T~/2. Then
also ty ~ T~/% according to Eq. (@), ie., tig ~ tag ~

—1/2_ Since F{( % is quartic in small times,

(3) w 2 o3q1(q1 +q3) 3 a1 2 -
FPl = — (P + @) 3 (=i i
{a} ,7272( i+a3) " ( o +)
+0(T~5/?%), (D7)

the resulting contributions to u§3) will be of order T73.
These terms can be neglected in comparison to terms of
order T~17/6 which come from q1/qs3 > 0.



For ¢1 /g3 > 0 it is not sufficient to retain the quadratic
term in Eq. (IDJ) since the integral over ¢4 would diverge.

Thus, one has to include cubic orders in Eg)} which imply
that £, ~ T—1/3. Consequently, the higher order terms
not explicitly written in Eq. (@) can be neglected. Since

F{(Z})‘ ~ t* ~ T72 we now expect /ng) ~ T-17/6 The

proper expansion of F’ {(Zi up to order 72 now yields

2
P = o e + B2 {(a+ % (i~
b = o el + P { )G (R iy
2
gt @) | O ),
3

Thereby it is sufficient to retain even orders in f_ because
the integral over ¢t_ can be extended to all real values

(D8)

14

ignoring condition (DH))] since the quadratic term in (D3J)
provides a cutoff that dominates over the condition (D)
(the errors decay exponentially in T'). Therefore, the

leading order F{((?% ~ 31, ~ T~/ will not result in a

contribution to uég) of order T3 since it is odd in 7_.
Performing the time integrals for the remaining terms,

i 1
ns” (—w,w) >

T BA2 A2 2
Ty q1,93;91/93>0
i oo oo
x —i(q1+Q3)(qf+Q§)3/ dt+/ di
ds 0 oo
(Q%‘H]%f
g3

U¢11 U*ql —4as Uq3

X

91t g3 59 5 ~B®
- t“iti)e s} (D9)

yields Eq. (f4).
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