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H eat conduction and W iedem ann-Franz Law in disordered Luttinger Ligquids
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W e consider heat transport in a Luttinger liquid (LL) w ith weak disorder and study the Lorenz
num ber for this system . W e start at a high-T regin e, and calculate both the electrical and them al
conductivities using a m em ory function approach. The resulting Lorenz num ber I is independent
of T but dependsexplicitly on the LL exponents. Lowering T , how ever, allow s for a renom alization
ofthe LL exponents from theirbare valuesby disorder, causing a violation ofthe W iedem ann-Franz
law . Finally, we extend the discussion to quantum w ire system s and study the w ire size dependence

of the Lorenz num ber.

PACS Numbers: 71.10Pm , 7215Eb, 7215N j

TheW iedem annFranz W F) law states that for elec—
trons elstically scattered by im purities the ratio of the
them al ( ) and electrical ( o) conductivities nom alized
by T isa universalnumberLy= = .T = ?2=3&® called
the Lorenz number. This law is obeyed for electrons in
conventionalm etals ﬁ_j], and inclusion of electronic inter—
actions that lead to the standard Landau Fem iHicquid
FL) behavior does not m odify Ly [_2], as their e ect on

and . scalesaway w hen the particle-particle scattering
rate ismuch an aller than the In puriy scattering rate.

A fundam ental question arises whether the W F law
survives In strongly correlated electron system sw ith non—
FL ground states. Interest in this question has been re—
cently revived by an observation of violation of W F law
In high-T. cuprates Ej] which are widely believed to be
non-F1L systam s. An in portant and tractable exam pl of
anon-¥L isaonedin ensional (1d) Luttinger Iiquid (LL)
w ith separate charge ( ) and spin ( ) bosonic collective
excitations |4 (] instead of ferm jonic quasiparticles. H eat
being carried by both spin and charge excitations, there
isa potential for violation ofW F law in a LL.However, a
potential com plication in the LL case is that even a weak
disorder can cause A nderson localization ﬁ{:_l-l.'].

E xperim entally, them al t:cansport n (qua31)1d has
been Investigated in spm-cham, [12] soin-Peierls, tl3 and
soin—ladder m aterials I;L4] There are also som e early
m easurem ents of heat conduction in quasild organic
conductors llE:] T heoretically, although (T) in the
LLs has been extensively discussed {ld{lé wih mem—
ory function m ethods I;LQ], the them al conductivity and
the W F law have only been addressed In two contexts.
F irst, K ane and F isher KF) @(_i] exam ined spinless LLs
w ith a single strong in purity for repulsive electronic in—
teractions, and found a T -independent but nonuniversal
Lorenz num berL ®F) | T he generalization ofthisproblem
to the bulk disorder case is however not st_tanhtibJ:w ard
fZJJ ] (as discussed below ). Second, Fazio et al [22 and
K rive l_2§ have studied them altransport in am esoscopic
1d wire connected to leads. They showed that even for
a clean wire the contact with leads causes violation of
the W F law except at su ciently low T . However, the
e ect ofbackward scattering by nite-density im purities
has not been considered in the latter case.

In this ltter, we rst exam ne the W F law for an
In nite LL wih a nonzero concentration of im purities.
Unlke KF, we calculate (T) and (T) in the high-T
regin e w here in purity scattering can be treated by the
m em ory function m ethod [_1-9,:_1-§] The resulting Lorenz
num ber is independent of T but depends on the LL ex—
ponents. It di ers from the one ocbtained by KF.As T
goesdown, we show that the Lorenz num ber acquires T
dependence asthe consequence of instability towardsA n-—
derson localized state. Such a violation oftheW F law is
In sharp contrast to the higherd FL situation. Finally
we exam ne the e ects of contact in a realistic quantum
w ire m easurem ent and discuss the w ire-size dependence
of the Lorenz num ber.

Conductivities from M em ory function m ethod. A LL
of spin-1/2 ferm jons in the presence of in purities is de—
scribed by the follow ing Ham iltonian 1]

Z
H=Hyip+Hpp= dxH &); @)
Z
Heo= o ukal Lefr Be w0 @)
LL_i: 2 uin i & K;i_ x 1 & ’
6_ 7,
2
Hnp = - dx  x)&
Z
®) £7 P
+ dx ——e cos[ 2 )]+ He. ; 3)
a

whereK ; arethe LL exponents, u; the velocitiesofthe ex—
citations, a the lattice constant, and ; X) and ; (xX) are
canonical m om enta and coordinates, respectively.  (x)
n Eqg. @) is the 2ky com ponent of the im purity po—
tential, assum ed to have a G aussian distribution w ith
zero average, (x) (x0) = & R): &) isthe or
ward scattgring com ponent. The charge and heat cur-
rents J. = dxJc®) and Jo = dxJg (x) are obtained
from the continuityy equations @, J. (%) +p @n x) = 0 and
@:Jo &)+ @H () = 0,wheren (x) = —2@. (x) isthe
electron density operator. W e nd

Je)= ZuR &) @)
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where J (X) = p(x): W e note that the
transbm ation ~ &)= &) = 20— * )dx’elin i
nates from both Hy p and Jy , mplying a nulle ect of

x)on and .Thuswesst ((x)
(:ff) and ('_5) also show that the heat and charge current
operators are quadratic and linear in boson operators,
respectively. This is crucial n resulting in deviation of
the Lorenz num ber from the universalnumber at high T
even for spinless ferm ion case as shown below .

In the absence of impurities, both J. and Jy are
conserved currents. In fact, Jo is (Up to a prefactor)
the total m om entum of the system , and its conserva—
tion results from translational invariance. W ith im pu-—
rities, neither J. and Jy are conserved and nite con—
ductivities can be expected [_ig] At su ciently high
T, quantum e ects are cut o by inelastic them al pro—
cesses, and disorder scattering can be treated w ithin the
Bom approxin ation. T his yields conductivities to lead—
Ing order in D A convenient form alism to do this

nite-frequency electrical and them al conductivities are
expressed in temn s of the mem ory functions M 5 (!) =

-1 ! 1 H.’Fj;Fjji[ H.’Fj;Fjji!=o (j= C;Q)as
c(h)y=1e [+ M) ®)
M)=1ioT'l+Mg ()1t )

Ri_
wih 4 = T ole hJ; (0)YJ3 (i )i the current static

sugoeptio it ll.fs, Fy&) = J3&);H] and M 4;Fyid, =

dxdx”  dte" " hF; &;t);F; %0)liz : To leading
orderin D ,both . and g take their pure LL vales,
¢’ 2uK ; o’ 50 +u)T?and
HE;Fsil, 7 D 252 (af 2uf uf ay()

K K it
£t p = il Ko T 75 @®
2 27T

whereKy= K + K ;B (x;y) istheEulerBeta function,

c=1 Ky Q= ¢ ZIAC(!)ZKZL'IZ: ;andAQ ()=

=4+ 1=2 T° ® w’+K u’)=K.K.+ 1)) In-
serting Egs. (_8) nto Egs. (_éfﬂ),and after som e straight—
forward algebra, we nd that the dc conductivities be-
com e

26> ®y) a 2 aT “ 5
c ! - = 7 9
(T) 2(Kt=2) D u € ]el(T) %)

(I),22T1+Kt @ +u )? K ¢)

9 K¢ u?K + u?K 2(I<t:2

a 2 aT K-
— / Cy(T)Ia(T); 10)
D u

whereD = @D a= u?)u =u )¥ isadinensionlessdis-

orderparam eter [i]_:], (%) theG amm a function,C  (T) /
T the speci ¢ heat of a pure LL, and 1, (T) the elastic
mean free path f_g]. Both . and exhbi powerlaw
behavior in T w ith nonuniversal exponents.

0 hearafter. Egs.

Lorenz numker at high T. From Egs. ('_Sj) and {_l-g),
one has

2  +u ) 1+ K¢
L= = — : 1)
T 9e? u?K + u?K K+
K ,K ,u andu arebare Intrinsic param eters, so L is

Independent of T, and a generalized W F law is obeyed.
In the noninteractingcase, K =K = 1,u =u = w,
the ur_u'yersalLorenz number L = L is recovered from
Bq. {1,

The result C_l]_;) can be reduced to the spinkss LL case,
bymakingu =u =u,K =K =K .Weobtaln

LO%= (?=9¢") K * + 2K '): (12)

It Pllows that L°< L, foran attractive interaction case
K > 1, as a result of tendency towards a supercon—
ducting state with high electrical conduction but poor
them al conduction; W hile for a repulsion case K < 1,

L% > Lg, hdicating tendency towards a weakly pinned

charge density wave (CDW ) state w ith better heat trans—
port than charge transport. It is instructive to com pare
LOwith L") = (?=e’)K?+ 2K ) ! obtaied by KF

Br a single strong in purity at K < 1 P0]. W e see that
L 1L®F)=2K 1¢=9K?K +2) 0.From physical
point of view , L ® ¥) and L° can be roughly understood

as the resuls for a strongly pinned and a weakly pinned

CDW phase, respectively, so that we should expect a

larger L% F) than L% This puzzle can be resolved by

noting that som e H am iltonian tem s causing heat but no

charge conduction are neglected In the derivation of the

tunneling H am iltonian used to calculate L & F) Q-(_i] n—
cluding these tem s explicitly for K = 1=2 indeed lads
to é(j]n(KF) _ %L(KF) > LO.

W e would also lke to rem ark that the sihgle strong
In purity case considered by KF corresponds to a low
energy xed point which cannot be reached from the
lin it of weak inpurity scatterers at high concentra-
tion ¢ we consider Ri]. The KF xed point is real-
ized when the renom alized In purity strength g (1) =
e 281y (0) becom es of the order of the high energy
cuto W u=a. This requires the renom alized length
ael = all =t 0)1°© 2%) to remain stillmuch sm aller
than the inter-im purity distance 1=c. In the high in pu-
rity concentration lmi, c! 1 ,t ! OwihD = o

xed, obviously such regin e cannot be cbserved.

Lorenz number with decreasing T. The enhanced
quantum Interference e ects, which are responsble for
occurrence of the Anderson localization at T < Ty =
U =k (pe = ab =G ¥ o) (1)), kad to renom aliza-
tion ofK , K and D. Now we study the In uence of
such renom alization on L for T stillmuch larger than
T1c, O that a perturbative renomm alization group RG)
theory can be used. W e rst neglect renom alization of
K andK byD.TheRG ow equation determ ining the
renom alization ofD reads t_ll:]dD U=dl= B KD O);
which leads to



D ()=D = e® ¥ % 13)

Tt isclearthatK = 3 de nesam etal-insulator transition
M IT) lne: PrK¢ < 3,D (1) grows exponentially w ith
renom alized length, and the Anderson localization w ill
take place eventually; W hereas forK¢ > 3,D () owsto
zero, corresponding to a delocalized phase. By de ning
a T-dependent scalke 1 (T) from ae' *) = u =2 T) =
Ln T) (n the themal Jength we see that Eq. {13)
yields (@= D)2 aT=u )®* ¥t = ae! ®)=[ D (1)]; which
allow s fora sin ple RG interpretation for .and inEgs.
(d410): They can be dbtaied by applying the RG  ow
up to the scale 1 (T) at which T becom es order of the
energy cuto  u =a. At this scale, them ale ects sup—
press quantum e ects, and the use of the m em ory func—
tion m ethod is justi ed. O ne can then perform am em ory
function calculation in which the bare param etersD and
a are replaced by D (1 ) and ae' , respectively.
A sin ilar analysis can be m ade for inclusion of renor-

m alization of K and K by D . W e start from the bare
param etersK (0),K (0) andD (0) and follow theirRG

ow , being descrbbed by Egs. (3.4) in Ref. [11], up to the
scakl (T). SheeD (1) 1 stil holds for T Tier
but the quantum phase coherence has started to lose,
Egs. B :10 are valid again I24], but w ith the bare K
and K replaced by the renom alized ones, K (1) and
K (@), repectively. The resulting RG ~im proved L ac—
quires T dependence through K and K , and the gen—
eralized W F law holding at high T breaksdown. This is
In contrast to a higherd FL case, in which such a renor-
m alization is always negligble 'E:].
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FIG.1l. Lorenz number as a function of tem perature

close to the M IT line for spinless ferm ions. W u=a

is a high energy cuto . The initial conditions are

K (0) = 3=2;D (0) = 10 2.

W e proceed w ith a discussion of the spinless ferm ion
case for sim plicity. T he above analysis suggeststhat L% in
Eqg. C_lg;) asa function ofthe initialparam eterK becom es

L) = ( )12 + 2K )1t g; 14)
where K (1) can be obtained from the RG ow equation

2=9?) fK (1

f1), &K O=dl= K?@D ()=2. For a generic inirial K
away from the M IT line, the RG ow line in the K D
plane is alm ost vertical, and the deviation of L from is
high-T value is in order ofD which is insigni cant unless
T becom es close to Tyc. A fematively, considering the
second orderterm s in D In . and one also obtains a
T -dependent pow er-law correction tem to L (T ) w ith the
exponent predicted by the RG m ethod.

However, in the vicinity ofthe M IT line, the RG ow
is no longer vertical, kading to a faster variation of L
WjE’l T. K @) K jis found to be proportjonalto

D @) D JndJcatJngthatL(I)showanEq .(14)Js
system atic. L (T ) forthis case isshown in Fig. .14 Weean—
phasize that such a behavior is not expected In a higher-
d FL case, in which the Lorenz num ber is constant even
close to the M IT point 'Q].

Lorenz number in dirty quantum wires. An experi-
m ental realization for the m easurem ent of the transport
properties ofa LL isthrough a nite size w ire connected
to Jeads 5] ora carbon nanotube P6]. T he theory pre-

sented here for a buk m aterial needs to bem odi ed, as
the boundary condition in posed by the contact is shown
£73,22] to drastically in uence the transport through the
wire. Charge crosses the contact In tem s of pieces of
fractional charges l28'], whereas heat is carried by plas-
m on m odes and they cross the contact like w aves passing
through barriers QZ] T he Lorenz num ber w ill obtain a
nontrivialw ire size dependence as shown below . For sin —
plicity we only discuss about soinless LL w ires, and leave
the discussion ofthe spinfiil case for a future publication
P41. Besides, we follow Ref. R7] and m odel the leads as
1d noninteracting FLs.

W e rst brie y recall the clan wire case. The elec—
trical conductance G is purely from the contact and is
quantized R4, G = Go = =2 (brh = 1), which in—
plies a perfect tranam ission of the total charge after a
long timn e (dc) m easurem ent l_2-§'] The m ism atch of the
plasn on wave velocities at the two sides of the contact
ladsto T —dependent them al conductance K, nom al-
ized by T p4], which, at Iow temperatures T~ u=d d
the w ire size), asym ptotically approaches to a constant
Key,=T ' =6 P2]. TheW F law is typically violated for
a generic T and is restored at T u=d.

Let usnow tum to the case ofa wire w th in purities.
W e consider the case of I, being much larger than d
and/or Ly so that we can neglect A nderson localization.
T he total electrical resistance is the sum of the contact
resistance G ;' and the w ire resjstanoerlee, resulting In
the follow ing total conductance,

yg oyt (15)

WJIE)

G = G,

G wire depends on the relative values of the two length
scalesd and Ly, (T).

1) Atd kn (T u=d), a simpl Ohm law holds
for the electrical conductance, ie., Gyire = (T)=d =
Go2 L=d with () and L being fund h Eq. {§).
Eq. {15) reduces, ord 1 (T ), toM aslov’sperturbation



resul B0, G/ Goll o=@ L)liand, ord 1a(@T),
crosses to the D rude ormula. In this regin e, the ther-
m alconductance of even a clean w ire, Ky, from Eq. (9)
of Ref. [_22'], depends on the details of the barrier, so
that the them al conductance of the dirty w ire becom es
a rather non-universal fuinction ofdisorder, w ire size, and
tem perature @-9_5] _
2)Atd Iy, (T u=d),Eqg. (9) ofRef. l_2é] Indicates
that heat is carried by plasn on m odes of wavelength
much larger than the distance betw een the contacts, and
them alconductivity ofthe clean w ire becom esuniversal.
In thisregine, we can make use ofthe T , u=d equiv—
alence [_3-1::_?;@] to obtain an explicit d-dependent Lorenz
num ber. A cocording to O gata and Fukuyam a, the nite
size e ect can be taken into account w ithin the m em ory
function form alim by replacing ! in Egs. @) and (1) by
i2u=d. T his kads to
&? 1
G@d=— i 16)
2u+ 2uC. W;K ) @)
uT 1

K = ; 17
o @) 3 2u+ 2uCw ;K) @) @)

with (@)= (@=kc)® * ,and Cc ;K ) and Cc ;K ) be-
ing easily ound by com paring Egs. {16) and {L7) with
Egs. ('_9) and {_l-(_i) In wrting down Eqg. C_l-g) we have
carefully taken into account the screening of the electric

eld com ing from the leads 1_321 W e recover a universal
Lorenz num ber in this regin e n the absence of in puri-
ties In agreem ent w ith tgz_i] In the presence of In purities,
Egs. C_l-é) and {_i]‘) inmediately yield

1+ Ccw;K) @
1+ Co K) @)

La”’ i 18)

which is a function of the wire size since C. (U;K ) 6
Cwm (U;K ) In the presence of interactions. Thus, devia—
tion from W F law is obtained in nite size system sw ith
In purities even for T u=d.

Conclusion. W e have nvestigated theW F law in a dis—
ordered LL system . At high T where them ale ects cut
o Anderson localization, the Lorenz num ber is constant
In T, and, In the spoinless ferm ion case, sn aller (larger)
than the universall, for attraction (repulsion) between
the ferm ions. Its dependence on the LL exponents is dif-
ferent from the one obtained in a single strong in purity
case f_Z-(_]'] AsT goesdown, Anderson localization e ects
Induce an interplay between disorder and electronic in—
teractions, which is responsble for the violation of the
W F law . W hen a dirty 1d wire is connected to leadswe

nd the Lorenz num ber becom es a function of the w ire
Iength.
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