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In a recent Letter,Avron et. al[1]introduced a no-

tion of optim al quantum pum ps. These are adiabatic

quantum pum pswhich work withoutdissipation.In par-

ticular,they produce neither entropy nor noise. In the

presentCom m ent we show that in the absence ofm ag-

netic �eld optim alquantum pum ps always have a van-

ishing transm ission coe�cient. Such ‘quantum pum ps’

do notm akeuseofQ uantum M echanicssincealltunnel-

ing orinterferencee�ectsarebanned by vanishing ofthe

transm ission coe�cient. W e leave it as an outstanding

question whethergenuine optim alquantum pum pswith

nonvanishing transm ission coe�cientcan beconstructed

by m aking use ofthe m agnetic�eld.

Recallthat a quantum pum p is a m esoscopic device

attached to two (or m ore) reservoirs by m eans ofideal

quantum wires. Allreservoirs have the sam e chem ical

potential�,and when thepum p isnotatwork no charge

transferoccursbetween reservoirs.In the scattering ap-

proach pioneered by B�uttikeretal.[2]and developed in

[3,4]a quantum pum p connected to n reservoirs is de-

scribed by thescattering m atrix attheFerm ienergy Skl
wheretheindicesk and llabeltheoutgoingand incom ing

channels,respectively.Them atrix Skl isalwaysunitary,

S
�1

kl
= S�

lk
.Asthepum p operates,thescattering m atrix

changeswith period �,S(t+ �)= S(t).In practice,this

isusually achieved by applying an alternating voltageto

som egatesinsidethem esoscopicdevice[5].Thenetcur-

rentpum ped into thechannelk atthem om enttisgiven

by form ula (eqn.(3)of[1]),

Jk =
ie

2�
(@tSS

y
)kk =

ie

2�

n
X

l= 1

(@tSkl)S
y

lk
(1)

Forthe noiseproduction onegets(eqn.(10)of[1]),

N k =
�he2

24�2

X

l6= k

j(@tSS
y
)klj

2
: (2)

In the absenceofm agentic �eld,B = r � A = 0,one

can always choose a gauge in which the vector poten-

tialA vanishes. Then,the Schr�odingerequation which

governs the m otion ofelectrons through the pum p has

realcoe� cients since allthe term s which contain iare

proportionalto A . This im plies that taking a com plex

conjugateofa solution yieldsagain a solution.Choosing

the incom ing and outgoing wavefunctionscom plex con-

jugateto each other(thiscorrespondsto turning eikx to

e�ikx )one obtains an extra sym m etry ofthe scattering

m atrix S
�1

kl
= S�

kl
. Togetherwith unitarity this im plies

thatthe scattering m atrix issym m etric.

Forsim plicity,we considerquantum pum ps with two

externalreservoirs. In this case,the generalform ofa

unitary sym m etricscattering m atrix isgiven by form ula,

S =

�

a b

b c

�

;

where b is the transm ission am plitude,and a and c =

� a�b=b� are reection am plitudes. The m atrix @tSS
y is

anti-Hem ritian,

@tSS
y
=

�

ix1 y

� y� ix2

�

:

Therequirem entthat@tS issym m etricyieldsyc+ y�a =

i(x2 � x1)b.Form ula (2)now reads,

N 1;2 =
�he2

24�2
jyj

2
�
�h

6

T

1� T
J
2
; (3)

where T = jbj2 is the transm ission coe�cient and J =

(J1 � J2)=2 = e(x2 � x1)=4� isthe netcurrentbetween

the reservoirs.W e conclude thatin the absence ofm ag-

netic �eld an optim alquantum pum p (N 1;2 = 0)isonly

possible ifT = 0. A surprising denom inator(1� T)in

form ula(3)accountsforthefactthatatransparentquan-

tum pum p with T = 1 cannot transfer charge between

reservoirs,and in thiscaseJ = 0.
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