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Quantum R eciprocity C onfcture for the N on-E quilibrium Steady State
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A consideration ofthe lack ofhistory dependence In the non-equilbbrium steady state ofa quantum
system leadsusto conecture that in such a system , there is a set ofquantum m echanical observables
w hose retarded response functionsare insensitive to the arrow oftim e, and w hich consequently satisfy
a quantum analog of the O nsager reciprocity relations. System s which satisfy this conecture can
be described by an e ective Free energy functional. W e dem onstrate that the con ecture holds in a

resonant levelm odel of a m ultidead quantum dot.

PACS numbers: 73.63kv, 7210Fk, 03.65Y z, 0530d

A though the fundam ental principles of them al equi-
Ibrium were established by B olzm ann m ore than a cen—
tury ago, their generalization to the non-equilbbrium
steady state has proved elusive. The non-equilibbriim
steady state isthought tobe de ned by a set ofcharacter-
istic variables such as the current, the therm aland chem —
ical potential gradient and as such, it is expected to be
independent of the history ofhow it was prepared. This
has led to the notion that general principles should gov—
em the Instantaneous properties ofthe steady state. O ne
recurring idea is that a generalized free energy ional
m Ight apply to the non-equilbrium steady sta . Thi
was eculated by R ayleigh in the late 19th oenturyﬁ
O nsag later used his reciprocity relations to support
this con cture, but the idea has rem ained controversial
to the present day.

N on-equilbrium steady state behaviorplaysan in por-
tant role in electronic transport theory, and becom es par-
ticularly in portant I driven nano devices, such asa d.c.
biased quantum dotll Varants on Raylkigh’s approach
would be Invaluable in this new context, and m ight pro-
vide an Inportant rst step along the road to ]ﬁoﬁ:z—
m ann’s approach the non-equilbrium steady state {

Recent work on non-equilbriuim hydrodynam ics has
shown how O nsager’s reciprocity relations be gener-
alized to the non-equilbrium steady state Thism oti-
vates us to re-exam ine O nsager’s reciprociy relations in
the context ofnon-equilbrium quantum physics. By con—
sidering the history independence of the non-equilbbriuim
steady state, we are led to confcture that O nsager’s
reciprocity theorem continues within a lim ited class of
quantum variables, in the non-equilbriim steady state.
W ithin this restricted class of variables, the concept ofa
Free energy can be used to describe the steady state of
non-equilbriim quantum system s.

The lack of history dependence of the equilbrim
steady state m eans that the work done on the system by
coupling various Intemaldegrees of freedom £, @= 1;n)
to corresponding extermal \foroes"  ; (),

does not depend on the path P over which the ( ;) are
adiabatically ncrem ented to their nalvalie. Ifwe In-
crement 5 () attwodierenttinest, and y > t, we
may do i two ways, illustrated In F ig. ).
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FIG .1l. Two variations in the path P where the incre—
mentsin j attinest, and t§ > t are interchanged.

In the rstvardation () ! i) + jand 5(&) !
5 () + £ 4y, whereas in the second the variations are
reversed 45 $ V3. The second-order change In the

work done along both pathsm ust be equal, ie
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from which if follow s that
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W e can relate these functional derivatives to the corre—
soonding response functions,

hé—j(gl = iR ©AOLE € © @)

from which it follow s that

ihpy@);A;@)HE @ 2)= ihpA;A);A5@QHE @ 2): @)
T hese are the qgﬁltum generalization of O nsager’s reci-
procity relation . The relations are understood to hold
only in the long-tim e lin it corresponding to a slow adi-
abatic variation of the source temm s. O nsager identi ed
relations w ith the m icroscopic reversibility of the equa-
tions of m otion and the absence of any \arrow of tin e"
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In them alequilbbrium . T his derivation show s how reci-
procity isdirectly related to a lJack ofhistory dependence.
Since our proof m akes no reference to them al equilib-
rium , i o ers the intriguing prospect of an extension to
the non-equilbrium steady state.
To extend the discussion away from them al equilib—
rium , we consj a tiny system \S'.which may be a
quantum dotl’ , @ quantum w i , or other anall
system that is coupled to two very large baths of elec—
trons (\leads") at di erent chem ical potentials ; and
R Where 1 > . The entire coupled system is com —
pltely isolated from the outside world.
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FIG.2. The nonequilbrium steady state is obtained
by adiabatically connecting system S to two heat baths
at chem icalpotentials 1 & .

Ifwe connect S to the leadsat tine t= 0, then after an
equilbration tine 1, the system will arrive at a steady
state where a current ows from the lkft to the right-
hand lead. T his state persists fora long tine , (L) until
a substantial fraction of the additional electrons on the
kft lead have owed into the right lead. Thetine , L)

willdiverge rapidly asL ! 1 ,which pem itsustode ne
the steady state value of som e variabk X as
Mi= Im A ©i
L1

w ith the understanding that , @) >> t>> 1.

Suppose the steady state is arrived by adiabatically
tuming on an interaction H ;1 = gh; between the lads,
and by coupling source term s 5 to various quantities A 4
which are localized w thin S . Since the com bined system
is closed, when we adiabatically change these variables
the am ount of work done in reaching the steady state is
sim ply the change in the totalenergy of the system

Z

Wyeg = hh@idg® + A ©id ;:
If the work done W y g is Independent of the path by
which g and the 5 reach their nalvalues, then we can
use the previous proof to show that the corresponding
variables satisfy a quantum reciprocity relation. T he con—
verse w ill also hold true. This m otivates the \Q uantum
Recprocity Congcture":
In the non equilbrium steady state, the set
of quantum m echanical ocbservables contains
a non-trivial subset P of \protected" quan-
tum observables P = fa;j;a; :::;apng whose
correlation functions in the steady state are
nsensitive to the arrow of time, and which
consequently satisfy a quantum m echanical
analog of the O nsager reciprocity relations

ha 1);b@)1i= hbd);a @)}; @b 2P):

O f course we do not expect the reciprocity relation to
extend to allvariables, as it does In therm alequilibrium ,
because this would m ean that the arrow of tim e is com —
plktely invisble.

C onsider the retarded and advanced G reen functions
betw een protected variables,

cE™ = hRLPAOL & ©) )

where © = ( t). Snce a and b are hem itian, these
are real finctions G®*® (t) = GR™ )] ). The conc—
tured O nsager relations m ean that in the steady state,
they also satisfy

Gt t)=Giht )
®RA) ®RR)
G, ' w=G.." & t); (6)

w here the order of the subscripts and tim e variables is
inportant. fwewrteGR o )= GR @ t) i
the st relation, and then Fourier transformm , we obtain
the m ore fam iliar result

ng(! ) = Gﬁb(ﬂ

w hich m eansthat the retarded and advanced G reen func—
tions of protected variables share the sam e spectral de-
com position

Z
: dE
ciM = = A E)
. 1
whereA, €)= MW B2" @)

P rovided that the set of protected quantum variables
Includes the interaction H ; = ghy, then we can de ne an
e ective Free energy from the virtual work done W y g
In reaching the steady state. Suppose we evaluate W y g
along the two paths shown in Fig. E Since W y g is the

sam e along both paths, for an all we have
Z
. * d_go 0. 0
A(gll ) + OHI(gr + )dg
Zggz ! 0
=A@ ) + —H1 % )ad’; )
g1 g
so that
@
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w here
Z 92 ng 0
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T hus if reciprocity holds, the change In the variables fA 5g
associated w ith a change in the coupling constant g can
be evaluated asderivatives ofa single Free energy variable
F.
W e now illustrate the correctness of this concture in
a sin ple non-interacting m odel. W e consider a single
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FIG.3. Two paths for tuming on the interaction and
source tem s.

resonant level n a quantum dot carryinga D C . current
between two orm ore leads according, where the Ham i
tonian H = Hg+ H: and

X X
H o= k), cau *+ qa &d ;
& h i
Hi=J cy;kd+HC::
p3
Here = 1;N labels the leads, each one characterized

by a distinct chem icalpotential , 4 = 4 B isthe
energy ofthe localized state in the dot in am agnetic eld
B, J isthe overallcoupling constant and isa param e-
ter which sets the relative strength ofhybridization w ith
the lead. Thisi exactly solvable problem , and has
wellknown resu found by the K eldysh m ethod.
As a rst step, by com paring the retarded and ad-
vanced correlation fiinctions, we are able to explicity con—
m that the interaction, together w ith the dot m agne—
tization M and occupancy ng, ©om a set of protected
variables fH ;M ;ngg which satisfy reciprociy and for
which a Free energy finctional can be de ned.

For exam pl, to con m the relation
hHi®);n)li= hh @&@);H 1 &)1 (10)
we com pare the retarded and advanced G reen fiinctions:
X Z
d
Gim ()=Tr T — Baa ()1)Ge o ( + 1)
i
+ Gy () E1)Gaay ( + 1) 11)
and
X Z d
Ga,n(1)=Tr J >~ Bea ( + 1) E1)Gaar ()
i
+Gaar ( + 1) E1Gy () 2 (12)

where the G4 to the Larkin-O vchinikov m atrix
G reens functio between electron eldsa and b and
the trace is over K eldysh indices. By writing these ex—
pressions out explicity, we are able to explicitly con m
that they are related by com plex conjigation, G E )=
A _(1)], from which reciprocity between nq and H 1

Hin

holds. A sin ilarm ethod enables us to check that

hH: )M &)li=hM @);Hr &)]i: 13)

T he correlation function between M and ng identically
vanishes, trivially satisfying reciprociy.

W enow con m thatan e ective Free energy correctly
determm ines the occupancies and m agnetization. T he ex—
pectation value of the interaction energy determ ined by
the equaltin e K eldysh G reen fiinctionsbetw een the con—
duction and dot electron, given by

X ol

Mqi=J (1y+ G¥

c av
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A fter Integrating over the coupling constant we obtain
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where = (@ )?.Theexpectation value of Iocal

state occupancy ng and m agnetization M are then

. @ F.
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w here the constant termm s gives the 1im iting value of the
occupancy and m agnetization when J ! 0. We can x

these constants by using the condiion thatlmgi! 1 and
Mi! Oas ! 1 .which gives
_ X 2 1 4 + i
hhgi= 1+ —Im -+ — ;
) 2 2 iT
. X2 1 4+ B + i
M i= — Im - : 16)
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FIG .4. D istrbution function ofng as a function of 4.
1 =1, .= 1, 1= 075, = 025, = 001, and
T = 0:001.

Both results can be independently con m ed by direct
calculation from the Keldysh G reen functions. It is re—
m arkable that the derivative ofa single Free energy fiinc—
tionalreproduces the resultsoftw o separate K eldysh cal-
culations, even though a D C . current is ow ing through



the dot. It is interesting to see that even at the zero
coupling lim i, the occupancy and m agnetization of the
\dot" a non-them alized form , and depends on the ra—
tiosbetween hybridization . Thenon-them alfiinction
ng ( g) is rem iniscent e occupancy observed In quan-—
tum w ire experin entskd H ere the param eters ; play the
sim ilar role of distances betw een the m easured point and
Jleads in the experim ent.
Tt is instructive to exam ine the the m agnetization in
the two—-lead case which for zero tem perature is
2 2 2
B; )= 2Bt *Vo) @
(B V)yE+ 2)(B+V)P+ 2

whilst for ! 0,

1 B+V B

4T 2T 2T

In both lm is, the bias voltage dram atically reduces the
susceptbility and at a nite voltage the T = 0 mag—
netic suscgptbility in the lim it of J ! 0 is always zero.
Non them alm agnetizations of this kind have recently
obtained In the zero ozﬁr agnetic susceptibility calcu—
lation for quantum do {@. Can we extend the set of
\protected" variables to include other quantities of inter-
est, such as the current or the spin current? The answer
appears to be \no". W hen we directly com pare the re—
tarded and advanced correlators involring any operator
that Involves the lead electrons, other than H;,we nd
that they are not com plex conjigates. Thism eans that
we can not change the ratio of the couplings aswe
tum on the interaction, for to do this would be to In—
troduce new variables which do not satisfy the O nsager
reciprocity relation with hr.

T he validity ofour concture in m ore com plex system s
isan open issue. W e can not prove that reciprociy is sta—
bl against the presence of interactions w ithin the dot,
but we have circum stantial support for this idea. The
abovem ethods can be used in the largeN 1lim it ofthe In—

nite U Anderson m odelto exam Ine how them ean— eld
equations evolve away from equilbrium . W e have also
com pared the local susceptibility n the non-equilborium
K ondo problem obtained using the reciprociy ecture
w ith that obtained using M a prana technigestd An in—
teresting recurring feature of these calculations, is the
appearance of non-them al distrbution functions in the
Iim it that the coupling w ith the leads is taken to zero. In
Interacting system s, these lin iting distrdbution functions
w ill need need to be com puted selfconsistently from the
lim ting form of the D yson equgkjon, before the change
In Free energy can be com puted

In conclusion, we have exam ined the idea that the
principle of virtual work can be extended to the non-
equilbriim steady state of quantum system s. This has
led us to confcture the existence of a class of steady
state variables w hich satisfy the quantum generalization
of O nsager’s reciprocity relation out of equilbriim . If
this concture holds, then the notion of a free energy

2 v
+ sech® —— : (18)

can be extended to the quantum non-equilbrium steady
state, pem iting the expectation valies of steady state
variables to be com puted as derivatives of a free energy
functional. T his idea works for the sin plest possble ex—
am ple, and leaves open the possibility that it will apply
to m ore com plex and interesting interacting situations.
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