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Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid w ith reservoirs in a m ulti-term inalgeom etry.

K -V Pham ,F.Pi�echon,K -IIm ura,P.Lederer.

Laboratoire de Physique des Solides,Bât. 510,CNRS,universit�e Paris-sud,91405 O rsay,France

W e propose a form alism which usesboundary conditionsim posed on the Luttingerliquid (LL)

to describethetransportpropertiesofa LL coupled to reservoirs.Thevariousboundary conditions

com pletely determ ine linear transport in the joint system reservoirs+ LL. As an illustration we

consideran exactlysolvablem icroscopicm odelin am ulti-term inalgeom etry forwhich such boundary

conditionscan be explicitly derived;in thism odeltheLandauer-B�uttikerform alism fails:ifitwere

valid,the relation between the conductance m atrix elem ents and the reection and transm ission

coe�cientscould yield negative probabilities. W e then apply ourform alism to a discussion ofshot

noise through an im purity in a LL connected to two reservoirs.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

ForFerm iliquidscoupledtom anyreservoirleadslinear

transportpropertiescan be described by the Landauer-

B�uttikerform alism whosekey idea isto relatetransport

properties ofeach single electron at the Ferm ilevelto

som etransm ission and reection probabilitiesthatchar-

acterize the scattering properties of electrons1;2. The

Landauer-B�uttiker form alism states that the conduc-

tance m atrix elem ents G np de�ned for each conducting

channelby in =
P

p
G npVp (where in and Vp arerespec-

tively thecurrentinjected by reservoirn and thevoltage

ofreservoirp)are related to the transm ission (Tnp)and

reection (R n)probabilitiesofsingleelectron:

G nn = e
2

h
(1� R n) (1)

G np = � e
2

h
Tnp: (2)

Therefore: (i) G nn > 0 and G np < 0 and both are

bounded by e2=h; (ii) in the absence ofany backscat-

tering G nn hasa �nite universalvalue G 0 = e2=h which

leadsin a two-term inalgeom etry to theso-called univer-

salcontact resistance that reects the (inelastic) relax-

ation processofeach electron thatleavesthesam pleand

entersa given reservoir.

Forstrongly correlated electronic system ssuch asthe

LuttingerLiquid (LL)the single particle scattering m a-

trix approach essentialto theLandauer-B�uttikerform al-

ism becom es inadequate because in a LL the single-

particle G reen function has no quasiparticle pole which

m eansthatelectronsdo notpropagate3.

Nevertheless, the Landauer-B�uttiker form alism has

been widely used to interpret recent two and m ulti-

term inal linear transport m easurem ents4{6 on physi-

cal system s that are believed to be good exam ples of

LL7;8. M ore precisely severalexperim ents on quantum

wiresfabricated by cleaved edge overgrowth found two-

term inalconductance plateaux at nonuniversalvalues:

G = 0:8,0:85,0:95 and as low as 0:45 in units ofthe

quantum ofconductanceG 0 (perchannel)
7.In Ref.5 re-

sultsfora threeterm inalgeom etry arealso reported and

show thatR n 6= 0ifinterpreted in theLandauer-B�uttiker

fram e.Assum ingthen thatelectronsin thewirearenon-

interacting these values can be understood by invoking

som e backscattering due to the coupling ofthe ballistic

wire to the two-dim ensionalreservoirs5. Sim ilarly indi-

vidualsingle wallcarbon nanotubeswere found with ei-

thera two-term inalconductance G = G 0
6 butalso with

G � 0:5� 0:6G 0
9.

Ifone believes that quantum wires and carbon nan-

otubes constitute realizations ofthe LL the interpreta-

tion ofthese non universalohm ic conductance plateaux

posesa seriousproblem in two respects:(i)ifthesm aller

conductances are interpreted as resulting from som e

backscattering (in agreem ent with a Landauer-B�uttiker

interpretation) then this is contradictory to the expec-

tation thatin a LL backscattering should lead to power

law (non-ohm ic)corrections;(ii)m oreoverin the fram e-

work ofthe LL theory severalearliertheoreticalpapers

found thatthetwo-term inalconductanceofa LL should

be una�ected by the interactionsand stick to a univer-

salvalue G 0 yielding the sam e contact resistance as in

non-interacting system s10.

Actually a theoreticalanalysisofthe transportprop-

ertiesofaLL in am ulti-term inalgeom etry hasnotreally

been developped.

In this paper we develop a form alism to describe the

linear transport properties ofa LL coupled to an arbi-

trary num berofelectrodes,which play theroleofcharge

reservoirsfortheLL.Instead ofafull-edged m icroscopic

approach which is obviously unassailable we propose a

form alism in which the coupling ofa LL to reservoirs

is taken into account by considering a LL subjected to

boundary conditions. O ur approach generalizes several

earlier papers which take a sim ilar stand for the m od-

elling ofa coupled system 11{15.

O ur basic idea is as follows: (i) we observe that in a

LL a chiraldecoupling occurs,i.e.each chirality isinde-

pendentoftheotherand isresponsibleforthetransport

ofcurrent in one direction,and therefore the transport

propertiesarecom pletely speci�ed by theassociated chi-

ralchem icalpotentials. (ii)Im posing linearrelationsto

the term inalvoltagesdeterm inesthe valuesofthese chi-
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ralpotentials:each setofrelation can therefore be seen

asa setofboundary conditionsim posed on the LL.W e

considerthateach setofboundary conditionscharacter-

izes som e kind ofcoupling ofthe electrodes to the LL.

In otherwordsasfarasthe transportpropertiesare con-

cerned we view a given set ofboundary conditions as

corresponding to a universality class for the totalsys-

tem consisting ofboth the LL and the electrodes. That

form alism isexplained in section 2.

To substantiate our views we consider in section 3

an exactly solvablem odelofstrongly correlated ferm ions

coupled to an arbitrary num ber of term inals and for

which such boundary conditionscan be derived explicitly.

W e �nd thatin the toy m odelofsection 3 the signsof

theconductancem atrixelem entsarenot�xed:ifwewere

to de�ne reection and transm ission coe�cientsR n and

Tnp through equations(1,2)wewould getnegativeproba-

bilities.Thattheprobabilisticview oftransportgiven by

the Landauer-B�uttikerform alism failsishardly surpris-

ing:transportin aLL isnotensured byelectrons(orLan-

dau quasiparticles)butby fractionalexcitationsakin to

thoseofthe FractionalQ uantum HallE�ect(FQ HE)16.

In section 4 wespecializeto thetwo-term inalgeom e-

try.W eshow thattheboundaryconditionsareequivalent

in thatgeom etry to specifying contactresistancesatthe

sourceand the drain.W e explain how ourform alism al-

lowsusto classify earliertheories:theoriesyield distinct

conductancesbecausethey belong to di�erentuniversal-

ity classes and correspond to distinct boundary condi-

tions. W e then consider a LL with an im purity which

providessom e backscattering within the system butnot

atthetwo contacts.W ethen discussim plicationsofour

form alism in section 5 for the various theories ofshot

noisethrough a singleim purity in a LL.

II.B O U N D A R Y C O N D IT IO N S IN A

M U LT I-T ER M IN A L G EO M ET R Y .

A .C hiralchem icalpotentials for the LL.

W e considerthe standard LL ham iltonian density:

H = �h
u

2

h

K
� 1 (@x�)

2
+ K � 2

i

(3)

wherewehaveintroduced thestandard phase�eld � re-

lated totheelectron density by:��(x;t)= @x�=
p
� ,and

itsconjugatecanonicalm om entum �.W ealso introduce

the chiraldensities:

�� =
1

2
p
�
(@x�� K �): (4)

It is easy to check that these densities are indeed chi-

raland to show thatthey are related to the densitiesof

electronsatthe rightand leftFerm ipointsby:

�
�+
��

�

= Q [K ]

�
�0+
�0
�

�

; (5)

where:

Q [a]=
1

2

�
1+ a 1� a

1� a 1+ a

�

: (6)

In term softhese chiralvariablesthe LL ham iltonian is

com pletely decoupled into two chiralham iltonians.Cur-

rentwillthen be induced in the LL by adding conjugate

variablesto H :

�H = � �+ �+ � �� �� (7)

which de�nes chiralchem icalpotentials;as usualwhen

de�ning chem icalpotentials they correspond to the en-

ergy needed forthe creation ofa unitparticle ofa given

chirality within the LL (Q � =
R
dx �� = 1). They are

not de�ned as the reservoir chem icalpotentials. M ini-

m ization ofthe ham iltonian leadseasily to the relation:

I =
K e

h
(�+ � �� ): (8)

Thereforethetwo-term inalconductanceofa LL asm ea-

sured againstthese chiralchem icalpotentialsis:

G K =
Ie

�+ � ��
= K

e2

h
: (9)

Iiiscrucialto realize thatthe experim entally m easured

conductance G 2t =
Ie

�S � �D
and G K need notbe identi-

cal. The chiralchem icalpotentials(associated with the

quasiparticlesdriving the currentin the LL)willindeed

usually di�erfrom the reservoirchem icalpotentials.

B .B oundary conditions.

W e now consider N term inals at respective voltages

Vn. The geom etry is indi�erent and is either that ofa

loop orthatofarod (seeFigures1and 2).Duetocurrent

injection ateach term inalthe chiralchem icalpotentials

m ay changetheirvaluesacrossthem :accordinglyweadd

indicesso that�+n and ��n are on the leftofterm inaln

and change to �
+

n+ 1 and �
�

n+ 1 on the rightofthe sam e

term inal. Depending on the geom etry for N term inals

therewill2N or2N � 2 chiralchem icalpotentials.

�
+

n =
X

p

a
p
n eVp (10)

�
�

n =
X

p

b
p
n eVp (11)

The Ferm ienergy ofthe LL istaken asthe origin ofthe

voltages.Theseequationssim ply expressan equilibrium

condition forthechem icalpotentialsoftheLL with those

ofthereservoirs.O urpointofview isthereforein asense

a therm odynam icalone.
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Thejointsystem (LL+ electrodes)isthereforereduced

to an isolated LL (i.e.with noelectrodes)on which these

boundary condtionsareim posed.Theadvantageofsuch

an approach isthatitavoidsthecom plicationsofm icro-

scopics. To borrow the language ofthe renorm alization

group weview theboundary conditionsascharacterizing

universality classesofthe system (LL+ electrodes). Any

set of boundary conditions labels a �xed point of the

jointsystem and com pletely determ ineslineartransport

aswillbe shown below.

SinceeVp isthechem icalpotentialofreservoirpcharge

conservation resultstrivially in:

1=
X

p

a
p
n =

X

p

b
p
n: (12)

Thecurrentinjected ateach term inalissim ply thedi�er-

ence between the currentcirculating on the rightofthe

term inaland the currenton the leftofit:

in = K
e

h

��
�
+

n+ 1 � �
�

n+ 1

�
�
�
�
+

n � �
�

n

��
: (13)

Taking into account the boundary conditions eq.(10)

leadsto:

G nn = K e
2

h

�
ann+ 1 � ann + bnn � bnn+ 1

�
(14)

G np = K e
2

h

�
a
p

n+ 1 � apn + bpn � b
p

n+ 1

�
: (15)

It is trivial to check that the following identities are

obeyed:

X

p

G np = 0 (16)

X

p

G pn = 0: (17)

The �rst identity im plem ents the fact that the origin

ofpotentials isarbitrary (gauge invariance);the second

identity isjustcurrentconservation.

The requirem ent that O nsager-Casim ir relations and

positivesem ide�nitenessoftheconductancem atrix (this

ensuresdissipation ofenergy)be realized evidently puts

furtherconstraintson thecoe�cientsa p
n and bpn (such as

positivity ofthe diagonalelem entsG nn)butwewillnot

usethem in thispaper.

These boundary conditions can then be straightfor-

wardlygeneralizedtothecaseofseveralconductingchan-

nelsasin carbon nanotubes.

III.A M U LT I-T ER M IN A L M O D EL.

W eintroducein thispartam odelderived from oneini-

tially proposed by Cham on and Fradkin fortheFQ HE17.

Them odelconsistsin a chiralLuttingerliquid in contact

with N reservoirs through point contacts in the strong

coupling lim it (no backscattering at the contact) (see

Figure 3). W e willshow that our boundary conditions

form alism can be explicitly derived for this m odel of

strongly correlated electrons;m oreoverweshow thatthe

conductancem atrix elem entscan surprisingly havesigns

forbidden in the Landauer-B�uttikerform alism .

A .Som e usefulprelim inaries.

W ereview �rstrelevantresultsforthelagrangian ofa

chiralLL coupled to a singlereservoir17:

L = Ledge + Lreservoir + Ltunnel (18)

Ledge =
1

4�
@x’ (@t� u@x’) (19)

Ltunnel= ��(x)ei
e�V t

�h 	 +

edge
(x;t)	 reservoir + h:c: (20)

Thelagrangianforthereservoiristaken tobethatoffree

chiralelectrons:theelectronsarechiralbecausefreeelec-

tronson ahalf-linearetantam ounttofreechiralelectrons

on a fullline. �V = V reservoir � V in
edge is the potential

di�erence between the reservoirand the incom ing edge

electrons.Theedgeelectron operatoris:	 edge = e
� i 1

p
�
’

where� = 1

2n+ 1
isthe Q uantum Hallstate �lling factor.

In thestrong coupling lim it,thetunneling currentcan

then be shown to be:

itunnel=
2�

� + 1

e2

h

�
Vreservoir � V

in
edge

�
(21)

which can also beexpressed in term softhechem icalpo-

tentialV out
edge

afterthe tunneling event:

itunnel= �
e2

h

�
V
out
edge � V

in
edge

�
: (22)

Thatexpression forthe tunneling currentisvalid atthe

strong coupling �xed point (� = 1 ): therefore trans-

m ission is always perfect with no backscattering at the

contact. Away from the �xed point (at �nite �),there

would beacontribution duetobackscatteringwhich van-

ishesas 1

�K �V
2(K � 1).In ourm odelwe willalso work in

thisohm ic lim itofno backscattering.

Cham on and Fradkin then consider N R such tunnel

point contacts,each at the sam e potentialVreservoir =

VD and then N L sim ilarpointcontactsatthe potential

Vreservoir = VS. In this way,they m odelize a quantum

Hallbar at �lling � with two 2D reservoirs on the left

and at the right ofthe sam ple,which are connected to

theHallbarthrough respectively N L and N R pointcon-

tacts.An assum ption underlying thism odelistherefore

thatthepointcontactsareincoherent,i.e.each tunneling

ateach pointcontactcan beconsidered independently of

the otherpointcontacts.The two-term inalconductance

can then beeasily extracted and dependson thenum ber

ofcontacts N R and N L ;in particular the conductance

di�ersin generalfrom G 0 =
e
2

h
:
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G (N L ;N R )= �
e2

h

�

1�

�
�� 1

�+ 1

�N L

��

1�

�
�� 1

�+ 1

�N R

�

�

1�

�
�� 1

�+ 1

�N R + N L

� :

(23)

B .A toy m odel.

W eturn now to ourm odel:itconsistsin a chiralLut-

tinger liquid with Luttinger param eter � = 1=(2n + 1)

in a circle geom etry with N term inals(Figure 3). That

problem iseasily solved by observing thatitisa general-

ization ofCham on and Fradkin m odelfound by allowing

each ofN pointcontactsto havedistinctpotentials.The

n � th term inalhaspotentialVn,and dueto thecurrent

in which tunnelsthrough itthechem icalpotentialofthe

chiralLL israised from �n to �n+ 1.Theassociated tun-

nellagrangian Ln
tunnel isexactly sim ilarto Ltunnel given

abovein eq.(18),exceptforwith thelocation ofthetun-

neling center.

Let us focus on the n � th term inal;using equations

(21,22);the currentin is:

in =
2�

� + 1

e

h
(eVn � �n); (24)

= �
e

h
(�n+ 1 � �n): (25)

Thisyieldsthe relation:

�n+ 1 = ��n + (1� �)eVn (26)

where� = �� 1

�+ 1
.Sincewework on a circlewith N term i-

nals:�N + 1 = �1;wethen deducethateach potential�n
can becom pletely expressed in term softhepotentialsof

allthe term inals:

�n =
(1� �)�n� 1

1� �N

"
n� 1X

p= 1

eVp

�p
+ �

N

NX

p= n

eVp

�p

#

: (27)

According to eq.(25),thecurrentinjected by then� th

term inalin = G nnVn +
P

p6= n
G npVp yieldsthe conduc-

tancem atrix:

G nn =
e
2

h

(1+ �)(1� �
N � 1

)

1� � N (28)

G np = � e
2

h

(1� �
2
)�

d(n ;p)� 1

1� � N ;n 6= p (29)

where d(n;p)= n � p forn > p,ord(n;p)= N + n � p

forn < p.

Severalpointsarequite noteworthy:

(1) The boundary conditions described in section 2

areim plem ented exactly by eq.(27)with thecoe�cients:

a
p
n =

(1� �)�
d(n ;p)� 1

1� � N ;n 6= p (30)

a
n
n =

(1� �)�
N � 1

1� � N ; (31)

(2)In thescattering approach theconductancem atrix

isdirectly related to probabilitiesofreection and trans-

m ission through:G nn =
e
2

h
(1� R n)and G np = � e

2

h
Tnp.

ThereforeG nn isapositivenum berwhileG np isnegative.

Howeverin ourm odelG np can be positive depending on

thevalueofd(n;p).M orepreciselyG n;p and G n;p+ 1 have

alternatingsigns:thism eansthateven ifelectrodespand

p+ 1 havethesam epotentialcurrentsissued from them

are owing in opposite directions to electrode n. This

would havebeen im possiblefornon-interactingelectrons.

(3)Currentconservation and gaugeinvarianceareim -

plem ented since:
P

p
G pn = 0=

P

p
G np.

(4) The quantity
P

n;p
VnVpG np is always positive,

which ensuresdissipation ofenergy.

Proof:Itisequivalenttoshow that
P

n;p
VnVp

1

2
(G np+

G pn)� 0.Itisenough forthatpurposeto show thatthe

eigenvaluesofthe m atrix 1

2
(G np + G pn)are allpositive.

But 1

2
(G np + G pn) is a circulant m atrix,i.e. a square

m atrix whoserowsareobtained by displacing them atrix

elem ents ofthe �rst row by one colum n. For a circu-

lantm atrix whose�rstrow is(a1;::;aN )thek = 1;:::;N

eigenvaluesareequalto P (rk)whererk = exp i2�k

N
isone

ofthe N th roots ofunity and the polynom ialP (X ) =
P N � 1

p= 0
ap+ 1X

p. For the m atrix 1

2
(G np + G pn) the �rst

row (a1;::;aN )isgiven by:

a1 = G 11 =
e
2

h

(1+ �)(1� �
N � 1

)

1� � N ;

ai =
1

2
(G 1i+ G i1)= � e

2

h

(1� �
2
)

1� � N

�
�
i� 2

+ �
N � i

2

�

;i> 1:

Thereforethe eigenvaluesaregiven by:

P (rk)=
(1+ �)2(1� cos2�k

N
)

(1+ �2 � 2�cos2�k

N
)
� 0:

Q ED.

O neeigenvaluevanishes(P (r0)= 0);itcorrespondsto

the eigenvector(V1;::;VN )= (1;::;1)which im plem ents

gaugeinvariance(sincetheorigin ofvoltagesisarbitrary

no currentcan ow ifallvoltagesareequal).

(5)ItiseasytocheckthatO nsager-Casim irreciprocity

relations are obeyed in this m odel: G np(� = ��0) =

G pn(� = � ��0). Since a m agnetic �eld is present,un-

dertim e-reversalonem ustreverseitssign,which im plies

that� ischanged into 1=�.O nsager-Casim irreciprocity

then followsim m ediately from eq.(28-29).)

(6)An interesting test-case ofourm odelwould be an

experim entalsetup with aFQ HE diskforwhich thenum -

berofterm inalscan bechanged easily;whatweenvision

is at �rst an experim entalcon�guration with ofcourse

few quantum point contacts (at least three in order to

observethealternation ofsignsofnon-diagonalelem ents

ofthe conductance m atrix),which are tuned through a

gatevoltage,so thatthepointcontactsm ay beadded or

rem oved atwill.
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IV .B O U N D A R Y C O N D IT IO N S FO R A LL IN A

T W O -T ER M IN A L G EO M ET R Y .

A .B oundary conditions

Asan illustration ofourform alism weconsiderthesim -

plestcase ofa two-term inalgeom etry with a sourceand

a drain atvoltagesVS and VD (see Figure4).

W e takeasa boundary condition the relation:

�
�+
��

�

= A

�
eVS
eVD

�

(32)

wherethe m atrix A is:

A =

�
aS aD

bS bD

�

and where conservation ofthe num ber ofparticles im -

poses aS + aD = 1 = bS + bD . The param eter space

is therefore two-dim ensional. The conductance m atrix

thereforeis:

�
G SS G SD

G D S G D D

�

= K e
2

h
(aS � bS)

�
1 � 1

� 1 1

�

:

Thereforethetwo-term inalconductanceG 2t =
I

VS � VD
=

iS
VS � VD

is:

G 2t = G SS = K
e2

h
(aS � b

S)= G K detA (33)

where the intrinsic conductance of the LL is G K =
Ie

�+ � ��

= K e
2

h
(see section 2). Since the two-term inal

conductancedependson thedi�erence(aS � bS)= detA

distinct boundary conditions or distinct coupling be-

tween the reservoirs and the LL can lead to the sam e

two-term inalconductance value. In contrasta given set

ofthe boundary conditionsspeci�es unam biguously the

conductancevalue.Ifthetwo term inalsarecoupled in a

sym m etricm annertotheLL onehasafurthercondition:

aS = bD . The param eterspace isthen one-dim ensional

and G = K e
2

h
(2aS � 1).

B .C ontact resistances.

The LL hasm ean chem icalpotential� =
�+ + ��

2
;but

the reservoirs have potentials eVS and eVD . Therefore

there isa discontinuity between the chem icalpotentials

ofthe reservoirsand the LL.In the standard Landauer-

Buttikerpicture ofthe contactresistance,the latterre-

sults precisely from such a discontinuity at the bound-

aries ofeach reservoir18: on a length equalto the in-

elasticscattering length ofeach reservoircollisionsbring

backtheenergyofeach particlecom ingfrom them etalto

thatofthe reservoir.In ourcase,itfollowsim m ediately

from the boundary conditionsthat:

eVS � � = 2� a
S
� b

S

2
(eVS � eVD )=

h

2K e

2� aS � bS

(aS � bS)
I (34)

� � eVD = a
S
+ b

S

2
(eVS � eVD ) =

h

2K e

aS + bS

(aS � bS)
I

which showsthattherearetwo contactresistances:

R S = R K

2

2� a
S
� b

S

(aS � bS )

R D = R K

2

(a
S
+ b

S
)

(aS � bS )

wheretheintrinsicresistanceoftheLL issim ply:R K =

1=G K .Theseexpressionsalsoshow thatthetwoterm inal

conductanceisobtained from a seriesaddition law ofthe

twocontactresistances:R S + R D = h

K e2
1

(aS � bS )
= R 2t(=

1

G 2t
).Thisim pliesthatourboundaryconditionsincorpo-

rate an assum ption ofincoherence between the contacts.

The above two equalitieseq.(34)are com pletely equiva-

lenttotheboundary conditions.Thetwodegreesoffree-

dom in the boundary conditions sim ply reect the fact

that there are two contact resistances. In the two ter-

m inalgeom etry we m ay therefore rewrite the boundary

conditionsm atrix A in term softhe contactresistances:

A =
1

(R S + R D )

�
R c
K + R D � R c

K + R S

� R c
K + R D R c

K + R S

�

; (35)

wherewehavede�ned an intrinsiccontactresistanceas:

R c
K = 1

2G K
= 1

2K G 0
.

Rewriting eq.(34)in term s ofthe chem icalpotentials

leadsto an expression equivalentto theboundary condi-

tion expressed by eq.(35):

eVS � � = R SIe= R SG 2t(eVS � eVD ) (36)

� � eVD = R D Ie= R D G 2t(eVS � eVD )

C .C ham on and Fradkin m odel.

In the Cham on-Fradkin m odela Hallbarhastwo ter-

m inalson itsleftand on itsright17.ThereareN R (resp.

N L)pointcontactsattherightand leftterm inals.O n the

upperand loweredgesthere are chiralLuttingerliquids

owing in opposite directions. However the sum ofthe

chiralham iltonians for each chiraledge is exactly iden-

ticalto thatofa non-chiralLL with param eter K = �.

Through ourphenom enologicalform alism ,thisallowsus

to describeCham on and Fradkin m icroscopicm odelofa

chiralLL asa non-chiralLL butwith peculiarboundary

conditions. Ifwe m ake the reasonable assum ption that

the contact resistances R S and R D depend on N L and

N R respectively (and noton both N L and N R ),thereisa

singleboundary condition correspondingto Cham on and

Fradkin m odel. G iven the two-term inalconductance in

eq.(23)we�nd the boundary conditionsin eq.(35)with:
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1

2R D

= �
e2

h

�

1�

�
�� 1

�+ 1

�N R

� 2

�

1�

�
�� 1

�+ 1

�2N R

� (37)

1

2R S

= �
e2

h

�

1�

�
�� 1

�+ 1

�N L

� 2

�

1�

�
�� 1

�+ 1

�2N L

� (38)

This proves that for a non-chiralLL connected to two

reservoirs it is perfectly possible theoretically to have

non-trivialcontactresistances(di�erentfrom 1

2G 0
).The

contactresistance 1

2G 0
isretrieved forN R = N L = 1.

D .C om parison w ith earlier theories.

Letusnow discussearliertheoriesofthetwo-term inal

conductance and show that the di�erences between

their predicted values ofG 2t can be com pletely under-

stood within our boundary condition form alism . The

di�erences stem from the hypotheses these theories

m ake,im plying di�erentboundary conditionsand there-

fore di�erent universality classes for the joint system

LL+ electrodes.

1. Boundary conditions corresponding to G 2t = K e
2
=h:

Initially the conductance of the LL was thought

to be G 2t = K e2=h following the response function

calculation3. Such calculation im plicitly assum esan in-

version sym m etry between sourceand drain.Com paring

thisconductancevaluewith ourcom putationsshowsthat

R S = R D = R c
K .G oingback totheboundary conditions

equationsyieldsthe universality class:

�
�+
��

�

=

�
eVS
eVD

�

: (39)

Thisallowsa physicalinterpretation ofthetwo-term inal

conductance G 2t = K e2=h forsym etric electrodes: the

conductancewillbeequalto theLuttingerliquid param -

eter whenever there is an equilibrium between a given

reservoirand oneofthetwo chiralitieswithin theLL.In

otherwordsthecurrentinjected byeach electrodeiscom -

pletely chiral. Such boundary conditionsare realized in

theFQ HE:one�ndsindeed a two-term inalconductance

G 2t = K e2=h fora �lling fraction K which corresponds

to a LL with param eter K . It is also easy to show

thateq.(39)isrealized in theFQ HE forchiraledges.In-

deed the chiralcurrents i� = K e

h
�� can be shown by

using linearresponse to be also equalto i� = K e

h
�S=D

which then im pliesim m ediately eq.(39).Such a conduc-

tancecan also be recovered fora non-chiralLL by using

a K ubo form ula where it is assum ed that an external

�eld E 0 applied on a length L creates a voltage drop

� E 0L = eVSD = eVS � eVD = �+ � �� . In our for-

m alism thespeci�cation oftheexternalelectrical�eld as

E 0 = �
�+ � ��

L
is then understood as im plying an equi-

librium between the reservoirsand a chirality oftheLL.

Butm ore generally thisneedn’tbe the case and a m ore

generallinear relation between E 0 and �+ � �� m ight

hold,leading to another value ofthe two-term inalcon-

ductance.

As isclearfrom ourform alism in absence ofsym etry

between sourceand drain the two term inalconductance

value G 2t = K e2=h can be obtained from any boundary

conditionssuch thatR S + R D = 2R c
K .

2. Boundary conditions corresponding to G 2t = e
2
=h:

As we have already m entionned in the introduc-

tion m any other theoreticalapproaches predict a non-

renorm alized conductance value G 2t = G 0 = e2=h per

channel(these calculationsalso im plicitly assum ea m ir-

rorsym etry between sourceand drain sothatR S = R D ).

ThisshowsthatR S = R D = 1

2G 0
sothatthecorrespond-

ing boundary conditions can be written in term ofthe

m atrix Q [x]de�ned in eq.(6)ofsection 2:

�
�+

��

�

= Q [K � 1]

�
eVS

eVD

�

: (40)

or

�
eVS

eVD

�

= Q [K ]

�
�+

��

�

: (41)

Besidesfortheinhom ogeneousLL m odel(aLL forwhich

theLL param eterK (x)varieswith position,K (0< x <

L) = K and K (x) = 1 otherwise) by using continuity

equations for the phase �elds across the boundaries it

can be explicitly shown that2:

�
eVS
eVD

�

=

�
�0+
�0
�

�

; (42)

where �0
�

= @H

@N 0

�

are the chiral potentials for non-

interacting electrons,thatisifK = 1 (N 0
�
isthenum ber

offerm ions at the right or left Ferm ipoints). But this

can bereexpressed in term softhechiralchem icalpoten-

tialsby noting thatthechiraldensitiesarerelated to the

left or rightm oving ferm ions densities by eq.(5),which

resultsin

�
�0+
�0
�

�

= Q [K ]

�
�+
��

�

: (43)

Using theeq.(42,43)leadsim m ediatlely to ourboundary

conditionseq.(41).

Forcom pleteness,letusm ention severalpaperswhich

havealreadydevelopped anarrowerboundary conditions
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point of view to describe linear transport of LL in a

two-term inalgeom etry. Frhlich et al. im plicitly con-

sidered the boundary conditions

�
eVS
eVD

�

=

�
�0+
�0
�

�

or

�
eVS

eVD

�

=

�
�+

��

�

fora LL and fora chiralLL forthe

FQ HE in reference11;these aresubcasesofourown for-

m alism . Eggeret al. then discussed so-called radiative

boundary conditionsfortheLL12,and B�uttikeretal.de-

rived a sim ilarboundary condition later13. Sa� showed

�nally in14 that the boundary conditions of12;13 are all

equivalent to

�
eVS
eVD

�

=

�
�0+
�0
�

�

. Therefore allthese

approachesboildown within ourform alism to choosing

oneparticularboundary condition.

3. O ther boundary conditions?

W ithin our form alism ,earlier theories correspond to

two particular boundary conditions leading either to

G = K e2=h or to G = e2=h. But as discussed in the

introduction experim entalevidenceon carbon nanotubes

and quantum wiresyield conductanceplateaux atvalues

which di�erfrom G = G 0 perchannel
4;7;5;9.

The case ofquantum wires fabricated by the cleaved

edge overgrowth technique is quite noteworthy: on the

one hand evidence pointstowardsa LL physics7;on the

otherhand Landauerscattering approach is used to in-

terpret conductance m easurem ents in5. Yet Landauer-

B�uttikerform alism isinvalid in thatcontextofstrongly

correlated electrons!O urform alism resolvesthe tension

because itincludesa theory oflineartransportwhich is

independentofLandauerscattering approach,while be-

ing applicableto the LL.

W hetherm oregeneralboundary conditionsthan those

im plicitin earliertheoriesarerealized m ustbesettled by

experim ents.Butweobserve�rstlythattheCham on and

Fradkin m odelfortwo chiraledgescan beinterpreted as

anon-chiralLL connected (albeitin avery peculiarm an-

ner)to twolargereservoirs;thism odelthen yieldsa con-

ductanceG 6= G 0:thisim pliesthatatleasttheoretically

there isno groundsfora no-go theorem preventing two-

term inalconductance plateaux at values distinct from

the quantum ofconductance. Secondly itisnoteworthy

thatin theinhom ogeneousLL m odelwhich fallsinto the

classofboundarycondition

�
eVS
eVD

�

=

�
�0+
�0
�

�

injection

ofcurrentfrom thereservoirsto theLL isdonethrough a

single pointcontact. Butexperim entally both quantum

wires and carbon nanotubes have a large area in con-

tactwith the reservoirs:whetherone can safely assum e

that there is a single tunneling point contact is there-

fore extrem ely doubtful. Ititthen perfectly conceivable

thatotherboundary conditionsthan

�
eVS
eVD

�

=

�
�0+
�0
�

�

m aybevalid,leadingthereforetoaconductanceG 6= G 0.

The quantum wire orindividualsingle wallcarbon nan-

otubesexperim ents�nding conductancesunquantized at

G 0 m ay therefore be explainable using interacting elec-

tronswithin ourform alism .

Thevariety ofboundary conditionsreectssim ply the

natureoftheequilibrium achieved between thereservoirs

and the LL:the chem icalpotentialsofthe charge carri-

ers within the LL (i.e. the chiralchem icalpotentials)

need notbeidenticalwith thoseofthechargereservoirs.

O nlyforsym etriccouplingoftheelectrodesand ifaS = 1

doesone �nd thateVS = �+ and eVD = �� : K ane and

Fisher calculations fallinto that class. That boundary

condition is naturalfor the FQ HE because it is sensi-

ble forthe chem icalpotentialsofthe reservoirsto be in

equilibrium with those ofthe charge carriers,since the

contact region between the FQ HE condensate and the

reservoirsislarge.Howeverasshown m icroscopically by

Cham on etal.17,ifthecontactwith thereservoirsisnot

perfect(e.g.agranularitylim itsthenum beroftunneling

points),such an equilibrium m ay notbe achieved.

V .T W O -T ER M IN A L G EO M ET R Y W IT H A N

IM P U R IT Y .

A .N ew boundary conditions.

W e now inserta weak localim purity in the wire:

V = u�(x)(	
+

R
	 L + h:c:): (44)

A currentwillthereforebebackscattered and thepoten-

tials need not be identicalacrossthe im purity. W e use

eq.(36)to write boundary conditions in the presence of

an im purity:

eVS � �L = R SIe (45)

�R � eVD = R D Ie

wheretheindex R=L refersto �
�

R =L
arethechiralchem -

icalpotentials to the right or the left ofthe im purity

and � isthe averagebetween the chiralchem icalpoten-

tials.To haveconditionson the solechem icalpotentials

it su�ces then to rem ark that I = K e

h

�
�
+

L
� �

�

L

�
=

K e

h

�
�
+

R
� �

�

R

�
,so that:

eVS � �L = R SG K

�
�
+

L
� �

�

L

�
(46)

�R � eVD = R D G K

�
�
+

R
� �

�

R

�

In spite ofthese linearrelationsthe chiralchem icalpo-

tentialsneed notdepend linearly on theexternalvoltages

(there are four chem icalpotentials for two linear rela-

tions).Thereisalso a non-linearcontribution dueto the

backscattering atthe im purity.
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B .W hat is the backscattering current?

In the presenceoftheim purity,som eofthecurrentis

backscattered. Itisusually assum ed thatthe backscat-

tering current is sim ply the di�erence between the cur-

rent in the absence ofim purity and the current in the

presence ofthe im purity. This is only correct for non-

interacting system s, but for a LL this willdepend on

both the conductance G 2t and K . W e m ustgo back to

the de�nition ofthe backscattering currentastheveloc-

ity tim esthedensity di�erenceofright-m overson theleft

and on the rightofthe im purity:

iB = u e
�
�
+

L
� �

+

R

�
: (47)

This is also equal by charge conservation to:

u e
�
�
�

L
� �

�

R

�
with obvious notations. W e can also re-

lateiB to thechiralchem icalpotentialsby using thefact

thatu �
+

L
= K

h
�
+

L
(with sim ilarrelationsforthe � chi-

rality and forthepotentialsto therightoftheim purity).

Therefore:

iB =
K e

h

�
�
+

L
� �

+

R

�
=
K e

h

�
�
�

L
� �

�

R

�
: (48)

Using the new boundary conditions(46):

eVS � eVD = �R + R D Ie+ �L + R SIe

= R K iB e+ (R S + R D )Ie

whereR K = h=K e2.Thiscan be recastas:

I = I0 �
R K

R S + R D
iB

6= I0 � iB
(49)

where

I0 =
eVS � eVD

e(R S + R D )
(50)

isthecurrentin theabsenceofan im purity and isthere-

forealso thesaturation current,i.e.them axim alcurrent

which can be reached when one goes to large voltages.

The fact that iB 6= I0 � I contrary to the naive expec-

tation stem sfrom the contactresistances:the di�erence

between iB and I� I0 isakin to the di�erence between

a two-tem inaland a four-term inalm easurem ent. I0 � I

takes into account the resistance at the contacts while

iB ism oreintrinsicand m easuresthenetcurrentwich is

backscattered locally atthe im purity.

V I.SH O T N O ISE IN A T W O -T ER M IN A L

G EO M ET R Y .

W hat are the elem entary excitations ofthe LL? The

textbook answer is that there are two kinds ofexcita-

tions: (1) bosonic density uctuations (plasm ons); (2)

zero m odes ladder operators which change the num ber

ofparticlesateach Ferm ipointbuthave no dynam ics3.

It is seldom rem arked that such a description of the

excitations found for the LL through the bosonization

m ethod isalso valid forfree electrons.W hatthism eans

isthatforfreeelectronstherearetwoequivalentm anners

ofdescribing the elem entary excitations (corresponding

to two basis ofeigenstates): (1) the usualm anner,in

term s of charged quasiparticles (the electron and the

hole);(2) and the one provided by bosonization,which

yieldsbosonicdensity uctuationsand ladderoperators.

The two descriptionsdi�erm arkedly in thatthe second

involves charged excitations which have no dispersion,

whilein the�rstthechargedynam icsisdescribed by the

usualquasiparticles.

Forthe LL itcan be shown thatexactly in the sam e

m anner there exists a basis of charged quasiparticles.

However instead ofthe Landau quasiparticle one �nds

fractionalelem entary excitations,which m ay even carry

irrationalcharges.In particulartheparticle-holecontin-

uum ofFerm iliquid theoryisreplaced by aquasiparticle-

quasiholecontinuum ofexcitationswhich aretheanalogs

ofLaughlin quasiparticles16.ForthechiralLL (theedge

states ofthe FQ HE) they have been detected through

shot noise. In the case ofthe non-chiralLL a m arked

di�erence is thatsuch shotnoise experim ents would al-

low to detectirrationalcharges(theFQ HE �llingfraction

� which is a rationalnum ber is replaced by the LL pa-

ram eterK ).

Present theories of shot noise can be roughly sepa-

rated intotwocam ps:A K ane,Fisher,Balentsetal.22;23

predict a Fano factor equals to K e. This is com m only

interpreted as the proofthat excitations ofcharge K e

are responsible for the noise. This calculation however

m akesnoexplicitm odelization ofthereservoirs;B Pono-

m arenko et al.,Eggeretal.24 work with the inhom oge-

neousLL (twoterm inalgeom etrywhich m odelsthereser-

voirsas1D Ferm iliquidson a half-line)and �nd a Fano

factororexcitationsofchargeequalsto e.W e notethat

Blanterand B�uttikerhaveargued againstthislastresult

by noting thatthe shotnoise should notdepend on the

reservoirssincethisisa m easureofthe chargebackscat-

tered locally by the im purity.W e discussnow these two

sets oftheories: A we apply our boundary conditions

form alism to the shotnoise theory ofK ane and Fisher;

B forthe inhom ogeneousLL we discussthe m eaning of

their result in the light ofthe identities derived in the

previoussection.

A .K ane-Fisher approach

The shotnoise through a weak im purity in a LL was

�rstcom puted by K ane and Fisher(for the edge states

of the FQ HE and before the actual proof that there

exists also Laughlin quasiparticles in the LL) by using

theK eldysh form alism applied to an e�ectivelagrangian

found by integrating out the degrees of freedom away
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from an unique im purity (� is the standard LL phase

�eld atthe location ofthe im purity)22:

L =
1

2K

X

n

j!njj�(i! n)j
2
+

Z

d�vcos(2
p
��(�)): (51)

Although initially intended for the edge states ofthe

FQ HE thecalculation isalso valid forthenon-chiralLL.

K ane and Fisher�nd thatthe currentand the noise are

given respectively by:

I = K
e2

h

�
da

dt
� V

�

; (52)

SI = K e

�

K
e2

h

da

dt
� I

�

(53)

where V =


h

e
vsin(2

p
�(� + K a)

�
,with a source term

R
j:a added to thelagrangian.K aneand Fisherassum ed

that

e
da

dt
= e(VS � VD ): (54)

In the absenceofim purity V = 0,eq.(52)leadsto

I0 = K
e2

h

da

dt
; (55)

on the other hand according to eq.(8), I0 =

K e

h
(�+ � �� ),togetherwith eq. (54)thisthen im plies

that e(VS � VD )= (�+ � �� ). Therefore within K ane-

Fisherapproach and assum ing eq. (54)the \two term i-

nal" conductancevalueisG 2t = K e2=h in theabsenceof

an im purity. M oreoverasdiscussed in section 4.4 (as-

sum ing sym m etriccoupling tosourceand drain)thiscal-

culation fallsinto theclassofboundary conditionswhich

correspond to

�
�+

��

�

=

�
eVS

eVD

�

,i.e. equilibrium of

the reservoirschem icalpotentials with those ofthe LL.

In order to obtain values of the conductance di�erent

from K e2=h,it is su�cient to change the previous as-

sum ption eq.(54):otherclassesofboundary conditions

are found sim ply by assum ing that the response ofthe

LL is totally driven by the values ofthe chiralchem ical

potentials (the chem icalpotentials ofthe charge carriers

ofthe LL)in the absence ofan im purity,and notby the

reservoirspotentials (since there is no reason why they

should be equal).W e thereforem odify eq.(54)into:

e
da

dt
= �+ � �� (56)

=
R K

R S + R D

e(VS � VD ) (57)

where in the second line the boundary conditions (35)

in the absence ofim purity have been used. Eq. (57)

together with eq. (55) then lead to the value of the

\two-term inal" conductance that we obtained with our

approach in section 4 forthesam eboundary conditions,

nam ely G 2t = 1=(R S + R D ).

Sofarwehaveshown thatbyassum ingthesourceterm

de�nition Eq. (57)instead ofEq. (54)it is possible to

adaptK ane-Fishercalculationsto reproducethevarious

boundary conditionsin the absenceofim purity.

W ecan now reconsiderK aneand Fisher’scalculations

forthe shotnoise,i.e. in the presence ofan im purity in

the bulk ofthe LL.M ore precisely we express now the

shotnoiseasa function ofeitherI0 � I (thedeviation to

the saturation current)orasa function ofthe backscat-

tering current iB ,for the various boundary conditions.

According to eq.(55)and eq.(53)wealwayshaveinde-

pendently ofthe boundary condition chosen:

SI = K e(I0 � I): (58)

Therefore,usingeq.(49)I = I0�
R K

R S + R D
iB = I0�

G 2t

G K
iB

the lastequality isalso recastas:

SI =
G 2t

G 0

eiB ; (59)

where G 2t isthe two term inalconductance thatreects

the contact resistances in the absence ofthe im purity.

TheshotnoiseFano factorm ightthereforeappearto de-

pend on whetheronerefersto thebackscatteringcurrent

iB orto I0 � I,the deviation to the saturation current.

ButsinceSI istheuctuation ofthecurrentI,thephys-

icalshot noise charge m ust be m easured with respect

to the current I and not with respect to iB . The shot

noise charge is therefore
S I

I0� I
= K e,independently of

theboundary condition realized in thesystem and isnot

equalto SI

iB
.

At any rate what is directly m easured is alwaysI or

I0: iB is only indirectly accessible through for instance

eq.(49).

In sum m ary,within the K ane and Fisher calculation

by the K eldysh m ethod,it is therefore possible to have

(i)an ohm icconductancedistinctfrom K e2=h and (ii)a

shotnoisechargeequaltoK eindependently on thevalue

ofthe ohm ic conductance.

B .Inhom ogeneous m odelapproach

The role ofthe reservoirson the m easure ofthe shot

noiseofa LL wasexam ined in two papers24,which m ake

calculations on the inhom ogeneous LL m odelfor which

the boundary condition is

�
eVS
eVD

�

= Q [K ]

�
�+
��

�

as

discussed in section 4.4. They both �nd that SI =

e(I0 � I) with a conductance G 2t = G 0 . It is inter-

esting to rem ark thattheequation SI = e(I0� I)can be

recasted in term softhe backscattering currentnoiseas:

SiB = K eiB ;

sinceI0 � I = iB =K when G 2t = G 0.

9



The resultofPonom arenko etal. and Eggeretal.24,

acquiresthen thefollowinginterpretation:thechargeK e

isnotfound in theshotnoiseforthetotalcurrentin the

LL because it is really the correlationsofthe backscat-

tering currentwhich should be m easured.Since the im -

purity backscatters charge K e Laughlin quasiparticles,

the backscattering currentcorrelationsm ustcontain the

inform ation on thechargebackscattered by theim purity.

This is in disagreem entwith K ane and Fishertheory

even when thislasttheory ism odi�ed by ourboundary

conditionsform alism in orderto reproducethe situation

G 2t = G 0. W e are unable asyetto explain the discrep-

ancy between the two approaches.

Lastly,we note thattaking the relation SiB = K eiB
asa starting point,thisthen according to ourform alism

leadsinevitably to SI =
G 2t

G 0
e(I0 � I). An experim en-

taltestofthislastsuggestion would requirean indepen-

dantm easurem entofK and iB .In FQ HE such indepen-

dantm easurem entispossiblebecausethe two chiralities

ofthe e�ective LL are physically wellseparated and a

direct m easure ofK is then possible through the Hall

conductance.In contrastto the FQ HE,iB isnotexper-

im entally m easureable in Carbon nanotubes: this then

m eansin turn thateven though SiB = K eiB thecharge

ofLaughlin quasiparticles in a non-chiralLL is not di-

rectly m easurable through shot noise in a two-term inal

geom etry.

Shotnoise experim entswillhopefully settle the issue.

In this respect som e experim ents on carbon nanotubes

arein progress26.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S.

W eproposedin thispaperanew form alism which m od-

elizesthejointsystem LL+ electrodesasa singleLL with

no electrodes but subjected to boundary conditions on

its chiralchem icalpotentials. W e were able to show in

a solvable toy-m odelthatsuch boundary conditionscan

indeed bederived explicitly.Thatm odelisquiterem ark-

ablebecausetheconductancem atrix oftheLL in contact

with an arbitrary num berofterm inalscan becom puted;

itisfound thattheprobabilisticscatteringapproachfails:

itwould lead to negative probabilitiesforthe transm is-

sionofelectrons.Theobviousadvantageofourform alism

is that it avoids discussion ofthe detailed m icroscopics

ofa system ,but yields a classi�cation ofthe joint sys-

tem LL+ electrodes and then m akes precise predictions

for the transport. In particular the Landauer-B�uttiker

view ofthe contact resistance as resulting from a m is-

m atch between chem icalpotentials is recovered; ifthe

charge backscattered by an im purity in a LL is
SiB

iB
we

�nd thatthe shotnoise ofthe totalcurrentdoesnotal-

low a m easure ofthe fractionalcharge K e ofLaughlin

particlesin a LL.

It is easy to generalize our form alism to the case of

severalchannels: (i) severalconducting channels as in

carbon nanotubes; (ii) spin transport: this arises with

ferrom agnetic reservoirs;(iii) application ofa m agnetic

�eld on theLL,which breaksthespin-chargeseparation.

Theauthorswish to thank M .G abay forusefuldiscus-

sions.
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FIG .1. LL connected to m any electrodes in a loop geom -

etry. Vn is the potentialofelectrode n. �
�
n are the chiral

chem icalpotentialon the leftofelectrode n. D ue to current

injection ateach term inalthe chiralchem icalpotentialsm ay

change their values across them : accordingly �
�
n on the left

ofterm inaln is changed to �
�
n+ 1

on the right ofthe sam e

term inal.

FIG .2. Sam e as Fig. 1 but for LL connected to m any

electrodesin a rod geom etry.

FIG .3. M odel of a chiral LL connected to m any chiral

electrodesin a loop geom etry.

FIG .4. LL in a two term inalsgeom etry.
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