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Pauliblocking factors in quantum pum ps
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W e investigate the Pauliblocking factorin quantum pum psusing Floquetform alism .Even though

thetim edependentpotentialsin quantum pum ping can notonly causeinelasticscatteringsbutalso

break the m icro-reversibility,i.e. T
+
(E

0
;E )6= T

�
(E ;E

0
),the Pauliblocking factor isunnecessary

when the scattering process through the scatterer is coherent. The wellde�ned scattering states

extending from one reservoir to the others form a com plete non-orthogonalset. Regardless ofthe

non-orthogonality one can obtain the pum ped currents using the �eld operator form alism . The

currentexpression �nally obtained do notcontain Pauliblocking factor.

PACS num ber(s):73.23.-b,72.10.Bg,73.50.Pz,73.40.Ei

Q uantum transport through arti�cially fabricated

nano/m esostructures has been extensively studied

both experim entally and theoretically during the past

years. Conductances between two reservoirs through

the nano/m esostructures can be calculated by using

Landauer-B�uttikerform alism [1]when nodephasing pro-

cessoccursin the scattererregion.The currentthrough

the scatterercan then be obtained from

I =
e

h

Z

dE dE
0
�
T
+ (E 0

;E )fL (E )� T
� (E ;E 0)fR (E

0)
�
;

(1)

whereT + (E 0;E )representsthetransm ission probability

for scattering states incident from the left at energy E

and em ergingtotherightatE 0,and T � (E ;E 0)isde�ned

in a sim ilarm annerforthe reversedirection.fL (fR )is

the Ferm i-Diracdistribution in the left(right)reservoir.

Therehasbeen som edebateand confusion forusing this

form ula [1{8]sinceEq.(1)dosenotcontain theso-called

Pauliblocking factors.Theferm ionic natureofthe elec-

tronsistaken care ofin an ad hoc way by factors1� f

to suppress scattering into occupied states,so that the

currentisgiven by

I =
e

h

Z

dE dE
0
�
T
+ (E 0

;E )fL(E )[1� fR (E
0)]

� T
� (E ;E 0)fR (E

0)[1� fL (E )]
	
: (2)

Usually these two expressions Eqs. (1) and (2) give

the sam e results since the di�erence between them ,

[T + (E 0;E ) � T � (E ;E 0)]fL (E )fR (E 0), vanishes when

T + (E 0;E ) = T � (E ;E 0), i.e., the m icro-reversibility

holds. The question can arise,however,ifthe system

lack ofthism icro-reversalsym m etry isconsidered. O ne

ofthe relevantexam ple isa quantum pum p.

The quantum pum p is a device that generates a dc

current at zero bias potentialthrough cyclic change of

system param eters [9,10]. Recently, adiabatic charge

pum ping in open quantum dots has attracted consider-

able attention [11{20],and was experim entally realized

bySwitkesetal.[21].Afteracycleoftheadiabaticshape

change we return to the initial con�guration, but the

wavefunction m ay haveitsphasechanged from theinitial

wavefunction.Thisisthegeom etricorBerry’sphase[22].

The additionalphase isequivalentto som e chargesthat

passthrough the quantum dot,nam ely,pum ped charge

[9].In anotherpointofview,thequantum pum p isatim e

dependentsystem driven by (atleast)two di�erenttim e

periodic perturbationswith the sam e angularfrequency

and a phase di�erence. O ne can dealwith thisproblem

using notonly adiabaticapproxim ation butalso Floquet

approach [23{25]. Recently,it has been shown that in

the adiabatic lim itwith sm allstrength ofthe oscillation

potentials the Floquet and the adiabatic approach give

exactly equivalentresults[24].

M ore than two periodically oscillating perturbations

with a phase di�erence (6= n�, n is an integer)

break the tim e reversalsym m etry [8],and consequently

T + (E 0;E ) 6= T � (E ;E 0). Therefore, the currents ob-

tained from Eq. (1) and (2) are di�erent from each

other in quantum pum ps [5,8]. The question im m edi-

ately arises:which one iscorrectin quantum pum ps? It

is noted that this problem stillexists even in the adia-

batic lim it,which willbe shown below. W e would like

to m ake a conclusion �rst. Even though the tim e de-

pendentscattererlikethecaseofquantum pum ping can

not only cause inelastic scatterings but also break the

m ico-reversibility,the Pauli blocking factor is unneces-

sary when thescattering processthrough thescattereris

coherent.

TheexistenceofthePauliblockingfactorsisintim ately

related to the \scattering states" [1]. Ifwe �llup the

energy eigenstates with the electrons in both reservoirs

independently and then transfer the electrons from one

to the otherreservoir,the Pauliblocking factorscannot

be unavoided. If the transport is coherent across the

scatterer,however,one can de�ne a single wavefunction

extending from onereservoirtotheother(m oreprecisely

reected and transm itted wavesin every connected reser-
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voirs)and then �llup thesescatteringstates.In thiscon-

sideration the concept oftransferring the electron from

oneto theotherreservoirisautom atically elim inated,so

isthe Pauliblocking.The scattering statesofthe prob-

lem with staticscattererwasproven tobeorthogonaland

com plete [26].

ConsidertheSchr�odingerequation i�h(@=@t) = H (t) 

foran elctron with m ass� and H (t)= � r 2=2�+ U (x;t),

whereU (x;t+ T)= U (x;t)and U (x;t)= 0 atx ! � 1 .

Foran energy E = �h
2
k2=2� (k > 0)oftheincom ing par-

ticlethescatteringstatesasasolution oftheSchr�odinger

equation can be de�ned as

�
+

E
(x;t)=

�
eikx� iE t=�h +

P

E n > 0
r
+

E n E
e� ikn x� iE n t=�h; x ! � 1 ;

P

E n > 0
t
+

E n E
eikn x� iE n t=�h; x ! + 1 ;

(3)

�
�

E
(x;t)=

�
e� ikx� iE t=�h +

P

E n > 0
r
�

E n E
eikn x� iE n t=�h; x ! + 1 ;

P

E n > 0
t
�

E n E
e� ikn x� iE n t=�h; x ! � 1 ;

(4)

where E n = E + n�h!,kn =
p
2�En=�h,and the norm al-

ization isignored.Herewehavereection and transm is-

sion coe�cientsr
+

E n E
and t

+

E n E
,which can be obtained

from unitary Floquet scattering m atrices S [24,27,28].

The m atrix S hasthe following form

S(�)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

r00 r01 � � � t
0
00 t

0
01 � � �

r10 r11 � � � t
0
10 t

0
11 � � �

...
...

...
...

...
...

t00 t01 � � � r
0
00 r

0
01 � � �

t10 t11 � � � r
0
10 r

0
11 � � �

...
...

...
...

...
...

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (5)

wherer�� and t�� arethereection and thetransm ission

am plitudesrespectively,form odesincidentfrom theleft

with an Floquetenergy � which takecontinuousvaluesin

the interval[0;�h!);r0�� and t
0
�� are sim ilarquantities

form odesincidentfrom the right. The above transm is-

sion and reection coe�cientsare related to the m atrix

elem entsofS in term soft+
E n ;E

=
p
k�=k�t�� ,etc.with

E = � + ��h! and � = n + �.

ForE 0� E 6= m �h! (m isan integer)theorthogonality

ofthese scattering statescan be im m ediately proven by

usingtheorthogonalityofthefunctionse� ik.W hen E 0�

E = m �h!,however,we obtain atany �xed tim e



�
+

E
j��

E 0

�

/
X

E n > 0

�

r
+ �

E n ;E
t
�

E n ;E + m �h!
+ t

+ �

E n ;E
r
�

E n ;E + m �h!

�

=
X

�

p
k�k�+ m

k�
(r��� t

0

�;�+ m + t
�

�� r
0

�;�+ m ) (6)

/
X

�

s
�

�� s�;�+ m =k�;

and



�
+

E
j�

+

E 0

�

/ �E ;E 0 +
X

E n > 0

�

r
+ �

E n ;E
r
+

E n ;E + m �h!
+ t

+ �

E n ;E
t
+

E n ;E + m �h!

�

= ��;�+ m +
X

�

p
k�k�+ m

k�
(r��� r�;�+ m + t

�

�� t�;�+ m ) (7)

= �m ;0 +
p
k�k�+ m

X

�

s
�

�;� s�;�+ m =k�:

O ne can �nd the sam e result for


�
�

E
j��

E 0

�
using the

sim ilarprocedure used in Eq.(7). The unitarity ofthe

Floquetscatteringm atrix doesnotguaranteetheorthog-

onality ofthescatteringstates.In them ultichannelscat-

tering problem with a static scattererthe orthogonality

isdrawn from theorthogonalityofthechanneleigenfunc-

tions.

W e considerthe com pletenessofthescattering states.

A solution ofthe tim e periodic Ham iltonian can be for-

m ally written as

	 �(x;t)= e
� i�t=�h

1X

n= � 1

 n(x)e
� in!t

: (8)

Sincethepotentialiszero atx ! � 1 , n(x)isgiven by

the following form

 n(x)=

�
A ne

ikn x + B ne
� ikn x; x ! � 1

Cne
ikn x + D ne

� ikn x; x ! + 1 ;
(9)

where kn =
p
2�(� + n�h!)=�h. O ne can im m ediately

know thatthelinearcom bination ofA n�
+

E
+ D n�

�

E
com -

pletely coverallFloquettype solutions. The scattering

statesform a com plete setfordescribing the solution of

a scattering problem with tim e periodic potential. W e

have shown the scattering states ��E form a com plete

non-orthogonalset.

W e derive the current using these scattering states.

The tim e dependent electron �eld operator can be ob-

tained in the following form [29,30]

	(x;t)=
X

�

Z

dE �
�
E (x;t)

a�E
p
hv(E )

; (10)

wherea�E and v(E )isan annihilation operatorforelec-

trons in the scattering states ��
E
(x;t) and the velocity,

respectively. Even though the scattering states do not

form othogonalbaseswe need only the com pletenessto

be sure that the expansion ofEq.(10) is valid. Using

this�eld operatorthe currentoperatorisalso expressed

as

J(x;t)= (ie=2m )	 + (x;t)r 	(x;t)+ H :c:

=
e

m

X

��0

Z

dE dE
0 Im (��

0
�

E 0 r �
�
E )

a
+

�E
a�0E

h
p
v(E )v(E 0)

: (11)
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FIG . 1. Re[tad;1(E )] (the solid curve)

and Re[tad;�1 (E + �h!)]with � = 22:5 m eV�nm , � = �=2,

� = 0:067m e,d = 50 nm ,and T = 9:09 ps.

The quantum m echanical(ortherm al)average ofthe

currentoperatorbecom es

hJ(x;t)i =
e

m

X

�

Z

dE Im (���E r ��E )



a
+

�E
a�E

�

hv(E )

+
e

m

X

��0

X

E n > 0;n6= 0

Z

dE (12)

� Im (��
0
�

E n

r ��E )



a
+

�0E n

a�E
�

h
p
v(E )v(E n)

:

W e evaluate Eq.(12)taking x ! 1 and averaging over

spaceand tim e.O necan then obtain thepum ped current

asfollowing

I =
e

h

X

E n > 0

Z

dE
�
T
+

E n E
fL(E )� T

�

E n E
fR (E )

�
; (13)

where we ex-

ploit
P

E n

(kn=k)jr
�

E n E
j2 = 1 �

P

E n

(kn=k)jt
�

E n E
j2 and



a
+

�E
a�E

�
= f�(E ). The second term ofthe righthand

sidein Eq.(12)vanishesdueto theunitarity ofthescat-

tering m atrix [31]. Here,T �

E n E
denotes (kn=k)jt

�

E n E
j2.

The�nalresult,Eq.(13),exactly correspondsto Eq.(1),

i.e.the currentwithoutPauliblocking factor.

Now we consider the adiabatic lim it. The adiabatic

condition in the quantum pum p im plies that any tim e

scale ofthe problem considered m ust be m uch sm aller

than theperiod oftheoscillation ofan externalpum ping

[12]. W e can then de�ne the instantaneous scattering

m atrix with tim e dependentparam eters,nam ely X n(t),

Sad(E ;t)= Sad(E ;X 1(t);X 2(t);� � � ): (14)

Dueto thetim eperiodicity ofX n’s,using Fouriertrans-

form onecan obtain the am plitudesofside bandsfor
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FIG .2. The pum ped currents obtained from the Floquet

approach with (thethin solid curve)and withoutPauliblock-

ing(thethick solid curve),and Brouwer’sform ula(thedashed

curve) with the sam e param eters used in Fig.1. Note that

I0 = e=T = 17:6 nA.The upperinset: the pum ped currents

as a function of the strength of the oscillating potential�

from the Floquetapproach with (the �lled circles)and with-

outPauliblocking (the open circles),and Brouwer’sform ula

(the solid curve). The lower inset: the pum ped currents as

a function ofa phase di�erence � from the Floquetapproach

with (thesolid curve)and withoutPauliblocking (thedashed

curve).In both insetswe take E = 6:005�h!

particles traversing the adiabatically oscillating scat-

tererwith incidentenergy E asfollowing [25]

Sad;n(E )=
1

T

Z T

0

dte
in!t

Sad(E ;X 1(t);X 2(t);� � � ): (15)

The m icro-reversibility condition in this expression is

given by tad;n(E )= t0
ad;� n

(E + n�h!),where tad and t
0

ad

represent the adiabatic transm ission am plitude for the

forward and the backward direction,respectively.

W eshow,in Fig.1,thattad;1(E )and tad;� 1(E + �h!)for

a sim ple m odelsystem ,a 1D two harm onically oscillat-

ing�-function barrierswith thestrengthesX1 = � cos!�

and X 2 = � cos(!� + �) respectively, separated by a

distance d [14], are clearly deviated from each other,

which im plies the m icro-reversibility ofadiabatic quan-

tum pum psisalso broken.Note thatin thism odelsys-

tem tad(E ) = t0
ad
(E ). The Pauliblocking factor was

ignored in Brouwer’s approach since Brouwer’s theory

is based upon a form ula due to B�uttiker,Thom as,and

Pr̂etre [32], where they obtained the current operator

from the di�erence between the incom ing and the out-

going distributionsofthe electronswithoutPauliblock-

ing factors. This current can also be acquied by using

the scattering states,consequently withoutPauliblock-

ing factor[29].

Figure 2 shows the pum ped currents obtained from

Floquetapproachwith and withoutPauliblockingfactor,

3



and Brouwer’sform ulain thesam em odelused aboveun-

dertheadiabaticregim e(theW ignerdelay tim eism uch

sm allerthan T [24])and with sm allam plitudesoftheos-

cillating strength.Itisclearly seen thatthecurrentwith

Pauliblocking factordeviatesfrom thatofBrouwer’sap-

proach which nearly coincide with the current without

Pauliblocking factor[24].Itisworth nothing thatquali-

tativebehaviorofthepum ped currentswith and without

Pauliblocking looks quite sim ilar: the pum ped current

I / �2 sin� as shown in the insets ofFig.2. In Ref.

[8],however,thetem peraturedependenceofthepum ped

currentswasexpected to be distinct.

Finally,itisnoted thatifany kind ofdephasing such

as electron-electron interaction and electron-phonon in-

teraction isinvolved in the scattering processesitisstill

an open problem whetherthePauliblocking factorisre-

quired.

In conclusion, we have shown that the Pauliblock-

ing factor is unnecessary in quantum pum ps when the

scattering processthrough the quantum pum p iscoher-

ent. The wellde�ned scattering statesform a com plete

non-orthogonalset. O ne can obtain the pum ped cur-

rents without the Pauliblocking factor using the �eld

operator form alism with these scattering states. Even

in the adiabatic lim itthe problem ofPauliblocking fac-

tor stillexists. The Pauliblocking factor was ignored

in Brouwer’s adiabatic form alism ,so that in the adia-

baticlim itwith sm allstrength ofthepum ping potential

the pum ped currentsobtained from the Floquet theory

withoutPauliblocking factorshow good agreem entwith

thosedrawn from Brouwer’sform ula.
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