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Quantum pum ping in closed system s, adiabatic transport, and the K ubo form ula

D oron Cohen
D epartm ent of Physics, Ben-G urion University, Beer-Sheva 84105, Israel

Quantum pum ping in closed system s is considered. W e explain that the K ubo form ula contains all
the physically relevant ingredients for the calculation of the pum ped charge Q) within the fram e~
work of linear response theory. The relation to the comm on formm ulations of adiabatic transport
and \geom etric m agnetism " is clari ed. W e distinguish between adiabatic and disspative contri-
butions to Q . O n the one hand we observe that adiabatic pum ping does not have to be quantized.
O n the other hand we de ne circum stances In which quantized adiabatic pum ping holds as an ap-—
proxim ation. T he deviation from exact quantization is related to the T houless conductance. A s an
application we discuss the follow ing exam ples: classicaldissipative pum ping by conductance control,
classical adiabatic (hon dissipative) pum ping by translation, and quantum pum ping in the double
barrier m odel. In the latter context we analyze a 3 site lattice H am ilttonian, which represents the
sin plest pum ping device. W e rem ark on the connection w ith the popular S m atrix form alisn which
hasbeen used to calculate pum ping in open system s.

I. NTRODUCTION

Linear response theory (LRT) Ib, &, d] is the leading
form alisn to deal with driven system s. Such system s
are described by a Ham iltonian H (x) where x (t) isa set
of tin e dependent classical param eters (" elds"). The
Kubo formula is the comer stone of LRT . It allow s the
calculation of the response coe cients, and in particular
the conductance m atrix (G ) of the system . If we know
G, we can calculate the charge Q) which is transported
through the system during one cycle ofa periodic driving.
T his is called pum ping.

P um ping of charge in m esoscopic i_4] and m olecular size
devices is regarded as a m a pr issue In the realization of
foture quantum circuits or quantum gates, possbly for
the purpose of quantum com puting.

A . M odelsystem

In orderto explain them otivation forthe present work,
and is relation to the published literature, we have to
give a better de nition of the problem . For presentation
purpose we focus on a m odel system w ith a ring geom e-
try Eig.l). The shape of the ring is controlled by som e
param eters x; and X,. These param eters can be gate
volages that detem ine the location of som e boundaries,
or the height of som e barriers. The third param eter is
the ux through the ring:

X3 = h=e) @)
W e shall use units such that the elem entary charge is
e= 1. Note that the Ham iltonian H (X7 (t);x> (£);x53 (t))
has gauge invariance for 7 + 2 . Another system
with a ring topology is presents in Fig. 1lb, and its ab—
straction is represented in Fig. 2c. The \dot" can be
represented by an S m atrix that depends on x; and x,.
In Fig. 1d also the ux x3 is regarded as a param eter of
the dot. Ifwe cut the wire In Fig.ld we get the open
two lead geom etry of Figle. Finally we can put m any

such unis in series Mo ux), hence getting the periodic
system ofFiglf. In the latter case the Ham ilttonian is
nvariant for uni translations, and therefore the quasi
momentum  isa constant ofm otion. It follow s that the
m athem atical treatm ent of a driven periodic structure
reduces to an analysis of a driven ring system wih ux.

B. Classi cation ofpum ps

\P um ping" m eans that net charge (orm aybe better to
say \net integrated probability current") is transported
through the ring per cycl of a periodic driving. U sing
the comm on prgon of electrical engineering this can be
describbed asAC-D C conversion. W e distinguish between

pum ping in open system s (such asin Fig. le).
pum ping in closed system s (such as in Fig. 1d)
pum ping in periodic system s (such as in Fig. 1f)

Fora reason that wasexplained at the end ofthe previous
subsection we regard the last category E] asm athem at—
ically equivalent to the second category. W e also regard
the rst category fa, i, €, 8] as a special (subtle) lin it of
the second category: n a follow up paper [_Ig] we dem on—
strate that in the lim i of open geom etry the K ubo for-
mula reduces to the S-m atrix form ula of Buttiker P retre
and Thom as t_é].

There are works in the literature regarding \recti —
cation" and \ratchets" I_l-]_}] T hese can be regarded as
studies of pum ping in periodic system s with the con-
notation of having dam ped non-H am iltonian dynam ics.
T hese type of system sarebeyond the scope ofthe present
Paper. There is also a recent interest in Ham iltonian
Ratdletst_lg'], which is again a synonym for pum ping in
periodic system s, but w ith the connotation of having a
non-linear pum ping m echanisn . W e are going to clar-
ify what are the conditions for having a linear pum ping
m echanign . Only n case of linear pum ping m echanism
the Kubo form ula can be used, which should be distin—
guished from the non-linearm echanism ofR ef.@-g‘].
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C . Ob®ctives

T he purpose of this Paper is to explain and dem on—
strate that the K ubo form ula contains all the physically
relevant Ingredients for the calculation of the charge Q)
which is pum ped during one cycl of a periodic driving.
In the lin it of a very slow tin e variation (smallx), the
em erging picture coincides w ith the adiabatic picture of
Reﬁ.t_f;, :_ii_i, :_ié_i, :_I§'] In this lim it the response of the
system is comm only describbed as a non-dissipative \geo—
m etric m agnetism " [_1-5] e ect, or as adiabatic transport.

A m ajpr ob pctive of this Paper is to bridge between
the adiabatic picture and the m ore general LRT / Kubo
picture, and to explain how dissipation em erges in the
quantum m echanicaltreatm ent. For oneparam eter driv—
ng a unifying picture that bridges between the quan-—
tum m edqamcaladjabath picture and LRT hasbeen pre—
sented in {16,117, 18, 19]. A previous attem pt RG] had
ended In som e confiision regarding the identi cation of
the linear response regin e, whilke tl5] had avoided the
analysis of the m echanisn that leads to dissipation In
the quantum m echanical case.

The presented (K ubo based) form ulation ofthe pum p-
Ing problem has few advantages: It is not restricted to
the adiabatic regin e; It allow sa cleardistinction betw een
dissipative and adialbatic contributions to the pum ping;
T he classical Iim it ism anifest in the form ulation; &t gives
a levelby levelunderstanding of the pum ping process; It
allow s the consideration of any type of occupation (not
necessarily Fem i occupation); It allow s fuiture ncorpo—
ration of extemal environm ental in uences such as that
of noise; Tt regards the voltage over the pump as elec—
tro m otive force, rather than adopting the conceptually
m ore com plicated view ig] ofhaving a chem icalpotential
di erence.

O f particular interest is the possbility to realize a
pum ping cyck that transfers exactly one unit of charge
percycle. In open system s E,E]thjs \quantization" holds
only approxin ately, and it has been argued I_'/Z] that the
deviation from exact quantization is due to the dissipa—
tive e ect. Furthem ore thasbeen claim ed ﬂz:] that exact
quantization would hold In the strict adiabatic lim i, if
the system were closed. In this Paper we would like to
show that the correct picture is quite di erent. W e shall
dem onstrate that the deviation from exact quantization
is in fact of adiabatic nature. This deviation is related
to the so-called \T houless conductance" of the device.

D. Examples

W e give several exam ples for the application of the
K ubo form ula to the calculation ofthe pum ped chargeQ :

classical dissipative pum ping
classical adiabatic pum ping (y translation)
quantum pum ping in the doubl barrierm odel

T he last exam ple isthem ain one. In the context of open
geom etry it is known as \pum ping around a resonance"
B]. W e explain that this is in fact an diabatic transfer
schem e, and we analyze a particular version ofthism odel
w hich is represented by a 3 site lJattice H am iltonian. T his
is de niely the sin plest pum p circuit possble, and we
believe that it can be realized as a m olecular size device.
Tt also can be regarded as an approxin ation forthe closed
geom etry version of the two delta potential pum p g].

E. Outline

In Section 2 we de ne the main ob fct of the study,
w hich is the conductance m atrix G oqu.("E'z') . The con—
ductance m atrix can be written as the sum of a sym —
metric ( ) and an antisymm etric B) m atrices, which
are later identi ed as the dissipative and the adiabatic
contributions respectively.

In the rstpart ofthe paper (Sections2-8) we analyze
the adiabatic equation (Section 3), and illum inate the
distinction between its zero order solution (Section 4),
its stationary rstorder solution (Section 5), and isnon—
stationary solution (Section 6). T he outcom e ofthe anal-
ysis in Section 5 is Eq.('_2-§) for the conductance m atrix
G . This expression is purely adiabatic, and does not give
any dissipation. In order to get dissipation we have to
Jook for a non-stationary solition.

T he standard textbook derivation ofthe K ubo form ula
Eq.£9)) or the conductance m atrix G inplicitly as-
sum es a non—statJonary solution. W e show how to get
from i Eqg. ¢30 for and Eqg. (31-) for B. The latter is
shown to be identicalw ith the adiabatic result Eq. C_2§
In Section 7 we further sim plify the expression for Jlead-
Ing to the uctuation-dissipation relation (Eq.é'g’)) .

T he disadvantages ofthe standard textbook derivation
of Kubo formula m ake it is essential to introduce a dif-
ferent route tow ard Eq.¢_§1_1*) for . This route, which is
discusssed In Section 8, explicitly distinguishes the dis—
sipative e ect from the adiabatic e ect, and allows to
determm ine the conditions for the validity ofeitherthe adi-
abatic picture or LRT . In particular i is explained that
LRT is based, as strange as i sounds, on perturbation
theory to In nite order.

In Section 9 we clarify the generalschem e ofthe pum p-
Ing calculation (Eq.C_STgi)) . Section 10 and Section 11 give
two sinple classical exam ples. In Section 12 we tum
to discuss quantum pum ping, where the cycle is around
a chain of degeneracies. The general discussion is ol
lowed by presentation of the double barrier m odel (Sec—
tion 13). In order to get a quantitative estim ate for the
pum ped charge we consider a 3 site lattice H am ilttonian
(Section 14).

The summ ary (Section 15) gives som e larger persoec—
tive on the sub gct, pointing out the relation to the S—
m atrix form alisn , and to the B om-O ppenhein erpicture.
In the appendices we give som e m ore details regarding
the derivations, so as to have a selfcontained presenta—



tion.

II. THE CONDUCTANCE M ATR IX

Consider the Ham iltonian H x (t)), where x (t) is
a set of time dependent parameters (" elds"). For
presentation, as well as for practical reasons, we as—
sum e later a set of three tin e dependent param eters
X (£) = (x1 (0);x2 (£);x3 (). W e de ne generalized forces
In the conventionalway as

H
k

N ote that ifx; isthe location ofa wallelem ent, thenF * is
the force in the N ew tonian sense. Ifx, isan electric eld,
then F ? isthe polarization. If x5 isthem agnetic eld or
the ux through a ring, then F 3 is the m agnetization or
the current through the ring.

In linear response theory (LRT) the response of the
system is described by a causal response kemel, nam ely

x 21
wri = e O xsOa @)
. 1
J
where ¥3( ) = 0 or < 0. The Fourier transbm
of ¥J3( ) is the generalized susceptibility *3(!). The
conductance m atrix is de ned as:
. Z
. [ kI 1 .
GY = Im [ ()]= Ky g @)

1o ! 0
Consequently, as explained further in Appendix B, the
regponse In the \DC 1lim " (! ! 0) can be written as
X .
FFi= G* x4 G)
j

A s an exam ple for the applicability of this form ula note
the follow ing standard exam ples for one param eter driv—
Ing: Let x = wallor piston displacem ent, then x = wall
or piston velocity, G = friction coe cient, and F = Gx
is the friction force. Another standard exam ple is x =
magnetic ux, x = electrom otive force, G = electrical
conductance, and hence F = Gx isOhm law.

Tt is convenient to write the conductance m atrix as
G*3 X3+ BX3, where X3 = 3 isthe symm etric part
of the conductance m atrix, while B¥3 = B3I is the
antisym m etric part. In case of having three param eters
w e can arrange the elem ents ofthe antisym m etric part as
avector B = ®%3;B%;B'?). Consequently Eq.{3) can
be w ritten in abstract notation as

Fi= X

B *"x (6)

w here the dot product should be interpreted asm atrix—
vectorm ultiplication, w hich involves sum m ation overthe
Index j. The wedgeproduct also can be regarded as a

m atrix-vector m ultiplication. It reduces to the m ore fa—
m iliar crossproduct in case that we consider 3 param —
eters. The disspation, which is de ned as the rate n
w hich energy is absorbed into the system , is given by

X .
Wix = I % xy 7

a. .
W—= —Hi-=
dt )
kj
Only the symm etric part contributes to the the dissi-

pation. The contrbution of the antisym m etric part is
dentically zero.

III. THE ADIABATIC EQUATION

T he adiabatic equation is conventionally obtained from
the Schrodinger equation by expanding the wavefiinction
In the x-dependent adiabatic basis:

45 iH( (t) J 1 8)
—31i = —H ® i
dt Xh

ji = an O h&©)i 9)

n
920 ’E + 1xox Al 10)
= T findn - X358 hm 8m
dt h h n

w here follow ing @-2;] we de ne

AJ ®)=1ih n(x) @im ®) (8D

X5
D i erentiation by parts of @yin x)in (x)i = 0 leads to
the conclusion that AJ, is a hem iian m atrix. Note
that the e ect of gauge transform ation is

n (x)

7 et Tk

1z)
13)

h&®)i
A,j,m + (@j n) nm
N ote that the diagonalelem ents A}
transform asA] 7 Al + @5 ,.

A ssociated wih A , X) is the gauge invariant 2-form ,
which is de ned as:

hx)i

j i
A, 7 e &

Al are real, and

By = @A] @A} 4
= 2hInh@nJPyni 15)
X
= Eﬁn af al (16)
h nm m n

m

T his can bew ritten in an abstractnotation asB = r ~A .
U sing standard m anipulations, nam ely via di erentiation
by parts of @sln ®)H n x)i= 0, weget forn 6 m the
expressions:

. ih @H ihFJ
Al ®x)=—— n —m ——om_q17)
E. E, @xy En Ej,
and hence
X T rl FJ
B =2h D 18)
En E,)



Iv. THE STRICTLY ADIABATIC SOLUTION,
AND THE BERRY PHASE

W e de ne the perturbation m atrix as

X

Wonm = forné m (19)

Ad
5B o

j
and W J = 0 frn=m. Then the adiabatic equation
can be re-w ritten as ollow s:

da, iCE A iX
2 <A )a.
h n <43n Tl h

dt

W nm am (20)

m

Ifwe neglect the perturbation W , then we get the strict
adiabatic solition:

A, (x)dx
e hT&xkO)1 @1)

Due to A, (x), we have the so called geom etric phase.
This can be gauged away unless we consider a closed
cyc]e.H For a closed cycle, the gauge invariant phase
(1=h) A d% is called Berry phase.

W ith the above zero-order solution we can obtain the
follow ing result:

K s @H
F*i= nx) — nx) (22)
@Xk
@ . . .
= —mhE)JH ®) h &)1 (23)
@Xk

In case of the standard exam ples that were m entioned
previously this corresoonds to conservative force or to
persistent current. From now on we ignore this trivial
contribution to F ¥1 , and look forthe a rst order con—
tribution.

V. THE STATIONARY ADIABATIC
SOLUTION :ADIABATIC TRANSPORT OR
\GEOM ETRIC M AGNETISM "

Forlineardriving (unlke the case ofa cycle) theA ; x)
eld can be gauged aw ay. A ssum ing further that the adi-
abatic equation can be treated asparam eter ndependent
(that m eans disregarding the param etric dependence of
E, and W on x) one realizes that Eq.@-(j) poOssesses sta—
tionary solutions. To rst order these are:

X Won
i+ ﬁjm i ©4)
n

m (6$n)

ji=

Note that In a xed-asis representation the above sta—
tionary solution is in fact tim e-dependent. H ence the no—
tations 1 (x (£))i, m & (t))iand j ()i arepossbly more
appropriate.

W ih the above solution we can write IF X1 as a sum
of zero order and rst order contributions. From now on

w e Ignore the zero order contribution, and go on w ith the
rst order contrbution:

X W QH
ki = — %  n—"—m +cCC
E, En @xx
m ($n) |
X X , ’
= i Af Al +cc oxj
j m
X .
= B x4 @5)

For a general statjona' preparation, either pure or
m ixed, one cbtains Eq.() w ith

. X .

G* = fEn) By’ 26)

n

w here fPCE n) are weighting factors, wih the nom al-
zation | fE,) = 1. For a pure state preparation
f E,) distinguishes only one state n, while for canoni-
cal preparation f €,) / exp( E,=T), where T is the
tem perature. Foram any-body system ofnon-interacting
Fem ions f ) can be ?mterpreted asthe Fem ioccu-—
pation function, sothat | £ E,) isthe totalnum ber of
particles.

Thus we see that the assum ption ofa stationary nst—
order solution leads to a non-dissipative (@ntisym m et—
ric) oonductan_oe m atrix T his isknow as ejther_A diabatic
Transport [, 14] or \G eom etricM agnetisn " {3]. Tn the
later sectionsw e shalldiscuss the lin itations ofthe above
resul.

VI. THE NON-STATIONARY SOLUTION :THE
KUBO FORM ULA

The Kubo formula is an expression for the linear re—
soonse ofa driven system that goesbeyond the stationary
adiabatic solution ofthe previous section. T he K ubo for-
mula hasm any type of derivations. O ne possibility is to
use the sam e procedure as In Section 5 starting w ith
eif 2ty
X
+ W n

m ($n)

j i
Z t
olEn E o ’todto o iE mtyn i
0

For com plkteness we also give In Appendix A a sinple
version of the standard derivation, which is based on a
conventional xed-basis rst-ordertreatm ent ofthe per-
turbation. T he disadvantages are:

T he standard derivation doesnot ilum inate the un—
derlaying physicalm echanisn s of the response.

T he stationary adiabatic lim it is not m anifest.
The uctuation-dissipation relation is vague.

The validity conditions of the derivation are not
clear: no identi cation ofthe regim es.



Fornow we go on w ith the conventionalapproach, but in
a later section we referto them ore ilum inating approach
of P61 and fi6, 17,18, 19]. Then we clarify what is the
regin e (range ofx) were the K ubo fom ula can be trusted
I_l-gl, :_1-5_5], and what is the sub-regin e w here the response
can be described as non-dissipative adiabatic transport.
In order to express the Kubo form ula one introduces
the follow ng de nition:
. i ) .
K 7 ( )=Ehﬂ?l( );E7 011 @7
We use the common interaction picture notation
Fr()=él'F*e!t whereH = H (x) with x = const.
T he expectation va]ue assum es that the system is pre—
pared in a stationary state (see previous section). Ik is
also im plicitly assum ed that the result is not sensitive
to the exact value of x. Note that K 9 ( ) has a wellde—
ned classicallim it. ftsFourdertransform w illbe denoted
KH ().
T he expectation valie I ¥i is related to the driving
X (t) by the causalresponse kemel ¢ £). The Kubo
expression for this response kemel, as derived in Ap-—
pendix A, is
J) = ()YKY() 28)
w here the step function ( ) cares forthe uppercuto of
the integration in Eq.@.) . TheFouriertransform of ()
is the generalized susceptibility 3 (!). The conductance
m atrix is de ned as:
g Z,
In [ Y (1)]

GH = 1m ———= =

1o ! Kij()d

29)
0

This can be solit into symm etric and antisym m etric
com ponents (see derivation In Appendix C) as follow s:

i3 5, 3 1 I K (!
T=a@THeR = EFJZ‘“OM 30)
z .
BY_1gH gy o  SLReKTOI
=1 -3 : a1)

T he antisym m etric part is identi ed f_l-§l] (A ppendix C)
as corresgoonding to the stationary solution Eq. (_Z_é) ofthe
adiabatic equation.

VII. THE EM ERGENCE OF DISSIPATIVE
RESPONSE,AND THE

FLUCTUATION D ISSIPATION RELATION

The Kubo form ula for the sym m etric part of the con—
ductance m atrix ( ) can be fiurther sinpli ed. Ifwe
take Eq.{30) literally, then 3 = 0 due to the sin pk fact
that we have nite spacing between energy levels (see
P1] for a statistical point of view). But if we assum e
that the energy levelshave some nie width , then the
am oothed version of K (1) should be considered. Tn
com m on textbooks the introduction of is \Justi ed" by

assum Ing som e weak coupling to an environm ent, or by
taking the Im it of in nite volum e. But we are dealing
with a strictly isolated nite system, and therefore the
meaning of requires serious consideration. W e post—
pone the discussion of this issue to the next section.

If the sm oothed version of K% (!) should be used in
Eq.30), then i is possblk to obtain  from power
spectrum CH (1) of the uctuations. This is called the
F luctuation-D issjpation relation. The spectral function
C¥ (1) is de ned as the Fourier transform of the sym —
m etrized correlation function

CY9()=BE (I O+FIOF( Ni 32)
W e use again the interaction picture, as in the de nition
ofK (). Also this fiunction has a wellde ned classical
Iim it.

There are several versions for the F luctuation-
D issipation relation. T hem icrocanonicalversion [_1-5] has
been derived using classical considerations, leading to
d h i

cle oo

93 = S———— 9E)

(33)
2gE)dE

In Appendix C we Introduce its quantum m echanical
derivation. T he subscript em phasizes that we assum e a
m icrocanonicalstate w ith energy E , and g £ ) isthe den-
sity of states. T he traditionalversion ofthe F luctuation—
D issipation relation assum es a canonicalstate. It can be
obtained by canonical averaging over the m icrocanonical
version leading to:

cl¢ o0 (34)

2T

VIII. THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPON SE

THEORY AND BEYOND

T he standard derivation of the dissipative part of the
K ubo form ula, kading to the F luctuation-D issipation re—
lation Eq.C_B-,f.), is not very illum inating physically. M ore
troubling is the realization that one cannot tell from
the standard derivation what are the conditions for its
valdity. An altemate, physically appealing derivation
flG', :17‘ :18', :1?5 is based on the cbservation that energy
absorpt:on is related to having di usion In energy space
QO] In Appendix E we outline the m ain Ingredients of
this approach.

Tt should be clear that the di usion picture of Ap-—
pendix E holds only in case of chaotic system s. If this
di usion picture does not hold, then also the Kubo for-
mula or ¥ does not hold! D riven one-din ensional sys—
tem s are the cbvious exam ple for the failure of linear re—
sponse theory (LRT ) .A s In the case ofthe kicked rotator
(standard m ap) QZ] there is a com plicated route to chaos
and stochasticity: By ncreasing the driving am plitude
the phase space structure is changed. If the am plitude
is an aller than a threshold value, then the di usion is



blocked by K olm ogorov-A mold-M oser curves, and con—
sequently there is not dissipation. T herefore the K ubo
form ula is not applicable in such cases.

The follow ing discussion of dissipative response as—
sum es that we dealw ith a quantized chaotic system . W e
would like to discuss the reason and the consequences of
having an energy scale . In the standard derivation the
assum ption ofhaving levelbroadening as if com es out of
the blue. Aswe already noted it is custom ary In text—
books to argue that either a continuum lin i, or som e
an all coupling to an environm ent is essential .n order to
provide . But this is of course just a way to avoid con—
frontation w ith the physical problem of having a driven
isolated nite m esoscopic system . In fact the energy scale

is related to the rate (x) ofthe driving:

h .
= — XJ (35)

where for sin plicity of presentation we assum e one pa—
ram eter driving. W e use to denote the mean level
spacing, and  is the root m ean square valie ofthem a—
trix elem ent F,, between neighboring levels. In order
to derive the above expression or we have used the
result of t_lgi] (Sec.d7) or the \core w idth" at the break—
tine t= t,,. of perturbation theory. T he purpose of the
present section is to give an optional "pedestrian deriva—
tion" for , and to discuss the physical consequences.
Looking at the st order solution Eq. ¢24 of Section 5
one realizes that i m akes sense provided W , 4 J
T his leads to the adiabaticity condition

2

] n (36)

If this condition is not satis ed one should go beyond

rst order perturbation theory FOPT), In a sense to be

explained below . Note that this adiabaticity condition
can be w ritten as

The adigbaticity condition Eq.{36) can be explined
In a more ilum inating way as ollows: Let us assum e
that we prepare the system at tine t = 0 at the kvel
Thi. Usihg time dependent FOPT we nd out that a
stationary-like solution is reached after the Heisenberg
tinet, = 2 h= . This is of course a valid description
provided we do not have by then a breakdown of FOPT .
The condition for this is easily found to be xt;, Xey
where % = = . This leads again to the adiabaticity
condition Eq. {_3§')

A nother assum ption in the derivation of Section 5 was
that we can ignore the param etric dependence ofE , and
W on x. The adiabaticity condition t; X=X mani
festly justify such an assum ption: W e should think oft,
as the transient tim e for getting a stationary-like state,
and we should regard x. as the param etric correlation
scale.

A s strange as i sounds, in order to have dissipation,
it is essentialto have a breakdown of FOP T . In the lan—
guage ofperturbation theory this in plies a required sum —

m ation ofdiagram sto in nite order, leading to an e ec—
tive broadening ofthe energy levels. By fteratihng FOPT,
neglcting interference temm s, we get a M arkovian ap-—
proxim ation for the energy soreading process. T his leads
to the di usion equation of Appendix E . This di usion
can be regarded as arising from Ferm igolden-rule tran—
sitions between energy levels. A sinpl ad-hoc way to
determ ine the energy level broadening is to introduce
asa lower cut:.q In the energy distrbution which is In —
plied by Eq.4):

jh&Frnnf
En Eq)+ ()4

jnj if = 37)
T his constitutes a generalization ofthe wellknow n proce—
dure used b}( W_ Jgner In order to obtain the localdensity
of states Il6, .17] However, In the present context we
do not get a Lorentzian. The w idth param eter is de—
term ned self consistently from nom alization, leading to
E q.C_3-§) disregarding num erical prefactor].

W e can sum m arize the above reasoning by saying that
there is a perturative regim e that inclides an adiabatic

EFOPT) sub-regim e. O utside ofthe adiabatic sub-regin e
we need all orders of perturbation theory lading to
Fem igolden-rule transitions, di usion in energy space,
and hence dissipation. T hus the dissipative part ofK ubo
formula em ergesonly In the regine > , which is just
the opposite of the adiabaticity condition. T he next ob—
vious step is to detem ine the boundary ofthe perturba-
tive regin e. Follow Ing [18 :L9] w e argue that the required
condition is b. Thebandwidth 1 / h isde ned
astheenergy width £, E, jwerethem atrix elem ents
Fuon arenotvanishingly sm all. Ifthe condition b is
violated we nd ourselves in the non-perturbative regin e
w here the K ubo form ula cannot be trusted @@‘, :_igi]

W e still have to illum inate why we can get in the per—
turbative regin e a dissipative linear response in spie of
the breakdown of FOP T . The reason is having a separa—
tion of scales ( b). The non-perturbative
m ixing on the anall energy scalk does not a ect
the rate of rst-order transitions between distant lev-
els ( £ En J b) - Therefore Fermm igolden rule
picture applies to the description of the coarse grained
energy spreading, and we get linear response.

T he existence of the adiabatic regin e is cbviously a
quantum m echanical e ect. If we take the form al lim it
h ! 0 the adiabaticity condition breaks down.
In fact the proper classical lim it is non-perturative, be—
cause also the weaker condition » does not surv:x/e
theh ! 0 lin it. For further details see [16, 1%, 18, 191.
In the non-perturbative regin e the quantum m echani-
cal derivation of Kubo formula is not valid. Indeed we
have dem onstrated f_l-g'] the failire of Kubo formula In
case of random -m atrix m odels. But if the system hasa
classical 1im it, then K ubo form ula stillholds In the non-—
perturbative regim e due to sem ichssical (rather than
quantum -m echanical) reasons.

T he discussion of dissipation assum es a generic situa—
tion such that the Schrodinger equation does not have



a stationary solution. This means that driven one-
din ensional system s are autom atically excluded. An-
other non-generic possibility is to consider a specialdriv—-
ing schem e, such as translation, rotation or dilation f_23_:]
In such case the tin e dependent Ham iltonian H (x (t))
possesses a stationary solution (provided the \velocity"
x is kept constant). C onsequently we do not have a dis—
sipation e ect. In Section 11 we discuss the sinplest
exam ple of pum ping by translation, where the station—
ary adiabatic solution of Section 5 is n fact exact, and
no dissipation arises.

IX. APPLICATION TO PUMPING

So far we have discussed the response for driving in a
very generalway. From now on we focuson a system w ith
a ring geom etry as described in the Introduction, and
illustrated n Fig. 1. T he shape of the ring is controlled
by som e param eters x; and x,, and x3 is the m agnetic

ux. The generalized force F ° which is conjigate to the
ux is the current. T he tin e integral over the current is
the transported charge:
Q = HF’idt (38)
In fact a lss m iskading tem inology is to talk about
\probability current" and "integrated probability cur-
rent". From a purely m athem atical point of view it is
not in portant whether the transported particle has an
electrical charge.

D isregarding a possble persistent current contribu-—

tion, the expression for the pum ped charge is:
I I
Q = G dx + B " dx
k=3

(39)

Ifwe neglect the rst temm , which is associated w ith the
dissipation e ect, and average the second ("adiabatic")
term over the ux, then we get
77
1
2 h

Q duisbace = B dkx "~ dx (40)

T he Integration should be taken over a cylinder of ver—
tical height 2 h, and whose basis is determ ined by the
progction of the pum ping cycle onto the (x1;x,) plane.

W ey already pointed out that the Berry phase
(1=h) A, dk isgauge J'Ij‘gar:iant. T herefore from Stokes
law it ollow s that (1=h) B dﬁ{ ~ dk is independent of
the surface, and therefore (1=h) B dk ~ dk with closed
surface should be 2 integer. Integrating over a cylin—
der, as in Eq.{40), is e ectively lke integrating over a
closed surface (pecause of the 2 periodicity in the ver-
tical direction). Thism eans that the ux averaged Q of
Eq.@(j) has to be an Integer.

The comm on interest is in pum ping cyclesin the = 0
plane. Thism eans that the zero order conservative con—

tribution to Q , due to a persistent current, does not ex—
ist. Furthem ore, from the reciprociy relations (see Ap-—
pendix B) i ®llowsthat G3' = G'3,andG32 = G?3,
which should be contrasted with G % = G?!. Thism eans
that a pum ping cyclke in the = 0 plane is purely adia—
batic: there is no dissipative contrbution to Q . O nly the
B° eld (second term In Eq.C_?:%')) is relevant to the calcu—
lation of the pum ped charge, and its vertical com ponent
B 2 vanishes due to the tin e reversal sym m etry.

T he absence of dissipative contribution for a cycle in
the = 0 plane, does not im ply that dissipation is not
an issue. The symm etric part of the conductance m a—
trix Y is in general non—zero, kading to an energy ab-
sorption rate which is proportionalto x?. This in plies
that the energy absorption per cyclke is proportional to
KJ. Therefore we are ablk to m Inin ize the dissipation
e ect by m aking the pum ping cycle very slow . Further—
more, if we get into the quantum -m echanical adiabatic
regin e, then 9 becom es extrem ely an all, and then we
can neglect the dissipation e ect as long as quantum —
m echanical adiabaticity can be trusted.

W henever the dissipation e ect cannot be neglected,
one should specify whetherorhow a stationary operation
is achieved. In case of pum ping in open system the sta-—
tionary operation is In plicitly quaranteed by havingequi-
Ibrated reservoirs, where the extra energy is dissipated
to In nity. In case of pum ping In closed system the issue
of stationary operation ism ore subtle: In the adiabatic
regin e, to the extend that adiabaticity can be trusted,
we have a stationary solution to the transport problem ,
as de ned In Section 5. But outside of the adiabatic
regin e we have di usion in energy space @A ppendix E)
lading to a slow energy absorption (dissipation). Thus
a driven system is heated up gradually (though possibly
very slow ly). Strictly speaking a stationary operation
is not achieved, unless the system is In (Wweak) them al
contact with som e large bath. Another way to reach a
stationary operation, that does not involve an extermal
bath, is by having an e ectively bounded phase space.
This is the case wih the mixed phase space examplke
which is discussed in Ref.l13]. There the stochastic-like
m otion takesplace in a bounded chaotic region in phase
space.

X. CLASSICALDISSIPATIVE PUM PING

Before we discuss the quantum m echanical pum ping,
it is instructive to bring sin ple exam ples for clhssical
pum ping. In the follow ng we consider one particke (r)
In a two dim ensional ring as in Figla.

The rst example is for classical dissipative pum ping.
The conductance G = G>° can be cakulated for this
sy stem f_Zé_i'] Jleading to am esoscopic variation ofthe D rude
formula. The current isgiven by Ohm law I= G o
where —is the electro-m otive-force.

Consider now the Pollow Ing pum ping cycle: Change
the ux from 1 to 2, hence pumping charge



Q = G @) (2 1). Change the conductance from
G (1) to G ) by modifying the shape of the ring.
Change the ux from » back to 1, hence pump-
Ing chargeQ () = G (2) (1 2). Consequently the
net pum ping is

Q = GE@ G@M) (2 1) 41)
Thus we have used the dissipative part of the conduc—
tance m atrix ( rst term In Eq.@-@')) in order to pump
charge. In the quantum m echanicalversion ofthis exam -
plk extra care should be taken with respect to the zero
order contribution of the persistent current.

XI. CLASSICALADIABATIC PUMPING

T he second exam ple is for classical adialatic pum ping.
T he idea isto trap the partick inside the ring by a poten—
tialwell, and then tom ake a translation ofthe trap along
a circle. The result of such a cyck is evidently Q = 1.
W ewould lke to see how this trivial result em erges form
the Kubo formula.

Let (r;p) be the canonical coordinate of the particle
In the ring, while x;;x;) are the center coordinate ofa
trapping potential. T he H am ilttonian is:

n ! #
1 1
H@Eipixt) = — pb + p —p—o ()
2m 2 x% + x%
+ U 1 x @i % (©) 42)

where p, and p, are the com ponents of the m om entum
along the ring and in the perpendicular (transverse) di-
rections. T he pum ping is done sin ply by cycling the po—
sition ofthe trap. T he translation ofthe trap is assum ed
to be along an inside circle of radius R,
x ()= R cos(t);R sih(t); =const) 43)

In this problem the stationary solution of Section 5 is

an exact solution. N am ely

i M1i=e"*" nxb)i 44)

where 1 (k)17 @ (r _ x) are the eigenfunctions of a

partick in the trap. Eq.{44) is jast G alilitransform ation

from them oving (trap) fram e to the Laboratory fram e.
Tt is apriori clear that in this problm the pum ped

charge per cyck is Q = 1, irrespective of . Therefore
the B eld mustbe
i%2;0
B = % 45)
2 X7+ x3)

This can be veri ed by caloulation via Eq.{8). T he sin-
gularity along the x5 axis is not of quantum m echanical
origin: It is not due to degeneracies, but rather due to
the diverging current operator (@H =@x3 / 1= x? + x3).

XII. QUANTUM PUMPING

W e tum now to the quantum m echanical case. Con-
sider an adiabatic cycle that involves a particular energy
¥veln. This level is assum ed to have a degeneracy point

at &7 ;x”; @), & Hlows that in fact there is a ver-

tical chain of degeneracy points:

. ) (0)
chain = (x; ;X, ;

@4+ 2 h  integer) 46)
These degeneracy points are inportant for the geo-
m etrical understanding of the B' eld, as mmplied by
Eq.C_lE_;). Every degeneracy point is lke a m onopol
charge. The total ux that em erges from each m onopole
mustbe2 h Integer ora reason that was explained af-

ter Eq.dﬁl(_)‘) . Thus the m onopoles are quantized in units
ofh=2.TheB eldwhich iscreated (so to say) by a ver-
tical chain ofm onopoles m ay have a di erent near eld
and far eld behavior, which we discuss below .

The far eld region exists ifthe chainsarewellisolated.
Later we explain that \far" m eans gr 1, where gr is
the Thouless conductance. The far eld is cbtamned by
regarding the chain as a sm ooth line. T his leads qualita—
tively to the same el as in Eq.@i) . Consequently, for
a \large radius" pum ping cycke in the = 0 plane, we
get Pj 1. In the ollow ing we are Interested in the de—
viation from exact quantization: If © = 0 we expect to
have §j 1,whikif @ = weexpectj 1.0nlky
forthe averagedQ ofE q.@d) w e get exact quantization.

The deviation from P j 1 is extrem ely large if we
consider a tight pum ping cycle around a @ = 0 degen-
eracy. A fter linear transform ation of the shape param —
eters, the energy splitting = E , En of the energy
¥eveln from itsneighboring (early degenerated) levelm
can be w ritten as

= (1 22+ ko X2+ F( MH2 @y

w here ¢ is a constant. The m onopole eld is accordingly

o), ), 0)
X1 x X2 % X3 X )

‘ )2+ ()2 (s

B = 5
(k1 x )P+ & %

{,
%O) )2 )3:2\48)

NI

where the prefactor is detem ined by the requirem ent
of having a single h=2) m onopole charge. A ssum Ing a
pum ping cycle of radiuis R In the = 0 plane we get
from the second tem oqu.C_3-€_§)

I

B~ dx P 49)

Q:

w here

G o= ——F = (50)

1 @2 &
R2
is a practical de niion for the T houless conductance in
this context. It is used here sin ply as a m easure for the
sensitivity of an energy levelto the m agnetic ux



W hat we want to do In the next sections is to Interpo—
late between the near eld result, which isQ = O (p ar ),
and the far eld result, which isQ = O (1). For this pur-
pose it is convenient to consider a particularm odel that
can be solved exactly.

XIII. THE DOUBLE BARRIER MODEL

A sin ple exam ple or quantum pum ping is the double
barrier m odel. An open geom etry version of this m odel
has been analyzed in i_é] using the S m atrix approach.
T he analogous closed geom etry version is obtained by
considering a one-dim ensional ring w ith two delta bar-
riers. As we are going to explain below, the pum ping
process In thism odel can be regarded as a particular ex—
am ple of an adiabatic transfer schem e: T he electrons are
adiabatically transfered from state to state one by one as
in \m usical chair gam e".

The two delta barriers version of the double barrier
m odel is ilustrated In Fig2. The length of the ring is
L, w ith periodic boundary conditions on L=2)< r<
(L=2).A dot region P j< a=2 isde ned by the potential
1

1 a
U(riaig)= — r+§ + —

a
r - (51)
C (67} 2

Tt is assum ed that ¢ and ¢, are small enough so one
can classify the ring eigenstates into tw o categories: w ire
states, and dot states. T he latter are those states that
are localized in the dot region P j< a=2 in the lm it of
In nitely high barriers. W e de ne the Fem i energy as
the energy of the last occupied w ire level In the lim it of
In niely high barriers.

T he three param eters that we can controlare the ux
x3= = h ,thebiasx; = o @¢,and thedotpotential
X, = B4, which is related to ¢ + . The energy E ..
correspond to the dot state which is closest to the Fermm i
energy Er from above. W e assum e that the other dot
levels arem uch further away from the Femm ienergy, and
can be ignored. N ote that anotherpossiblew ay to control
the dot potential, is sin ply by changing a gate voltage:
That m eans to assum e that there is a control over the
potential oor in the region P j< a=2.

T he pum ping cyck isassum ed to be in the = 0 plhne,
so there is no issue of conservative persistent current con—
tribbution. The pum ping cyclk is de ned as follows: W e
start w ith a positive bias (x; > 0) and lower the dot po—
tential from a large x; > Er valleto a smallx,; < Eg
valuie. As a result, one electron is transfered via the
Eft barrier into the dot region. Then we invert the bias
xX7 < 0) and raise back x,. A s a resul the electron is
transfered back into the w ire via the right barrier.

A closer Iook at the above scenario F ig2b) revealsthe
follow ing: As we lower the dot potential across a wire
level, an elctron is adiabatically transfered once from
kft to right and then from right to keft. A s Iong as the
bias is positive (x; > 0) the net charge being pum ped
isvery amall (§j 1). Only the lowest wire level that

participate in the pum ping cycle carries Q = O (1) net
charge: It takes an elctron from the keft side, and after
the bias reversal it em is i into the right side. Thus
the pum ping process In thism odel can be regarded as a
particular exam ple I_l-é_il] of an adiakatic transfer schem e:
T he electrons are adiabatically transfered from state to
state, one by one, as In \m usical chair gam e".

For a sihgl occupied level the net Q is the sum of
charge transfer events that take place in four avoided
crossings (two avoided crossings in case of the lowest
¥vel). For m any particle occupation the totalQ is the
sum over the net Q swhich are carried by ndividual lev—
els. For a dense zero tem perature Fem i occupation the
sum m ation over all the net Q s is a telescopic sum , leav—
ing non-canceling contrbutions only from the st and
the last adiabatic crossings. The latter involve the last
occupied level at the Fem ienergy.

XIvV. THE THREE SITE LATTICE

HAM ILTON IAN

R ather than analyzing the two-delta-barriers version
of the double barrierm odel, we consider below a sin pli-
ed version that still contains the sam e essential ingredi-
ents. This is obtained by considering a three site lattice
Ham iltonian. The advantage is ocbviously the possibil-
iy to m ake an exact analytical treatm ent that does not
nvolve approxin ations.
The m iddle site in the three site lattice H am iltonian
supports a single dot state, while the two other sites sup—
port two w ire states. The H am ilttonian is

0 a e
H7 CL u (e (52)

et o 0
T he three param eters are the bias x; = ¢ @, the dot
energy X, = u,and the ux x3= = h .Forpresenta—

tion purposewe assume that 0 < ¢ ;¢ 1, and charac—
terize the w iredot coupling by the param eterc= =~ ¢ ¢, .

T he eigenstates are E,, . D isregarding the interaction
with the dot (¢ = 0) we have two wire states with
E = 1. This inplies degeneracies for x = u = 1.
Oncewe sw ich on the coupling (¢ > 0), the only possbl
degeneracies are betw een the even dot state and the odd
w ire state ofthem irror sym m etric H am itonian (x; = 0).
The ux should be either integer (for degeneracy of the
dot level w ith the lower w ire level), or half integer (for
degeneracy of the dot lkevel w ith the upper w ire level).
T hus we have two vertical chains of degeneracies:

The negative chaln = (0; 1+é;2 h
The positive chain = (0;+1 &;

integer)
+2 h integer)

In order to calculate the B© eld and pum ped charge
Q, we have to nd the eigenvalues and the eigenvectors
ofthe H am ilttonian m atrix. T he secular equation for the



elgenvalues is
E° uE’ (@+dé+&E+u 2ggcos()=0

U sing the notations

Q0 = éu2+§(l+ c+ &)

1 1 1
R = Eu3+€(l+ Cﬁ"’ cé)u §u+ & cos( )
R
COS( ):?:
Q3

the roots of the above cubic equation are:

E 1 +2p6 ! + 2 (53)
= —u cos  — n—
"3 3 3

wheren = 0; 1. The corresponding eigenstates are:

. |
et + gE,
= 1 E? (54)

S get + gE,

T &x)LT

where S is the nom alization, nam ely
S= (1 E)?+ @+aEL)’+ @t+taEy)? (55)

For the calculation of the pum ped charge in the next
paragraph it is usefill to notice that or E = 1 the
nom alization is S = 2( @)?, while ©rE = 0 the
nom alization is S 1.

A fter som e algebra we nd that the rst com ponent of

the B eld n the = 0plneis
B = 2= %n(x) @in(x) (56)
1 @S
= e 57
é é)sz@u (57)

W hich is illustrated In Fig 3. From here i follow that if
we keep constant bias, and change only x, = u, then the
pum ped charge is:

Z

final

é)g (58)

initial

B ldX2 = (é

Fora planar ( = 0) pum ping cycl around the negative
verticalchain them ain contrdbution to Q com es from the
tw o crossings of the x; 1 line. Hence we get

c+t o P —
Q = = 1+ 297 (59)
G <]

w here the T houless conductance In this context refers to
the avoided crossing, and is de ned as

1@
gr —@2

2
_ 2o )
=0 (Cl Q)
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A sin ilar calculation of the pum ped charge for a planar
cyclke around the positive chain leads to

C p—
0= T _2- "1 2 61)
C1+ S

wih gr = 2ao=(C + &)°.
proxin ate quantization Q = 1+ 0 @) Pror 1,
while for a tight cyclke etther 9 ! 1 orQ ! 0 de-
pending on which line of degeneracies is being encircled.
If the pum ping cycle encircles both chains then we get
Q = 4= &). Inthe bttercase Q = O (gr) Pr
gr 1, with no indication for quantization.

In both cases we have ap—

XV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

W e have shown how the Kubo form alisn can be used
In order to derive both classicaland quantum m echanical
results for the pum ped charge Q in a closed system . In
this form ulation the distinction between dissipative and
non-dissipative contributions ism anifest.

W ithin the fram ework of the Kubo fom alisn (disre-
garding non-linear corrections) we have m ade a distinc—
tion between the ollow ing levels of treatm ent:

Strict adiabaticity
(outcom e of zero order treatm ent)
A diabatic transport
(outcom e of stationary rst order treatm ent)
D issipation
(the resul of rst order transitions)

In the adiabatic regin e one can assum e a stationary so—
Jution to the adiabatic equation, which in plies no dis-
sipation e ect. This leads to the picture of adiabatic
transport, where the Berry phase is the outcom e of a
zero order treatm ent, while the \geom etric m agnetism "
oqu.('_Z-_d) isthe outcom e ofa 1st order treatm ent ofthe
Inter-level couplings.

In som e very specialcases (translations, rotations and
dilations) this assum ption (of having a stationary soli—
tion) is in fact exact, but in generic circum stance this
assum ption is an approxin ation. O utside of the adia-
batic regin e the stationary solution cannot be trusted.

A ssum Ing quantized chaotic dynam ics one argues
that Fem fgolden-rule transitions between levels lead to
(sow) di usion in energy Eq.E1L)). This kads to the
em ergence of the dissipative part in the Kubo formula.
W e have obtained an expression Eq.(35)) for the en—
ergy scale / k¥ that controls the dissipative ef-
fect. W e have explained that the dissipative contribu-—
tion to the Kubo formula is valid only in the regine

< b. O therw ise the dynam ics is either of adia—
batic nature ( ) or non-perturbative ( > ).

In order to calculate the pum ped charge O we have
to perform a closed line integral over the conductance

Eq.@@')) . Thism ay have in generalboth adiabatic and



dissipative contributions. For the com m on pum ping cy—
cle n the = 0 plane, only the adiabatic contribution

exists. This ollow s from the reciprocity relations (Sec—
tion 9). Stillwe have em phasized W ithout any contradic—
tion) that in the sam e circum stances a dissipation e ect
typically accom panies the pum ping process.

The quantum adiabatic contribution to the pum ping
is detem ined by a line integralover a B© eld which is
created by m onopoks. T hem onopoles, which are related
to the degeneracies of the H am iltonian, are located along
vertical chains in x space CEq.Cfl-ej)). The 3 site m odel
provides the sim plest exam ple for such vertical chains:
By calculating the B eld which is created (so to say) by
these chains, we were able to determ ine the charge which
is pum ped during a cycke (Eeg. Eq.¢_5-9')) .

The (m onopoles ofthe) vertical chains have near eld
regions CEq.Cfl-Q')). If the chains are well isolated In x
space, then there are also far el regions. The far eld
regions are de ned as those where the T houless conduc—
tance is very sm all (gr 1). Pum ping cyclks that are
contained in the far eld region ofa given chain lad to an
approxin ately quantized pum ping Q = integer+ O (gt ).
Tt is in portant to realize that the existence of ar eld
regions in x space is associated with having a low di-
m ensional system far away from the classical lim it. Tn a
quantized chaotic system it is unlkely to have gr 1
along a pum ping cycle. Aswe taketheh ! 0 Im i the
vertical chains becom e very dense, and the far eld re-
gions disappear.

In the subtle lim iting case of open geom etry we expect
to get agreem ent w ith the S-m atrix orm ula of Buttiker
Pretre and Thomas BPT) [§]. U sing the notations of
the present Paper the BPT fom ula for the current that
com es out of (say) the right lead can be w ritten as:

. e @s
G = —trace P—9Y 62)
2 i @xy

where P is the proctor on the right lead channels. For
G 33 the above reduces to the Landauer ormula. The
details regarding the relation between the K ubo form ula
and the BPT fomula will be published In a separate
paper [_l-(_i] Here we Just note that the derivation isbased
on a generalization ofthe F isherd.ee approach g,:_&f:, EQ']

Finally it is im portant to rem ember that the theory
of driven system s is the comer stone for the analysis of
Interaction betw een \slow " and \fast" degreesoffreedom .
A ssum e that that the x5 are in fact dynam ical variable,
and that the conjigate m om enta are p;. The standard
textbook exam ple is the study of diatom ic m olecules. In
such case x5 are the locations of the nuclei. The total
Ham iltonian is assum ed to be of the general form

1 X,

P + H &) (63)

H total — A
oM
J
where H isthe Ham iltonian ofthe "fast" degrees of free—
dom (in the context of m olecular physics these are the
electrons) . R ather than using the standard basis, one can

11

use the Bom-O ppenhein erbasis k;n x)i= ki
T hen the H am iltonian can be w ritten as

1 X

Jx)i.

Hiear = nm BEn X)

BYE o5 A ®)? o+

3

where the interaction temm is consistent with Eq.(:_l-g‘).
Thus it is evident that the theory of driven system s is
a special 1im it of this problem , which is obtained ifwe
treat the x4 as classical variables.
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APPENDIX A: THE KUBO FORM ULA :
STANDARD DERIVATION

In this Appendix we present an elem entary textbook—
sty le derivation ofthe K ubo form ula. For notationalsin —
plicity we w rite the Ham ittonian as H = H fOv.
is assum ed that the system , in the absence of driving,
is prepared In a stationary state . In the presence of

driving we look fora rstorder solution ()= o+ ~ ().
T he equation for ~ (t) is:

@~ . .

ot iB;~OI1+ £ OV ol A1)

T his equation can be re-w ritten as

d
@—t(uo<t>1 ~OUo ) fOU M VUo@©; ol

where Uy (t) is the evolution operator w hich is generated
by Ho . The solution of the latter equation is

Z ¢

~ () iv( & B); ol £E)ad @2)

w here we use the usualde nition of the \interaction pic-
ture" operatorV ( )= U ( )! VU, ( ).

Consider now the tin e dependence of the expectation
valie lF'iy = traceF ()) ofan observable. D isregarding
the zero order contrbution, the rst order expression is

zZ t
b i itrace ®V (€ B); o) £(E)at’
Z t
= € O f)a
where the response kemel ( ) isde ned for > 0 as
()= itraee €V (  )io)
= itrace (F;V ( )lo)
= thF;v( )i
= ithF( ),V @A 3)
W e have used above the cyclic property ofthe trace oper—
ation; the stationarity U g oUo1 =  ofthe unperturbed
state; and the de nition F ( ) = Ug ( )* FU,( ).
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APPENDIX B:REMARKSREGARDING THE
GENERALIZED SUSCEPTIBILITY

In this appendix we would lke to further illum inate
the relation between the generalized susceptibility and
the conductance m atrix. The generalized susceptibility

k3 (1) is the Fourder transform of the causal response
kemel *J( ). Therefore it is an analytic fiinction i the
upper half of the com plex ! plan, whose realand im ag—
nary parts are related by H ibert transform s K ram ers—
K ronig relations):

21 k3 (10 0

- In [ <7 (! d!

Re[¥I(1)]= |[07(|)]_
1 . .

kj

o (1) ®1)

The in aghary part of *3 (1) is the she transfom s of

k3 (), and therefore it is proportional to ! for small
frequencies. Consequently i is convenient to write the
Fourier transform ed version oqu.é'_I{) as

X . N
ki) = ks M) Ry ®2)
]
w here the dissipation coe cient is de ned as
: mI90)] 2 sn( )
)= ———— = (O y——d @3

! 0 !
In this paper we ignore the st term in Eq.@:Z) w hich
signify the non-dissipative in-phase response. Rather
we put the emphasis on the \DC Imi" (! ! 0)
of the second temm . Thus the conductance m atrix
GXI= X3 1 0) is just a synonym Pr the term \dis-
sipation coe cient". However, \conductance" is a bet-
ter (less m iskading) tem inology: it does not have the
(w rong) connotation ofbeing speci cally associated w ith
dissipation, and consequently it is less confusing to say
that i containsa (non-dissipative) adiabatic com ponent.
For system s where tin e reversal symm etry is broken
due to the presence of a m agnetic eld B, the response
kemel, and consequently the generalized susceptibility
and the conductance m atrix satis es the O nsager reci
procity relations

B; oB) = [ 1% ;B) B4)
S@e; B) = [ 13%(;B) B5)
GH( B) = [ 13'@®) B 6)

where the plus (m nus) applies if the signs of F* and
F J transform (not) in the sam e way under tin e reversal.
T hese reciprocity relations follow from the K ubo form ula
€q.@8), usng K 9( ; B)= [ R( ;B), together
with the trivial dentity K ¥ (  ;B) = RK'( ;B). In
Section. 9 we discuss the In plications of the reciprocity
relations in the context of pum ping.
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APPENDIX C:EXPRESSIONS FOR BAND G

The fanctionsC Y () and K ( ) are the expectation values ofhem itian operators. T herefore they are real functions.
It follow s that the realpart of their Fourder transform is a sym m etric function w ith respect to ! , while the im agihary

part of their Fourier transform is anti sym m etric w ith respect to ! . By de nition they satjsiycij( )= Cc¥y ) and
K9()= K ). It is convenient to regard them asthe realand in agihary parts of one com plex function 7 ( ).
N am ely,
i3 _ i 3y ij ho i
()—hF()F(O)l—C()gK() c1
i3 1y i1
c~() = > ()+ ( ) C2)
K9() =2 B¢y I ) €3)
h

Tt is possble to express the decom position G = 9+ B in term s of K7 (! ). U sing the de nition Eq.9) we get:
3 21 21 Reg®(1)lal "1ﬁn Kij(')]#
cY = KY9()d = — C4)
0 1 ! 2 2 !
1=0

The rsttem is antisymm etric w ith respect to its indexes, and is denti ed as B . The second tem is symm etric
w ith respect to its indexes, and is identi ed as *J. T he last step in the above derivation involves the follow iIng identity
that hold for any real function £ ( )

Z 4 Z 4l Z ) 21 1
£() d = —£(1) e 4 = —f(¢) =+i %) =
0 1 2 0 1 2 !2
7 ! 7 " #
Loagr Re[f(1)] 0 L Re[E(1)1d! 1 [E()]
= . 2— T m£¢)] () = ) TZ_+ Eli C5)

Note that In [£(! )] is the sine transform of £ ( ), and therefore it is proportionalto ! isthe lin it of sm all frequencies.
It is of practical value to rederive Eq.(C 4) by writihg " ( ) using the energies E, and them atrix elementsFJ .
Then we can get from i straightforwardly (using the de nitions) all the other expressions. N am ely:

i3 X X En En
Ty = fEnL) Fin Fo,exp 17h t o)
n m
~Hay = fE€,) F L FJ, 2 ! % c7
n m
ij (| ) = X £ (E ) Fnlm Frr?n + Fnjm FHJ{n (C 8)
: . " hl ®, E )+i0 h!'+ B, Ey)+i0
Bo= 2h fE,) ReF  FJ). "B, Ey) C9)
n m (6n)
. X X T rl FJ
BY = 2h £fEL) % € 10)
N o ) E Eq)

O ne observes that the expression ©r BY coincides w ith the asiiabau'c transport result Eq.{_2-§') . A Ifematively this
identi cation can be obtained by expressing the sum in Eq.('g_lg) as an integral, getting form i the rst tem In
Eq.C4):
Z 4 ~ij Z 1 50y B 5 () 21 3

In [ (!)]d_! Im TP ()] FReK (.)]i _ ReK (!)]i c11)

2 2
h 1z 2 h 12 2 ) 1z 2
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APPENDIX D:EXPRESSING K (!) USING C (!)

W e can use the Hllow ing m anjpulation i order to relate K19 (1) to ¢ (1),

g X .
KJ() = fEL) K () 01
= HZ chn)CF;m Frr?n !+ lhm) Fnjm Fn:-an (! hm )
= HZ fER)( Fnlm Frgn (! + )+ Fnjm Fr;-n (! hm )
i X £E.) £ i s —

= =2 chanrgn '+ hn) ELFp, ( hm )

= it % Mgl FJ (!+!nm)+Fj Fi ( b )
E, E, nm “mn nm*mn

nm

X P
= i f'&,)cH()

where we use the notation !, = E, En )=h. The third line di ers from the second line by pem utation of the
dum m y summ ation indexes, while the fourth line isthe sum ofthe second and the third lines divided by 2. In the last
equality we assum e sm all ! . If the kevels are very dense, then we can replace the summ ation by integration, leading
to the relation:

Z Z

gE)E fE)KI() = il gE)E f°8)C () 02)

w here K”éj (') and Céj (! ) arem icrocanonically sm oothed functions. Since this equality hold for any sm oothed £ & ),

it ollow s that the ollow ing relation holds (in the Im it ! ! 0):
RU0) = i ihch)cij(ni 0 3)

Ifwe do not assum e an all ! , but instead assum e canonical state, then a variation on the last steps in Eq.d_D-_i'), using
the factthat € E€,) fEL ))=EEL)+ £ EL)) = tanh(E, E, )=@T)) isan odd function, leads to the relation

By = 0 i E 3
KP() = it —tamh — () O 4)

Upon substitution of the above expressions in the Kubo omula ©r ¥, one obtains the F luctuation-D issipation
relation.

R
APPENDIX E:THE KUBO FORMULA AND THE Theenergy ofthe system ishHi= E E)dJE .k olows

DIFFUSION IN ENERGY SPACE that the rate of energy absorption is
Z 3
- d . @ €)
The illum inating derivation of Eq.{33) is based on the Fis . dE gE)De E g®) €2)
observation that energy absorption is related to having
di usion in energy space. Let us assum e that the proba— For a m icrocanonical preparation we get
bility distrbbution & )= g€ )f € ) of the energy satis-
es the ©llow ing di usion equation: gl’Hi= 1 d GE) Dy ] €3)
dt gE)dE
@ _ e SE D e 1 E1) T hisdi usion-dissipation relation reduces in m ediately to

Qt QE @E gE) the uctuation-dissipation relation ifwe assum e that the



di usion in energy soace due to the driving is given by

Cl (! 0) xix;

E4)

ij

Thus it is clear that a theory for linear response should
establish that there is a di usion process in energy space
due to the driving, and that the di usion coe cient
is given by Eq.LE_éi) . M ore in portantly, this approach
also allow s treating cases w here the expression forD g is
non-perturbative, w hile the di usion-dissipation relation
Eq.E3) stillhods!

A fullexposition (@nd further reference) for this route
of derivation can be fund in {6, 17, L8, 119]. Here we
shall give jast the classicalderivation ofEq. @_4 ), which
is extrem ely sin ple. W e start w ith the identity

d @H X
—MHi= —-— = 2 F* )

5
dt @t . ©2)

A ssum Ing (for presentation purpose) that the rates xy
are constant num bers, i ©llow s that energy changes are
related to the uctuating F X (t) as ollow s:

X 2 ¢

Hi Wi = Xy L)’ Ee)
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Squaring this expression, and perform ing m icrocanonical
averaging over initial conditions we cbtain:

B2 @) = XX cHe®  Hatta®

ij

&7

where CP ¢ € = wiEF I D1 is the correlation
function. For very short times this equation in plies
\ballistic" spreading ( E? / %) whik on interm ediate
tin e scales it leadsto di usive spreading E% () = 2D et
w here

E8)

ij

T he latter result assum es a short correlation tin e. This
is also the reason that the integration over can be ex—
tended orm 1 to+1 .HenoewegetEq.EE:}l).Wenote
that for Iong tim esthe system sdeviates signi cantly from
the Iniialm icrocanonical preparation. Hence, for long
tin es, one should justify the use of the di usion equa—
tion (E ].) T his leads to the classical slow ness condition
which is discussed in Ref. fl9
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FIG 1. Hustration of a ring system (@). T he shape of the ring is controlled by som e param eters x; and x; . The ux through the ring
isx3 = .A system with equivalent topology, and abstraction of the m odel are presented in (o) and (c). T he \dot" can be represented
by an S m atrix that depends on x; and x2. In (d) also the ux x3 is regarded as a param eter of the dot. If we cut the wire in (d) we get
the open two lead geom etry of (e). If we put m any such units in series we get the period system in (f).

En bias | E, (x(®)

wire states dot state

position time
FIG 2. Schem atic illustration of quantum pum ping In a closed w ire-dot system . T he net charge via the third level (thick solid line on
the right) is vanishingly sm all: A s the dot potential is lowered an electron is taken from the left side ( rst avoided crossing), and then
em itted back to the left side (second avoided crossing). A ssum ing that the bias is inverted before the dot potential is raised back, only
the second level carry a net chargeQ = O (1).

-2 -1 1 x2 2

FIG 3. The st component oftheB eld fora particle in the m iddle level of the 3 site lattice m odel. It is plotted as a function of the
dot potentialxy = u. The other parametersare = 0,and ¢; = 0:1, while ¢ = 0:04 for the thick line and ¢ = 0:02 for the thin line. In
the Iim it ¢ ! 0, all the charge that is transfered from the left side into the dot during the rst avoided crossing, is em itted back into the
left side during the second avoided crossing. Inset: T he eigenenergies E , (x) for the ¢ = 0:04 calculation.



