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

Doron Cohen
Departm ent of Physics, Ben-G urion University, Beer-Sheva 84105, Israel

Q uantum pum pingin closed system sisconsidered.W eexplain thattheK uboform ula containsall

the physically relevantingredientsforthe calculation ofthe pum ped charge (Q )within the fram e-

work oflinear response theory. The relation to the com m on form ulations ofadiabatic transport

and \geom etric m agnetism " is clari�ed. W e distinguish between adiabatic and dissipative contri-

butionsto Q .O n the one hand we observe thatadiabatic pum ping doesnothave to be quantized.

O n the otherhand we de�ne circum stancesin which quantized adiabatic pum ping holdsasan ap-

proxim ation.The deviation from exactquantization isrelated to the Thoulessconductance.Asan

application wediscussthefollowing exam ples:classicaldissipativepum pingby conductancecontrol,

classicaladiabatic (non dissipative) pum ping by translation,and quantum pum ping in the double

barrier m odel. In the latter contextwe analyze a 3 site lattice Ham iltonian,which represents the

sim plestpum ping device.W erem ark on theconnection with thepopularS m atrix form alism which

hasbeen used to calculate pum ping in open system s.

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

Linear response theory (LRT) [1,2,3]is the leading

form alism to dealwith driven system s. Such system s

aredescribed by a Ham iltonian H (x)wherex(t)isa set

oftim e dependent classicalparam eters ("�elds"). The

K ubo form ula is the cornerstone ofLRT.It allowsthe

calculation oftheresponsecoe�cients,and in particular

the conductance m atrix (G) ofthe system . Ifwe know

G,we can calculatethe charge(Q )which istransported

through thesystem duringonecycleofaperiodicdriving.

Thisiscalled pum ping.

Pum pingofchargein m esoscopic[4]and m olecularsize

devicesisregarded asa m ajorissue in the realization of

future quantum circuits or quantum gates,possibly for

the purposeofquantum com puting.

A . M odelsystem

In ordertoexplain them otivation forthepresentwork,

and its relation to the published literature,we have to

givea betterde�nition oftheproblem .Forpresentation

purpose wefocuson a m odelsystem with a ring geom e-

try (Fig.1). The shape ofthe ring iscontrolled by som e

param eters x1 and x2. These param eters can be gate

voltagesthatdeterm inethelocation ofsom eboundaries,

or the height ofsom e barriers. The third param eter is

the ux through the ring:

x3 = � � (�h=e)� (1)

W e shalluse units such that the elem entary charge is

e= 1. Note that the Ham iltonian H (x1(t);x2(t);x3(t))

has gauge invariance for � 7! � + 2�. Another system

with a ring topology is presents in Fig.1b,and its ab-

straction is represented in Fig.2c. The \dot" can be

represented by an S m atrix thatdependson x1 and x2.

In Fig.1d also the ux x3 isregarded asa param eterof

the dot. Ifwe cut the wire in Fig.1d we get the open

two lead geom etry ofFig.1e. Finally we can put m any

such unitsin series(no ux),hence getting the periodic

system ofFig.1f. In the latter case the Ham iltonian is

invariant for unit translations,and therefore the quasi

m om entum � isa constantofm otion.Itfollowsthatthe

m athem aticaltreatm ent of a driven periodic structure

reducesto an analysisofa driven ring system with ux.

B . C lassi�cation ofpum ps

\Pum ping" m eansthatnetcharge(orm aybebetterto

say \netintegrated probability current")is transported

through the ring per cycle ofa periodic driving. Using

the com m on jargon ofelectricalengineering thiscan be

described asAC-DC conversion.W edistinguish between

� pum ping in open system s(such asin Fig.1e).

� pum ping in closed system s(such asin Fig.1d)

� pum ping in periodic system s(such asin Fig.1f)

Forareasonthatwasexplained attheend oftheprevious

subsection we regard the lastcategory [5]asm athem at-

ically equivalentto the second category.W e also regard

the�rstcategory [6,7,8,9]asa special(subtle)lim itof

thesecond category:in a follow up paper[10]wedem on-

strate thatin the lim itofopen geom etry the K ubo for-

m ula reducesto theS-m atrix form ula ofB�uttikerPr�etre

and Thom as[6].

There are works in the literature regarding \recti�-

cation" and \ratchets" [11]. These can be regarded as

studies of pum ping in periodic system s with the con-

notation ofhaving dam ped non-Ham iltonian dynam ics.

Thesetypeofsystem sarebeyond thescopeofthepresent

Paper. There is also a recent interest in Ham iltonian

Ratchets[12],which is again a synonym for pum ping in

periodic system s,but with the connotation ofhaving a

non-linear pum ping m echanism . W e are going to clar-

ify whatare the conditionsforhaving a linear pum ping

m echanism . O nly in case oflinearpum ping m echanism

the K ubo form ula can be used,which should be distin-

guished from the non-linearm echanism ofRef.[12].

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307619v2
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C . O bjectives

The purpose ofthis Paper is to explain and dem on-

strate thatthe K ubo form ula containsallthe physically

relevantingredientsforthecalculation ofthecharge(Q )

which ispum ped during one cycle ofa periodic driving.

In the lim itofa very slow tim e variation (sm all _x),the

em erging picture coincideswith the adiabatic picture of

Refs.[5, 13, 14, 15]. In this lim it the response of the

system iscom m only described asa non-dissipative\geo-

m etricm agnetism " [15]e�ect,orasadiabatictransport.

A m ajorobjective ofthis Paper is to bridge between

the adiabaticpictureand the m oregeneralLRT / K ubo

picture,and to explain how dissipation em erges in the

quantum m echanicaltreatm ent.Forone-param eterdriv-

ing a unifying picture that bridges between the quan-

tum m echanicaladiabaticpictureand LRT hasbeen pre-

sented in [16,17,18,19]. A previous attem pt [20]had

ended in som e confusion regarding the identi�cation of

the linear response regim e,while [15]had avoided the

analysis ofthe m echanism that leads to dissipation in

the quantum m echanicalcase.

Thepresented (K ubo based)form ulation ofthepum p-

ing problem has few advantages: It is not restricted to

theadiabaticregim e;Itallowsacleardistinction between

dissipative and adiabatic contributions to the pum ping;

Theclassicallim itism anifestin theform ulation;Itgives

a levelby levelunderstanding ofthepum ping process;It

allowsthe consideration ofany type ofoccupation (not

necessarily Ferm ioccupation);It allows future incorpo-

ration ofexternalenvironm entalinuencessuch asthat

ofnoise;It regards the voltage over the pum p as elec-

tro m otive force,ratherthan adopting the conceptually

m orecom plicated view [9]ofhaving a chem icalpotential

di�erence.

O f particular interest is the possibility to realize a

pum ping cycle that transfersexactly one unit ofcharge

percycle.Inopen system s[7,8]this\quantization"holds

only approxim ately,and ithasbeen argued [7]thatthe

deviation from exactquantization isdue to the dissipa-

tivee�ect.Furtherm oreithasbeen claim ed [7]thatexact

quantization would hold in the strict adiabatic lim it,if

the system were closed. In this Paperwe would like to

show thatthecorrectpictureisquitedi�erent.W eshall

dem onstrate thatthe deviation from exactquantization

is in fact ofadiabatic nature. This deviation is related

to the so-called \Thoulessconductance" ofthe device.

D . Exam ples

W e give severalexam ples for the application of the

K uboform ulatothecalculation ofthepum ped chargeQ :

� classicaldissipativepum ping

� classicaladiabaticpum ping (by translation)

� quantum pum ping in the doublebarrierm odel

Thelastexam pleisthem ain one.In thecontextofopen

geom etry itisknown as\pum ping around a resonance"

[8]. W e explain that this is in fact an diabatic transfer

schem e,and weanalyzeaparticularversion ofthism odel

which isrepresented by a3sitelatticeHam iltonian.This

is de�nitely the sim plest pum p circuit possible,and we

believethatitcan berealized asa m olecularsizedevice.

Italsocan beregardedasan approxim ationfortheclosed

geom etry version ofthe two delta potentialpum p [8].

E. O utline

In Section 2 we de�ne the m ain object ofthe study,

which isthe conductance m atrix G ofEq.(5). The con-

ductance m atrix can be written as the sum ofa sym -

m etric (�) and an anti-sym m etric (B) m atrices,which

are later identi�ed as the dissipative and the adiabatic

contributionsrespectively.

In the�rstpartofthepaper(Sections2-8)weanalyze

the adiabatic equation (Section 3), and illum inate the

distinction between its zero order solution (Section 4),

itsstationary�rstordersolution (Section 5),and itsnon-

stationarysolution (Section 6).Theoutcom eoftheanal-

ysis in Section 5 is Eq.(26) for the conductance m atrix

G.Thisexpression ispurely adiabatic,and doesnotgive

any dissipation. In order to get dissipation we have to

look fora non-stationary solution.

Thestandard textbook derivation oftheK uboform ula

(Eq.(29)) for the conductance m atrix G im plicitly as-

sum es a non-stationary solution. W e show how to get

from it Eq.(30) for � and Eq.(31) for B. The latter is

shown tobeidenticalwith theadiabaticresult(Eq.(26)).

In Section 7wefurthersim plify theexpression for� lead-

ing to the uctuation-dissipation relation (Eq.(33)).

Thedisadvantagesofthestandard textbook derivation

ofK ubo form ula m ake itis essentialto introduce a dif-

ferentroute toward Eq.(33)for �. This route,which is

discusssed in Section 8,explicitly distinguishes the dis-

sipative e�ect from the adiabatic e�ect, and allows to

determ inetheconditionsforthevalidityofeithertheadi-

abatic picture orLRT.In particularitisexplained that

LRT is based,as strange as it sounds,on perturbation

theory to in�nite order.

In Section 9weclarifythegeneralschem eofthepum p-

ing calculation (Eq.(39)).Section 10 and Section 11 give

two sim ple classicalexam ples. In Section 12 we turn

to discussquantum pum ping,where the cycle isaround

a chain ofdegeneracies. The generaldiscussion is fol-

lowed by presentation ofthe double barrierm odel(Sec-

tion 13). In orderto geta quantitative estim ate forthe

pum ped charge we considera 3 site lattice Ham iltonian

(Section 14).

The sum m ary (Section 15)givessom e largerperspec-

tive on the subject,pointing out the relation to the S-

m atrixform alism ,and totheBorn-O ppenheim erpicture.

In the appendices we give som e m ore details regarding

the derivations,so as to have a self-contained presenta-
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tion.

II. T H E C O N D U C TA N C E M A T R IX

Consider the Ham iltonian H (x(t)), where x(t) is

a set of tim e dependent param eters ("�elds"). For

presentation, as well as for practical reasons, we as-

sum e later a set of three tim e dependent param eters

x(t)= (x1(t);x2(t);x3(t)). W e de�ne generalized forces

in the conventionalway as

F
k = �

@H

@xk
(2)

Notethatifx1 isthelocationofawallelem ent,then F
1 is

theforcein theNewtonian sense.Ifx2 isan electric�eld,

then F 2 isthepolarization.Ifx3 isthem agnetic�eld or

the ux through a ring,then F 3 isthe m agnetization or

the currentthrough the ring.

In linear response theory (LRT) the response ofthe

system isdescribed by a causalresponsekernel,nam ely

hF kit =
X

j

Z 1

�1

�
kj(t� t

0)xj(t
0)dt0 (3)

where �kj(�) = 0 for � < 0. The Fourier transform

of�kj(�) is the generalized susceptibility �kj(!). The

conductancem atrix isde�ned as:

G
kj = lim

!! 0

Im [�kj(!)]

!
=

Z 1

0

�
kj(�)�d� (4)

Consequently,as explained further in Appendix B,the

responsein the \DC lim it" (! ! 0)can be written as

hF ki= �
X

j

G
kj _xj (5)

Asan exam ple forthe applicability ofthisform ula note

thefollowing standard exam plesforoneparam eterdriv-

ing:Letx = wallorpiston displacem ent,then _x = wall

orpiston velocity,G = friction coe�cient,and F = � G _x

is the friction force. Another standard exam ple is x =

m agnetic ux,� _x = electro m otive force,G = electrical

conductance,and henceF = � G _x isO hm law.

It is convenient to write the conductance m atrix as

G kj � �kj+ B kj,where�kj = �jk isthesym m etricpart

of the conductance m atrix, while B kj = � Bjk is the

antisym m etric part. In case ofhaving three param eters

wecan arrangetheelem entsoftheantisym m etricpartas

a vector ~B = (B 23;B 31;B 12). Consequently Eq.(5)can

be written in abstractnotation as

hF i = � � �_x � B ^ _x (6)

where the dotproductshould be interpreted asm atrix-

vectorm ultiplication,which involvessum m ation overthe

index j. The wedge-product also can be regarded as a

m atrix-vectorm ultiplication. Itreducesto the m ore fa-

m iliar cross-product in case that we consider 3 param -

eters. The dissipation,which is de�ned as the rate in

which energy isabsorbed into the system ,isgiven by

_W =
d

dt
hH i = � hF i�_x =

X

kj

�
kj _xk _xj (7)

O nly the sym m etric part contributes to the the dissi-

pation. The contribution ofthe antisym m etric part is

identically zero.

III. T H E A D IA B A T IC EQ U A T IO N

Theadiabaticequationisconventionallyobtained from

theSchrodingerequation by expanding thewavefunction

in the x-dependentadiabaticbasis:

d

dt
j i = �

i

�h
H (x(t))j i (8)

j i =
X

n

an(t)jn(x(t))i (9)

dan

dt
= �

i

�h
E nan +

i

�h

X

m

X

j

_xjA
j
nm am (10)

wherefollowing [13]wede�ne

A
j
nm (x)= i�h

�

n(x)

�
�
�
@

@xj
m (x)

�

(11)

Di�erentiation by parts of@jhn(x)jm (x)i = 0 leads to

the conclusion that A j
nm is a herm itian m atrix. Note

thatthe e�ectofgaugetransform ation is

jn(x)i 7! e�i
� n (x )

�h jn(x)i (12)

A
j
nm 7! ei

� n � � m

�h A
j
nm + (@j�n)�nm (13)

Notethatthe diagonalelem entsA j
n � Ajnn arereal,and

transform asA j
n 7! A j

n + @j�n.

Associated with A n(x)isthe gauge invariant2-form ,

which isde�ned as:

B
ij
n = @iA

j
n � @jA

i
n (14)

= � 2�hIm h@inj@jni (15)

= �
2

�h
Im

X

m

A
i
nm A

j
m n (16)

Thiscan bewritten in an abstractnotation asB = r ^A .

Usingstandard m anipulations,nam elyviadi�erentiation

by partsof@jhn(x)jH jm (x)i= 0,we getforn 6= m the

expressions:

A
j
nm (x)=

i�h

E m � En

�

n

�
�
�
�
@H

@xj

�
�
�
�m

�

� �
i�hF j

nm

E m � En
(17)

and hence

B
ij
n = 2�h

X

m (6= n)

Im
�
F i
nm F

j
m n

�

(E m � En)
2

(18)
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IV . T H E ST R IC T LY A D IA B A T IC SO LU T IO N ,

A N D T H E B ER R Y P H A SE

W e de�ne the perturbation m atrix as

W nm = �
X

j

_xjA
j
nm forn 6= m (19)

and W j
nm = 0 forn = m . Then the adiabatic equation

can be re-written asfollows:

dan

dt
= �

i

�h
(E n� _xAn)an �

i

�h

X

m

W nm am (20)

Ifwe neglectthe perturbation W ,then we getthe strict

adiabaticsolution:

e
� i

�h

�R
t

0
E n (x(t

0
))dt

0
�

R
x (t)

x (0)
A n (x)�dx

�

jn(x(t))i (21)

Due to A n(x),we have the so called geom etric phase.

This can be gauged away unless we consider a closed

cycle. For a closed cycle, the gauge invariant phase

(1=�h)
H
A �~dx iscalled Berry phase.

W ith the above zero-ordersolution we can obtain the

following result:

hF ki =

�

n(x)

�
�
�
��

@H

@xk

�
�
�
�n(x)

�

(22)

= �
@

@xk
hn(x)jH (x)jn(x)i (23)

In case ofthe standard exam ples that were m entioned

previously this corresponds to conservative force or to

persistent current. From now on we ignore this trivial

contribution to hF ki,and look forthe a �rstordercon-

tribution.

V . T H E STA T IO N A R Y A D IA B A T IC

SO LU T IO N :A D IA B A T IC T R A N SP O R T O R

\G EO M ET R IC M A G N ET ISM "

Forlineardriving(unlikethecaseofacycle)theA n(x)

�eld can begauged away.Assum ing furtherthattheadi-

abaticequation can betreated asparam eterindependent

(that m eans disregarding the param etric dependence of

E n and W on x)onerealizesthatEq.(20)possessessta-

tionary solutions.To �rstorderthese are:

j i = jni+
X

m (6= n)

W m n

E n � Em
jm i (24)

Note that in a �xed-basis representation the above sta-

tionary solution isin facttim e-dependent.Hencetheno-

tationsjn(x(t))i,jm (x(t))iand j (t)iarepossibly m ore

appropriate.

W ith the above solution we can write hF kias a sum

ofzero orderand �rstordercontributions.From now on

weignorethezeroordercontribution,and goon with the

�rstordercontribution:

hF ki = �
X

m (6= n)

W m n

E n � Em

�

n

�
�
�
@H

@xk

�
�
�m

�

+ CC

=
X

j

 

i
X

m

A
k
nm A

j
m n + CC

!

_xj

= �
X

j

B
kj
n _xj (25)

For a general stationary preparation, either pure or

m ixed,oneobtainsEq.(5)with

G
kj =

X

n

f(E n)B
kj
n (26)

where f(E n) are weighting factors, with the norm al-

ization
P

n
f(E n) = 1. For a pure state preparation

f(E n) distinguishes only one state n,while for canoni-

calpreparation f(E n) / exp(� En=T),where T is the

tem perature.Foram any-bodysystem ofnon-interacting

Ferm ionsf(E n)can bere-interpreted astheFerm ioccu-

pation function,so that
P

n
f(E n)isthetotalnum berof

particles.

Thuswesee thatthe assum ption ofa stationary �rst-

order solution leads to a non-dissipative (antisym m et-

ric)conductancem atrix Thisisknow aseitherAdiabatic

Transport[5,14]or\G eom etricM agnetism " [13].In the

latersectionsweshalldiscussthelim itationsoftheabove

result.

V I. T H E N O N -STA T IO N A R Y SO LU T IO N :T H E

K U B O FO R M U LA

The K ubo form ula is an expression for the linear re-

sponseofadrivensystem thatgoesbeyondthestationary

adiabaticsolution oftheprevioussection.TheK ubofor-

m ula hasm any typeofderivations.O nepossibility isto

usethe sam eprocedureasin Section 5 starting with

j (t)i = e�iE n tjni

+
X

m (6= n)

�

� iWm n

Z t

0

ei(E n �E m )t
0

dt
0

�

e�iE m tjm i

For com pleteness we also give in Appendix A a sim ple

version ofthe standard derivation,which is based on a

conventional�xed-basis�rst-order-treatm entofthe per-

turbation.The disadvantagesare:

� Thestandardderivationdoesnotillum inatetheun-

derlaying physicalm echanism softhe response.

� The stationary adiabaticlim itisnotm anifest.

� The uctuation-dissipation relation isvague.

� The validity conditions of the derivation are not

clear:no identi�cation ofthe regim es.
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Fornow wego on with theconventionalapproach,butin

alatersection werefertothem oreillum inatingapproach

of[20]and [16,17,18,19]. Then we clarify whatisthe

regim e(rangeof_x)weretheK uboform ulacan betrusted

[18,19],and whatisthe sub-regim e where the response

can be described asnon-dissipativeadiabatictransport.

In order to express the K ubo form ula one introduces

the following de�nition:

K
ij(�)=

i

�h
h[F i(�);Fj(0)]i (27)

W e use the com m on interaction picture notation

F k(�)= eiH tF ke�iH t ,where H = H (x)with x = const.

The expectation value assum es that the system is pre-

pared in a stationary state (see previous section). It is

also im plicitly assum ed that the result is not sensitive

to the exactvalue ofx.Note thatK ij(�)hasa wellde-

�ned classicallim it.ItsFouriertransform willbedenoted
~K ij(!).

The expectation value hF ki is related to the driving

x(t)by thecausalresponsekernel�ij(t� t0).TheK ubo

expression for this response kernel, as derived in Ap-

pendix A,is

�
ij(�) = �(�)K ij(�) (28)

wherethestep function �(�)caresfortheuppercuto�of

theintegrationin Eq.(3).TheFouriertransform of�ij(�)

isthegeneralized susceptibility �ij(!).Theconductance

m atrix isde�ned as:

G
ij = lim

!! 0

Im [�ij(!)]

!
=

Z 1

0

K
ij(�)�d� (29)

This can be split into sym m etric and anti-sym m etric

com ponents(see derivation in Appendix C)asfollows:

�
ij = 1

2
(G ij+G ji) =

1

2
lim
!! 0

Im [~K ij(!)]

!
(30)

B
ij = 1

2
(G ij� G

ji) = �

Z 1

�1

d!

2�

Re[~K ij(!)]

!2
(31)

The antisym m etric part is identi�ed [15](Appendix C)

ascorrespondingtothestationarysolution Eq.(26)ofthe

adiabaticequation.

V II. T H E EM ER G EN C E O F D ISSIPA T IV E

R ESP O N SE,A N D T H E

FLU C T U A T IO N -D ISSIPA T IO N R ELA T IO N

The K ubo form ula forthe sym m etric partofthe con-

ductance m atrix (�ij) can be further sim pli�ed. Ifwe

takeEq.(30)literally,then �ij = 0 dueto thesim plefact

that we have �nite spacing between energy levels (see

[21]for a statisticalpoint ofview). But ifwe assum e

thattheenergy levelshavesom e�nitewidth �,then the

sm oothed version of ~K ij(!) should be considered. In

com m on textbookstheintroduction of� is\justi�ed" by

assum ing som e weak coupling to an environm ent,orby

taking the lim it ofin�nite volum e. But we are dealing

with a strictly isolated �nite system ,and therefore the

m eaning of� requires serious consideration. W e post-

ponethe discussion ofthisissueto the nextsection.

Ifthe sm oothed version of ~K ij(!) should be used in

Eq.(30), then it is possible to obtain �ij from power

spectrum ~C ij(!) ofthe uctuations. This is called the

Fluctuation-Dissipation relation. The spectralfunction
~C ij(!) is de�ned as the Fourier transform ofthe sym -

m etrized correlation function

C
ij(�)= h1

2
(F i(�)Fj(0)+ F

j(0)F i(�))i (32)

W euseagain theinteraction picture,asin thede�nition

ofK ij(�).Also thisfunction hasa wellde�ned classical

lim it.

There are several versions for the Fluctuation-

Dissipation relation.Them icrocanonicalversion [15]has

been derived using classicalconsiderations,leading to

�
ijjE =

1

2

1

g(E )

d

dE

h

g(E ) ~C
ij

E
(! ! 0)

i

(33)

In Appendix C we introduce its quantum m echanical

derivation. The subscriptem phasizesthatwe assum e a

m icrocanonicalstatewith energy E ,and g(E )istheden-

sity ofstates.Thetraditionalversion oftheFluctuation-

Dissipation relation assum esa canonicalstate.Itcan be

obtained by canonicalaveraging overthem icrocanonical

version leading to:

�
ijjT =

1

2T
~C
ij

T
(! ! 0) (34)

V III. T H E VA LID IT Y O F LIN EA R R ESP O N SE

T H EO R Y A N D B EY O N D

The standard derivation ofthe dissipative partofthe

K ubo form ula,leading to theFluctuation-Dissipation re-

lation Eq.(33),isnotvery illum inating physically.M ore

troubling is the realization that one cannot tell from

the standard derivation what are the conditions for its

validity. An alternate, physically appealing derivation

[16,17,18,19],isbased on the observation thatenergy

absorption isrelated to having di�usion in energy space

[20]. In Appendix E we outline the m ain ingredientsof

thisapproach.

It should be clear that the di�usion picture of Ap-

pendix E holds only in case ofchaotic system s. Ifthis

di�usion picture doesnothold,then also the K ubo for-

m ula for�ij doesnothold!Driven one-dim ensionalsys-

tem saretheobviousexam pleforthefailureoflinearre-

sponsetheory (LRT).Asin thecaseofthekicked rotator

(standard m ap)[22]thereisacom plicated routetochaos

and stochasticity: By increasing the driving am plitude

the phase space structure is changed. Ifthe am plitude

is sm aller than a threshold value,then the di�usion is
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blocked by K olm ogorov-Arnold-M osercurves,and con-

sequently there is not dissipation. Therefore the K ubo

form ula isnotapplicablein such cases.

The following discussion of dissipative response as-

sum esthatwedealwith a quantized chaoticsystem .W e

would liketo discussthereason and theconsequencesof

having an energy scale�.In thestandard derivation the

assum ption ofhaving levelbroadening asifcom esoutof

the blue. As we already noted it is custom ary in text-

books to argue that either a continuum lim it,or som e

sm allcoupling to an environm entisessentialin orderto

provide�.Butthisisofcoursejusta way to avoid con-

frontation with the physicalproblem ofhaving a driven

isolated �nitem esoscopicsystem .In facttheenergyscale

� isrelated to the rate(_x)ofthe driving:

� =

�
�h�

� 2
j_xj

� 2=3

� � (35)

where for sim plicity ofpresentation we assum e one pa-

ram eter driving. W e use � to denote the m ean level

spacing,and � isthe rootm ean squarevalue ofthe m a-

trix elem ent Fnm between neighboring levels. In order

to derive the above expression for � we have used the

resultof[19](Sec.17)forthe \corewidth" atthe break-

tim e t= tprt ofperturbation theory.The purpose ofthe

presentsection isto givean optional"pedestrian deriva-

tion" for�,and to discussthe physicalconsequences.

Looking atthe�rstordersolution Eq.(24)ofSection 5

one realizes that it m akes sense provided jW m nj� �.

Thisleadsto the adiabaticity condition

j_xj �
� 2

�h�
(36)

Ifthis condition is not satis�ed one should go beyond

�rstorderperturbation theory (FO PT),in a senseto be

explained below. Note that this adiabaticity condition

can be written as� � �.

The adiabaticity condition Eq.(36) can be explained

in a m ore illum inating way as follows: Let us assum e

that we prepare the system at tim e t = 0 at the level

jni. Using tim e dependent FO PT we �nd out that a

stationary-like solution is reached after the Heisenberg

tim e tH = 2��h=�. This is ofcourse a valid description

provided wedo nothaveby then a breakdown ofFO PT.

The condition for this is easily found to be _xtH � �xc,

where �xc = �=�. This leads again to the adiabaticity

condition Eq.(36).

Anotherassum ption in thederivation ofSection 5 was

thatwecan ignoretheparam etricdependenceofE n and

W on x. The adiabaticity condition tH � �xc=_x m ani-

festly justify such an assum ption:W eshould think oftH
asthe transienttim e forgetting a stationary-like state,

and we should regard �xc as the param etric correlation

scale.

As strange as it sounds,in orderto have dissipation,

itisessentialto havea breakdown ofFO PT.In the lan-

guageofperturbation theory thisim pliesarequired sum -

m ation ofdiagram sto in�nite order,leading to an e�ec-

tivebroadening oftheenergy levels.By iterating FO PT,

neglecting interference term s, we get a M arkovian ap-

proxim ation fortheenergy spreading process.Thisleads

to the di�usion equation ofAppendix E.This di�usion

can be regarded asarising from Ferm i-golden-rule tran-

sitions between energy levels. A sim ple ad-hoc way to

determ ine the energy levelbroadening isto introduce �

asa lowercuto� in the energy distribution which isim -

plied by Eq.(24):

jhnj ij2 =
j�h_xFm nj

2

(E n � Em )
4 + (�)4

(37)

Thisconstitutesageneralizationofthewellknown proce-

dureused by W ignerin orderto obtain thelocaldensity

ofstates [16,17]. However,in the present context we

do notgeta Lorentzian. The width param eter� isde-

term ined selfconsistently from norm alization,leading to

Eq.(35)[disregarding num ericalprefactor].

W ecan sum m arizetheabovereasoning by saying that

there isa perturbative regim e thatincludesan adiabatic

(FO PT)sub-regim e.O utsideoftheadiabaticsub-regim e

we need all orders of perturbation theory leading to

Ferm i-golden-rule transitions,di�usion in energy space,

and hencedissipation.ThusthedissipativepartofK ubo

form ula em ergesonly in theregim e� > �,which isjust

the opposite ofthe adiabaticity condition.The nextob-

viousstep isto determ inetheboundary oftheperturba-

tiveregim e.Following[18,19]wearguethattherequired

condition is� � � b. The bandwidth � b / �h isde�ned

astheenergy width jE n � Em jwerethem atrix elem ents

Fnm arenotvanishinglysm all.Ifthecondition � � � b is

violated we�nd ourselvesin thenon-perturbativeregim e

wherethe K ubo form ula cannotbe trusted [18,19].

W estillhaveto illum inate why wecan getin the per-

turbative regim e a dissipative linearresponse in spite of

thebreakdown ofFO PT.Thereason ishaving a separa-

tion ofscales (� � � � � b). The non-perturbative

m ixing on the sm all energy scale � does not a�ect

the rate of �rst-order transitions between distant lev-

els(� � jE n � Em j� � b).ThereforeFerm igolden rule

picture applies to the description ofthe coarse grained

energy spreading,and wegetlinearresponse.

The existence ofthe adiabatic regim e is obviously a

quantum m echanicale�ect. Ifwe take the form allim it

�h ! 0 the adiabaticity condition � � � breaks down.

In factthe proper classicallim itisnon-perturbative,be-

causealsotheweakercondition � � � b doesnotsurvive

the �h ! 0 lim it. Forfurtherdetailssee [16,17,18,19].

In the non-perturbative regim e the quantum m echani-

calderivation ofK ubo form ula is not valid. Indeed we

have dem onstrated [18]the failure ofK ubo form ula in

case ofrandom -m atrix m odels. Butifthe system hasa

classicallim it,then K ubo form ula stillholdsin the non-

perturbative regim e due to sem iclassical (rather than

quantum -m echanical)reasons.

The discussion ofdissipation assum esa generic situa-

tion such that the Schrodinger equation does not have
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a stationary solution. This m eans that driven one-

dim ensional system s are autom atically excluded. An-

othernon-genericpossibility isto considera specialdriv-

ing schem e,such astranslation,rotation ordilation [23].

In such case the tim e dependent Ham iltonian H (x(t))

possessesa stationary solution (provided the \velocity"

_x iskeptconstant).Consequently we do nothavea dis-

sipation e�ect. In Section 11 we discuss the sim plest

exam ple ofpum ping by translation,where the station-

ary adiabatic solution ofSection 5 is in fact exact,and

no dissipation arises.

IX . A P P LIC A T IO N T O P U M P IN G

So farwe have discussed the response fordriving in a

verygeneralway.From now on wefocuson asystem with

a ring geom etry as described in the Introduction, and

illustrated in Fig.1. The shape ofthe ring iscontrolled

by som e param etersx1 and x2,and x3 is the m agnetic

ux.Thegeneralized forceF 3 which isconjugateto the

ux isthe current.The tim e integraloverthe currentis

the transported charge:

Q =

I

hF 3idt (38)

In fact a less m isleading term inology is to talk about

\probability current" and "integrated probability cur-

rent". From a purely m athem aticalpoint ofview it is

not im portant whether the transported particle has an

electricalcharge.

Disregarding a possible persistent current contribu-

tion,the expression forthe pum ped chargeis:

Q = �

�I

G � dx +

I

B ^ dx

�

k= 3

(39)

Ifweneglectthe �rstterm ,which isassociated with the

dissipation e�ect,and average the second ("adiabatic")

term overthe ux,then weget

Q jadiabatic = �
1

2��h

ZZ

B �~dx ^ ~dx (40)

The integration should be taken over a cylinder ofver-

ticalheight 2��h,and whose basis is determ ined by the

projection ofthe pum ping cycleonto the (x1;x2)plane.

W e already pointed out that the Berry phase

(1=�h)
H
A n �~dx isgaugeinvariant.Thereforefrom Stokes

law itfollowsthat(1=�h)
RR
B �~dx ^ ~dx isindependentof

thesurface,and therefore(1=�h)
RR
� B �~dx ^ ~dx with closed

surface should be 2�� integer. Integrating overa cylin-

der,as in Eq.(40),is e�ectively like integrating over a

closed surface (because ofthe 2� periodicity in the ver-

ticaldirection).Thism eansthatthe ux averaged Q of

Eq.(40)hasto be an integer.

Thecom m on interestisin pum pingcyclesin the� = 0

plane.Thism eansthatthe zero orderconservativecon-

tribution to Q ,due to a persistentcurrent,doesnotex-

ist.Furtherm ore,from thereciprocity relations(seeAp-

pendix B)itfollowsthatG 31 = � G13,and G 32 = � G23,

which should becontrasted with G 12 = G 21.Thism eans

thata pum ping cycle in the � = 0 plane ispurely adia-

batic:thereisno dissipativecontribution to Q .O nly the
~B �eld (second term in Eq.(39))isrelevantto thecalcu-

lation ofthe pum ped charge,and itsverticalcom ponent

B 12 vanishesdue to the tim e reversalsym m etry.

The absence ofdissipative contribution for a cycle in

the � = 0 plane,doesnotim ply thatdissipation isnot

an issue. The sym m etric part ofthe conductance m a-

trix �ij isin generalnon-zero,leading to an energy ab-

sorption rate which is proportionalto _x2. This im plies

that the energy absorption per cycle is proportionalto

j_xj. Therefore we are able to m inim ize the dissipation

e�ectby m aking the pum ping cycle very slow. Further-

m ore,ifwe get into the quantum -m echanicaladiabatic

regim e,then �ij becom esextrem ely sm all,and then we

can neglect the dissipation e�ect as long as quantum -

m echanicaladiabaticity can be trusted.

W henever the dissipation e�ect cannot be neglected,

oneshould specify whetherorhow a stationary operation

isachieved.In case ofpum ping in open system the sta-

tionaryoperationisim plicitlyguaranteedbyhavingequi-

librated reservoirs,where the extra energy isdissipated

to in�nity.In caseofpum ping in closed system theissue

ofstationary operation ism ore subtle: In the adiabatic

regim e,to the extend that adiabaticity can be trusted,

we have a stationary solution to the transportproblem ,

as de�ned in Section 5. But outside of the adiabatic

regim e we have di�usion in energy space (Appendix E)

leading to a slow energy absorption (dissipation). Thus

a driven system isheated up gradually (though possibly

very slowly). Strictly speaking a stationary operation

is not achieved,unless the system is in (weak) therm al

contact with som e large bath. Another way to reach a

stationary operation,that does not involve an external

bath,is by having an e�ectively bounded phase space.

This is the case with the m ixed phase space exam ple

which is discussed in Ref.[12]. There the stochastic-like

m otion takesplacein a bounded chaoticregion in phase

space.

X . C LA SSIC A L D ISSIPA T IV E P U M P IN G

Before we discuss the quantum m echanicalpum ping,

it is instructive to bring sim ple exam ples for classical

pum ping. In the following we consider one particle (r)

in a two dim ensionalring asin Fig.1a.

The �rstexam ple isforclassicaldissipative pum ping.

The conductance G = G 33 can be calculated for this

system [24]leadingtoam esoscopicvariationoftheDrude

form ula.The currentisgiven by O hm law I = � G � _�,

where� _� isthe electro-m otive-force.

Consider now the following pum ping cycle: Change

the ux from � 1 to �2, hence pum ping charge
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Q = � G (1)� (�2 � �1). Change the conductance from

G (1) to G (2) by m odifying the shape of the ring.

Change the ux from � 2 back to �1, hence pum p-

ingchargeQ (2)= � G (2)� (�1 � �2).Consequentlythe

netpum ping is

Q = (G (2)� G (1))� (�2 � �1) (41)

Thus we have used the dissipative part ofthe conduc-

tance m atrix (�rst term in Eq.(39)) in order to pum p

charge.In thequantum m echanicalversion ofthisexam -

ple extra care should be taken with respectto the zero

ordercontribution ofthe persistentcurrent.

X I. C LA SSIC A L A D IA B A T IC P U M P IN G

Thesecond exam pleisforclassicaladiabatic pum ping.

Theideaistotrap theparticleinsidetheringby apoten-

tialwell,and then tom akeatranslation ofthetrap along

a circle. The result ofsuch a cycle is evidently Q = 1.

W ewould liketo seehow thistrivialresultem ergesform

the K ubo form ula.

Let (r;p) be the canonicalcoordinate ofthe particle

in the ring,while (x1;x2)are the centercoordinate ofa

trapping potential.TheHam iltonian is:

H (r;p;x(t)) =
1

2m

"

p
2

? +

 

pk �
1

2�
p
x2
1
+ x2

2

�(t)

! #

+ Utrap(r1� x1(t);r2� x2(t)) (42)

where pk and p? are the com ponentsofthe m om entum

along the ring and in the perpendicular(transverse)di-

rections.Thepum ping isdonesim ply by cycling thepo-

sition ofthetrap.Thetranslation ofthetrap isassum ed

to be along an inside circleofradiusR,

x(t)= (R cos(
t);R sin(
t);�= const) (43)

In thisproblem the stationary solution ofSection 5 is

an exactsolution.Nam ely

j (t)i = eim
_x�r jn(x(t))i (44)

where jn(x)i7!  (n)(r � x)are the eigenfunctions ofa

particlein thetrap.Eq.(44)isjustG alileitransform ation

from the m oving (trap)fram eto the Laboratory fram e.

It is a-prioriclear that in this problem the pum ped

charge per cycle is Q = 1,irrespective of�. Therefore

the ~B �eld m ustbe

~B = �
(x1;x2;0)

2�(x2
1
+ x2

2
)

(45)

Thiscan be veri�ed by calculation via Eq.(18).Thesin-

gularity along the x3 axisisnotofquantum m echanical

origin: It is not due to degeneracies,but rather due to

thediverging currentoperator(@H =@x3 / 1=
p
x2
1
+ x2

2
).

X II. Q U A N T U M P U M P IN G

W e turn now to the quantum m echanicalcase. Con-

sideran adiabaticcyclethatinvolvesa particularenergy

leveln.Thislevelisassum ed to havea degeneracy point

at(x
(0)

1
;x

(0)

2
;�(0)).Itfollowsthatin factthere isa ver-

ticalchain ofdegeneracy points:

chain = (x
(0)

1
;x

(0)

2
;�(0)+ 2��h � integer) (46)

These degeneracy points are im portant for the geo-

m etrical understanding of the ~B �eld, as im plied by

Eq.(18). Every degeneracy point is like a m onopole

charge.Thetotalux thatem ergesfrom each m onopole

m ustbe2��h� integerfora reason thatwasexplained af-

terEq.(40). Thusthe m onopolesare quantized in units

of�h=2.The ~B �eld which iscreated (so to say)by a ver-

ticalchain ofm onopolesm ay have a di�erentnear �eld

and far �eld behavior,which wediscussbelow.

Thefar�eld region existsifthechainsarewellisolated.

Laterwe explain that\far" m eansgT � 1,where gT is

the Thouless conductance. The far �eld is obtained by

regarding thechain asa sm ooth line.Thisleadsqualita-

tively to the sam e �eld asin Eq.(45). Consequently,for

a \large radius" pum ping cycle in the � = 0 plane,we

getjQ j� 1.In thefollowing weareinterested in thede-

viation from exactquantization:If�(0) = 0 weexpectto

have jQ j� 1,while if�(0) = � we expectjQ j� 1.O nly

forthe� averagedQ ofEq.(40)wegetexactquantization.

The deviation from jQ j� 1 is extrem ely large ifwe

considera tightpum ping cyclearound a �(0) = 0 degen-

eracy. After linear transform ation ofthe shape param -

eters,the energy splitting � = E n � Em ofthe energy

leveln from itsneighboring (nearly degenerated)levelm

can be written as

� = ((x 1� x
(0)

1
)2 + (x2� x

(0)

2
)2 + c

2(�� �
(0))2)1=2 (47)

wherecisa constant.Them onopole�eld isaccordingly

~B = �
c

2

(x1� x
(0)

1
;x2� x

(0)

2
;x3� x

(0)

3
)

((x1� x
(0)

1
)2 + (x2� x

(0)

2
)2 + (c

�h
)2(x3� x

(0)

3
)2)3=2

(48)

where the prefactor is determ ined by the requirem ent

ofhaving a single (�h=2) m onopole charge. Assum ing a

pum ping cycle ofradius R in the � = 0 plane we get

from the second term ofEq.(39)

Q = �

�I

B ^ dx

�

3

= � �
p
gT (49)

where

gT =
1

�

@2�

@�2
=

c2

R 2
(50)

isa practicalde�nition forthe Thoulessconductance in

thiscontext.Itisused here sim ply asa m easureforthe

sensitivity ofan energy levelto the m agneticux �.
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W hatwewantto do in thenextsectionsisto interpo-

latebetween thenear�eld result,which isQ = O (
p
gT ),

and thefar�eld result,which isQ = O (1).Forthispur-

poseitisconvenientto considera particularm odelthat

can be solved exactly.

X III. T H E D O U B LE B A R R IER M O D EL

A sim ple exam pleforquantum pum ping isthedouble

barrierm odel. An open geom etry version ofthism odel

has been analyzed in [8]using the S m atrix approach.

The analogous closed geom etry version is obtained by

considering a one-dim ensionalring with two delta bar-

riers. As we are going to explain below,the pum ping

processin thism odelcan beregarded asa particularex-

am pleofan adiabatictransferschem e:Theelectronsare

adiabatically transfered from stateto stateoneby oneas

in \m usicalchairgam e".

The two delta barriers version ofthe double barrier

m odelis illustrated in Fig.2. The length ofthe ring is

L,with periodic boundary conditionson � (L=2)< r <

(L=2).A dotregion jQ j< a=2isde�ned by thepotential

U (r;c1;c2)=
1

c1
�

�

r+
a

2

�

+
1

c2
�

�

r�
a

2

�

(51)

It is assum ed that c1 and c2 are sm allenough so one

can classify thering eigenstatesinto two categories:wire

states,and dot states. The latter are those states that

are localized in the dotregion jQ j< a=2 in the lim itof

in�nitely high barriers. W e de�ne the Ferm ienergy as

the energy ofthe lastoccupied wire levelin the lim itof

in�nitely high barriers.

Thethreeparam etersthatwecan controlaretheux

x3 = � = �h�,thebiasx 1 = c1� c2,and thedotpotential

x2 = E dot which is related to c1 + c2. The energy E dot

correspond to thedotstatewhich isclosestto theFerm i

energy E F from above. W e assum e that the other dot

levelsarem uch furtheraway from theFerm ienergy,and

can beignored.Notethatanotherpossiblewaytocontrol

the dotpotential,is sim ply by changing a gate voltage:

That m eans to assum e that there is a controlover the

potentialoorin the region jQ j< a=2.

Thepum pingcycleisassum edto bein the� = 0plane,

sothereisnoissueofconservativepersistentcurrentcon-

tribution. The pum ping cycle is de�ned as follows: W e

startwith a positivebias(x1 > 0)and lowerthedotpo-

tentialfrom a large x2 > E F value to a sm allx2 < E F

value. As a result, one electron is transfered via the

leftbarrierinto the dotregion. Then we invertthe bias

(x1 < 0) and raise back x2. As a result the electron is

transfered back into the wirevia the rightbarrier.

A closerlook attheabovescenario(Fig.2b)revealsthe

following: As we lower the dot potentialacross a wire

level,an electron is adiabatically transfered once from

leftto rightand then from rightto left. Aslong asthe

bias is positive (x1 > 0) the net charge being pum ped

isvery sm all(jQ j� 1). O nly the lowestwire levelthat

participate in the pum ping cycle carries Q = O (1) net

charge:Ittakesan electron from the leftside,and after

the bias reversalit em its it into the right side. Thus

the pum ping processin thism odelcan be regarded asa

particularexam ple [14]ofan adiabatic transfer schem e:

The electronsare adiabatically transfered from state to

state,oneby one,asin \m usicalchairgam e".

For a single occupied levelthe net Q is the sum of

charge transfer events that take place in four avoided

crossings (two avoided crossings in case of the lowest

level). For m any particle occupation the totalQ is the

sum overthenetQ swhich arecarried by individuallev-

els. Fora dense zero tem perature Ferm ioccupation the

sum m ation overallthe netQ sisa telescopic sum ,leav-

ing non-canceling contributions only from the �rst and

the last adiabatic crossings. The latter involve the last

occupied levelatthe Ferm ienergy.

X IV . T H E T H R EE SIT E LA T T IC E

H A M ILT O N IA N

Rather than analyzing the two-delta-barriers version

ofthe double barrierm odel,weconsiderbelow a sim pli-

�ed version thatstillcontainsthesam eessentialingredi-

ents.Thisisobtained by considering a three site lattice

Ham iltonian. The advantage is obviously the possibil-

ity to m ake an exactanalyticaltreatm entthatdoesnot

involveapproxim ations.

The m iddle site in the three site lattice Ham iltonian

supportsa singledotstate,whilethetwoothersitessup-

porttwo wirestates.TheHam iltonian is

H 7!

 
0 c1 ei�

c1 u c2
e�i� c2 0

!

(52)

The three param etersare the biasx1 = c1 � c2,the dot

energy x2 = u,and the ux x3 = � = �h�.Forpresenta-

tion purposeweassum ethat0 < c1;c2 � 1,and charac-

terizethewire-dotcoupling by theparam eterc=
p
c1c2.

The eigenstatesare E n. Disregarding the interaction

with the dot (c = 0) we have two wire states with

E = � 1. This im plies degeneracies for x2 = u = � 1.

O nceweswitch on thecoupling(c> 0),theonly possible

degeneraciesarebetween theeven dotstateand theodd

wirestateofthem irrorsym m etricHam iltonian (x1 = 0).

The ux should be eitherinteger(fordegeneracy ofthe

dot levelwith the lower wire level),or halfinteger (for

degeneracy ofthe dot levelwith the upper wire level).

Thuswehavetwo verticalchainsofdegeneracies:

The negativechain = (0;� 1+c2;2��h � integer)

The positivechain = (0;+ 1� c
2
;� + 2��h � integer)

In order to calculate the ~B �eld and pum ped charge

Q ,we have to �nd the eigenvaluesand the eigenvectors

oftheHam iltonian m atrix.Thesecularequation forthe
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eigenvaluesis

E
3 � uE

2 � (1+ c
2

1 + c
2

2)E + u � 2c1c2 cos(�)= 0

Using the notations

Q =
1

9
u
2 +

1

3
(1+ c

2

1 + c
2

2)

R =
1

27
u
3 +

1

6
(1+ c

2

1 + c
2

2)u �
1

2
u + c1c2 cos(�)

cos(�)=
R

p
Q 3

the rootsofthe abovecubic equation are:

E n =
1

3
u + 2

p
Q cos

�
1

3
� + n

2�

3

�

(53)

wheren = 0;� 1.The corresponding eigenstatesare:

jn(x)i7!
1
p
S

 
c2e

i� + c1E n

1� E2n
c1e

�i� + c2E n

!

(54)

whereS isthe norm alization,nam ely

S = (1� E
2

n)
2 + (c1+ c2E n)

2 + (c2+c1E n)
2 (55)

For the calculation of the pum ped charge in the next

paragraph it is usefulto notice that for E = � 1 the

norm alization is S = 2(c1 � c2)
2,while for E = 0 the

norm alization isS � 1.

Aftersom ealgebra we�nd thatthe�rstcom ponentof

the ~B �eld in the � = 0 plane is

B
1 = � 2=

�
@

@u
n(x)

�
�
�
�

@

@�
n(x)

�

(56)

= � (c21 � c
2

2)
1

S2

@S

@u
(57)

W hich isillustrated in Fig.3.From here itfollow thatif

wekeep constantbias,and changeonly x2 = u,then the

pum ped chargeis:

Q = �

Z

B
1
dx2 = � (c21 � c

2

2)
1

S

�
�
�
�

final

initial

(58)

Fora planar(� = 0)pum ping cyclearound thenegative

verticalchain them ain contribution toQ com esfrom the

two crossingsofthe x2 � � 1 line.Hence weget

Q =
c1 + c2

c1 � c2
=
p
1+ 2gT (59)

wheretheThoulessconductancein thiscontextrefersto

the avoided crossing,and isde�ned as

gT �
1

�

@2�

@�2

�
�
�
�
�= 0

=
2c1c2

(c1 � c2)
2

(60)

A sim ilarcalculation ofthe pum ped chargefora planar

cyclearound the positivechain leadsto

Q = �
c1 � c2

c1 + c2
= �

p
1� 2gT (61)

with gT = 2c1c2=(c1 + c2)
2. In both cases we have ap-

proxim ate quantization Q = � 1 + O (gT ) for gT � 1,

while for a tight cycle either Q ! 1 or Q ! 0 de-

pending on which lineofdegeneraciesisbeing encircled.

Ifthe pum ping cycle encircles both chains then we get

Q = 4c1c2=(c
2
1 � c22). In the latter case Q = O (gT ) for

gT � 1,with no indication forquantization.

X V . SU M M A R Y A N D D ISC U SSIO N

W e have shown how the K ubo form alism can be used

in ordertoderiveboth classicaland quantum m echanical

resultsforthe pum ped charge Q in a closed system . In

thisform ulation the distinction between dissipative and

non-dissipativecontributionsism anifest.

W ithin the fram ework ofthe K ubo form alism (disre-

garding non-linearcorrections)we have m ade a distinc-

tion between the following levelsoftreatm ent:

� Strictadiabaticity

(outcom e ofzero ordertreatm ent)

� Adiabatic transport

(outcom e ofstationary �rstordertreatm ent)

� Dissipation

(the resultof�rstordertransitions)

In the adiabatic regim e one can assum e a stationary so-

lution to the adiabatic equation,which im 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 ordertreatm ent,while the \geom etric m agnetism "

ofEq.(26)istheoutcom eofa�rstordertreatm entofthe

inter-levelcouplings.

In som every specialcases(translations,rotationsand

dilations) this assum ption (ofhaving a stationary solu-

tion) is in fact exact,but in generic circum stance this

assum ption is an approxim ation. O utside ofthe adia-

baticregim ethe stationary solution cannotbe trusted.

Assum ing quantized chaotic dynam ics one argues

thatFerm i-golden-ruletransitionsbetween levelslead to

(slow) di�usion in energy (Eq.(E1)). This leads to the

em ergence ofthe dissipative part in the K ubo form ula.

W e have obtained an expression (Eq.(35)) for the en-

ergy scale � / j_xj2=3 that controls the dissipative ef-

fect. W e have explained that the dissipative contribu-

tion to the K ubo form ula is valid only in the regim e

� < � � � b.O therwise the dynam icsiseitherofadia-

baticnature(� � �)ornon-perturbative(� > �).

In order to calculate the pum ped charge Q we have

to perform a closed line integralover the conductance

(Eq.(39)).Thism ay have in generalboth adiabatic and
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dissipative contributions. Forthe com m on pum ping cy-

cle in the � = 0 plane,only the adiabatic contribution

exists. This follows from the reciprocity relations(Sec-

tion 9).Stillwehaveem phasized (withoutanycontradic-

tion)thatin the sam e circum stancesa dissipation e�ect

typically accom paniesthe pum ping process.

The quantum adiabatic contribution to the pum ping

is determ ined by a line integralovera ~B �eld which is

created by m onopoles.Them onopoles,which arerelated

to thedegeneraciesoftheHam iltonian,arelocated along

verticalchains in x space (Eq.(46)). The 3 site m odel

provides the sim plest exam ple for such verticalchains:

By calculating the ~B �eld which iscreated (so to say)by

thesechains,wewereableto determ inethechargewhich

ispum ped during a cycle (e.g.Eq.(59)).

The (m onopolesofthe)verticalchainshavenear �eld

regions (Eq.(48)). If the chains are wellisolated in x

space,then there are also far �eld regions.The far�eld

regionsarede�ned asthose where the Thoulessconduc-

tance is very sm all(gT � 1). Pum ping cycles thatare

contained in thefar�eld regionofagiven chain lead toan

approxim ately quantized pum ping Q = integer+ O (gT ).

It is im portant to realize that the existence offar �eld

regions in x space is associated with having a low di-

m ensionalsystem faraway from the classicallim it.In a

quantized chaotic system it is unlikely to have gT � 1

along a pum ping cycle. Aswe take the �h ! 0 lim itthe

verticalchains becom e very dense,and the far �eld re-

gionsdisappear.

In thesubtlelim iting caseofopen geom etry weexpect

to getagreem entwith the S-m atrix form ula ofB�uttiker

Pr�etre and Thom as (BPT) [6]. Using the notations of

the presentPaperthe BPT form ula forthe currentthat

com esoutof(say)the rightlead can be written as:

G
3j =

e

2�i
trace

�

P
@S

@xj
S
y

�

(62)

whereP isthe projectoron the rightlead channels.For

G 33 the above reduces to the Landauer form ula. The

detailsregarding therelation between theK ubo form ula

and the BPT form ula willbe published in a separate

paper[10].Herewejustnotethatthederivation isbased

on ageneralization oftheFisher-Leeapproach [3,25,26].

Finally it is im portant to rem em ber that the theory

ofdriven system sis the cornerstone forthe analysisof

interactionbetween\slow"and\fast"degreesoffreedom .

Assum e thatthatthe xj are in factdynam icalvariable,

and that the conjugate m om enta are pj. The standard

textbook exam pleisthestudy ofdiatom icm olecules.In

such case xj are the locations ofthe nuclei. The total

Ham iltonian isassum ed to be ofthe generalform

H total =
1

2M

X

j

p
2

j + H (x) (63)

whereH istheHam iltonian ofthe"fast" degreesoffree-

dom (in the context ofm olecular physics these are the

electrons).Ratherthan usingthestandard basis,onecan

usetheBorn-O ppenheim erbasisjx;n(x)i= jxi
 jn(x)i.

Then the Ham iltonian can be written as

H total =
1

2M

X

j

(pj � A
j
nm (x))

2 + �nm E n(x)

where the interaction term is consistent with Eq.(19).

Thus it is evident that the theory ofdriven system s is

a speciallim it ofthis problem ,which is obtained ifwe

treatthe xj asclassicalvariables.
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A P P EN D IX A :T H E K U B O FO R M U LA :

STA N D A R D D ER IVA T IO N

In thisAppendix we presentan elem entary textbook-

stylederivation oftheK uboform ula.Fornotationalsim -

plicity we write the Ham iltonian asH = H 0 � f(t)V. It

is assum ed that the system ,in the absence ofdriving,

is prepared in a stationary state �0. In the presence of

driving welook fora �rstordersolution �(t)= �0 + ~�(t).

The equation for ~�(t)is:

@~�(t)

@t
� � i[H0;~�(t)]+ if(t)[V;�0] (A1)

Thisequation can be re-written as

@

@t
(U 0(t)

�1 ~�(t)U0(t))� if(t)[U0(t)
�1
VU 0(t);�0]

whereU 0(t)istheevolution operatorwhich isgenerated

by H 0.The solution ofthe latterequation is

~�(t) �

Z t

i[V(� (t� t
0));�0]f(t

0)dt0 (A2)

whereweusetheusualde�nition ofthe\interaction pic-

ture" operatorV(�)= U0(�)
�1
VU 0(�).

Considernow the tim e dependence ofthe expectation

value hFit = trace(F�(t))ofan observable.Disregarding

the zero ordercontribution,the �rstorderexpression is

hFit �

Z t

itrace(F[V(� (t� t
0));�0]) f(t

0)dt0

=

Z t

�(t� t
0)f(t0)dt0

wherethe responsekernel�(�)isde�ned for� > 0 as

�(�) = itrace(F[V(� �);�0])

= itrace([F;V(� �)]�0)

= ih[F;V(� �)]i

= ih[F(�);V]i (A3)

W ehaveused abovethecyclicpropertyofthetraceoper-

ation;thestationarity U 0�0U
�1
0 = �0 oftheunperturbed

state;and the de�nition F(�)= U0(�)
�1
FU 0(�).

A P P EN D IX B :R EM A R K S R EG A R D IN G T H E

G EN ER A LIZED SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y

In this appendix we would like to further illum inate

the relation between the generalized susceptibility and

the conductance m atrix. The generalized susceptibility

�kj(!) is the Fourier transform ofthe causalresponse

kernel�kj(�).Thereforeitisan analyticfunction in the

upperhalfofthe com plex ! plan,whose realand im ag-

inary partsare related by Hilberttransform s(K ram ers-

K ronig relations):

�
kj

0
(!)� Re[�kj(!)]=

Z 1

�1

Im [�kj(!0)]

!0� !

d!0

�
(B1)

The im aginary part of�kj(!) is the sine transform s of

�kj(�), and therefore it is proportionalto ! for sm all

frequencies. Consequently it is convenient to write the

Fouriertransform ed version ofEq.(3)as

[hF ki]! =
X

j

�
kj

0
(!)[xj]! � �

kj(!)[_xj]! (B2)

wherethe dissipation coe�cientisde�ned as

�
kj(!)=

Im [�kj(!)]

!
=

Z 1

0

�
kj(�)

sin(!�)

!
d� (B3)

In this paperwe ignore the �rstterm in Eq.(B2)which

signify the non-dissipative in-phase response. Rather

we put the em phasis on the \DC lim it" (! ! 0)

of the second term . Thus the conductance m atrix

G kj = �kj(! ! 0) is just a synonym for the term \dis-

sipation coe�cient". However,\conductance" is a bet-

ter (less m isleading) term inology: it does not have the

(wrong)connotation ofbeing speci�cally associated with

dissipation,and consequently it is less confusing to say

thatitcontainsa (non-dissipative)adiabaticcom ponent.

For system s where tim e reversalsym m etry is broken

due to the presence ofa m agnetic �eld B,the response

kernel, and consequently the generalized susceptibility

and the conductance m atrix satis�es the O nsager reci-

procity relations

�
ij(�;� B) = [� ]�ji(�;B) (B4)

�
ij(!;� B) = [� ]�ji(!;B) (B5)

G
ij(� B) = [� ]Gji(B) (B6)

where the plus (m inus) applies if the signs of F i and

F j transform (not)in thesam eway undertim ereversal.

Thesereciprocity relationsfollow from theK uboform ula

(Eq.(28),using K ij(� �;� B)= � [� ]Kij(�;B),together

with the trivialidentity K ij(� �;B) = � Kji(�;B). In

Section.9 we discussthe im plicationsofthe reciprocity

relationsin the contextofpum ping.
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A P P EN D IX C :EX P R ESSIO N S FO R B A N D G

ThefunctionsC ij(�)andK ij(�)aretheexpectationvaluesofherm itian operators.Thereforetheyarerealfunctions.

ItfollowsthattherealpartoftheirFouriertransform isa sym m etricfunction with respectto !,whiletheim aginary

partoftheirFouriertransform isantisym m etricwith respectto !.By de�nition they satisfy C ij(�)= Cji(� �)and

K ij(�)= � Kji(� �).Itisconvenientto regard them astherealand im aginary partsofonecom plex function �ij(�).

Nam ely,

�ij(�) = hFi(�)Fj(0)i = C
ij(�)� i

�h

2
K

ij(�) (C1)

C
ij(�) =

1

2

�
�ij(�)+ �ji(� �)

�
(C2)

K
ij(�) =

i

�h

�
�ij(�)� �ji(� �)

�
(C3)

Itispossibleto expressthedecom position G ij = �ij + B ij in term sof ~K ij(!).Using thede�nition Eq.(29)weget:

G
ij =

Z 1

0

K
ij(�)�d� = �

Z 1

�1

Re[~K ij(!)]

!2

d!

2�
+

"

1

2

Im [~K ij(!)]

!

#

!= 0

(C4)

The �rstterm isantisym m etric with respectto itsindexes,and isidenti�ed asB ij. The second term issym m etric

with respectto itsindexes,and isidenti�ed as�ij.Thelaststep in theabovederivation involvesthefollowingidentity

thathold forany realfunction f(�)

Z 1

0

f(�)�d� =

Z 1

�1

d!

2�
~f(!)

Z 1

0

e�i!� �d� =

Z 1

�1

d!

2�
~f(!)

�

�
1

!2
+ i��

0(!)

�

=

=

Z 1

�1

d!

2�

 

�
Re[~f(!)]

!2
� �Im [~f(!)]�0(!)

!

= �

Z 1

�1

Re[~f(!)]

!2

d!

2�
+

"

1

2

Im [~f(!)]

!

#

!= 0

(C5)

NotethatIm [~f(!)]isthesinetransform off(�),and thereforeitisproportionalto ! isthelim itofsm allfrequencies.

Itisofpracticalvalue to re-deriveEq.(C4)by writing �ij(�)using the energiesEn and the m atrix elem entsF i
nm .

Then wecan getfrom itstraightforwardly (using the de�nitions)allthe otherexpressions.Nam ely:

�ij(�) =
X

n

f(E n)
X

m

F
i
nm F

j
m n exp

�

� i
E m � En

�h
t

�

(C6)

~�ij(!) =
X

n

f(E n)
X

m

F
i
nm F

j
m n 2��

�

! �
E m � En

�h

�

(C7)

�
ij(!) =

X

n;m

f(E n)

�
� Finm F

j
m n

�h!� (Em � En)+ i0
+

F j
nm F

i
m n

�h!+ (E m � En)+ i0

�

(C8)

�
ij = � 2��h

X

n

f(E n)
X

m (6= n)

Re
�
F
i
nm F

j
m n

�
�
0(E m � En) (C9)

B
ij = 2�h

X

n

f(E n)
X

m (6= n)

Im
�
F i
nm F

j
m n

�

(E m � En)
2

(C10)

O ne observes that the expression for B ij coincides with the adiabatic transport result Eq.(26). Alternatively this

identi�cation can be obtained by expressing the sum in Eq.(C10) as an integral,getting form it the �rst term in

Eq.(C4):

B
ij =

2

�h

Z 1

�1

Im [~�ij(!)]

!2

d!

2�
=

2

�h

Z 1

�1

Im [~C ij(!)]� �h

2
Re[~K ij(!)]

!2

d!

2�
= �

Z 1

�1

Re[~K ij(!)]

!2

d!

2�
(C11)
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A P P EN D IX D :EX P R ESSIN G ~K (!) U SIN G ~C (!)

W e can use the following m anipulation in orderto relate ~K ij(!)to ~C ij(!),

~K ij(!) =
X

n

f(E n) ~K ij
n (!) (D1)

=
i

�h
2�

X

nm

f(E n)(F
i
nm F

j
m n�(! + !nm )� F

j
nm F

i
m n�(! � !nm ))

=
i

�h
2�

X

nm

f(E m )(� F
i
nm F

j
m n�(! + !nm )+ F

j
nm F

i
m n�(! � !nm ))

=
i

�h
2�

X

nm

f(E n)� f(Em )

2
(F i

nm F
j
m n�(! + !nm )� F

j
nm F

i
m n�(! � !nm ))

= � i!�
X

nm

f(E n)� f(Em )

E n � Em
(F i

nm F
j
m n�(! + !nm )+ F

j
nm F

i
m n�(! � !nm ))

= � i!
X

n

f
0(E n)C

ij
n (!)

where we use the notation !nm = (E n � Em )=�h. The third line di�ersfrom the second line by perm utation ofthe

dum m y sum m ation indexes,whilethefourth lineisthesum ofthesecond and thethird linesdivided by 2.In thelast

equality we assum e sm all!.Ifthe levelsare very dense,then we can replacethe sum m ation by integration,leading

to the relation:

Z

g(E )dE f(E ) ~K
ij

E
(!) = � i!

Z

g(E )dE f
0(E ) ~C

ij

E
(!) (D2)

where ~K
ij

E
(!)and ~C

ij

E
(!)arem icrocanonically sm oothed functions.Sincethisequality hold forany sm oothed f(E ),

itfollowsthatthe following relation holds(in the lim it! ! 0):

~K
ij

E
(!) = i!

1

g(E )

d

dE

h

g(E )C
ij

E
(!)

i

(D3)

Ifwedo notassum esm all!,butinstead assum ecanonicalstate,then a variation on thelaststepsin Eq.(D1),using

the factthat(f(E n)� f(Em ))=(f(E n)+ f(E m ))= tanh((E n� Em )=(2T))isan odd function,leadsto the relation

~K
ij

T
(!) = i! �

1

�h!
tanh

�
�h!

2T

�

C
ij

T
(!) (D4)

Upon substitution ofthe above expressions in the K ubo form ula for �ij,one obtains the Fluctuation-Dissipation

relation.

A P P EN D IX E:T H E K U B O FO R M U LA A N D T H E

D IFFU SIO N IN EN ER G Y SPA C E

Theillum inating derivation ofEq.(33)isbased on the

observation that energy absorption is related to having

di�usion in energy space.Letusassum ethattheproba-

bility distribution �(E )= g(E )f(E )ofthe energy satis-

�esthe following di�usion equation:

@�

@t
=

@

@E

�

g(E )D E

@

@E

�
1

g(E )
�

��

(E1)

Theenergyofthesystem ishH i=
R
E �(E )dE .Itfollows

thatthe rateofenergy absorption is

d

dt
hH i= �

Z 1

0

dE g(E )D E

@

@E

�
�(E )

g(E )

�

(E2)

Fora m icrocanonicalpreparation weget

d

dt
hH i =

1

g(E )

d

dE
[g(E )D E ] (E3)

Thisdi�usion-dissipationrelationreducesim m ediatelyto

theuctuation-dissipation relation ifweassum ethatthe
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di�usion in energy spacedue to the driving isgiven by

D E =
1

2

X

ij

~C
ij

E
(!! 0) _xi_xj (E4)

Thusitisclearthata theory forlinearresponse should

establish thatthereisa di�usion processin energy space

due to the driving, and that the di�usion coe�cient

is given by Eq.(E4). M ore im portantly,this approach

also allowstreating caseswheretheexpression forD E is

non-perturbative,whilethedi�usion-dissipation relation

Eq.(E3)stillholds!

A fullexposition (and furtherreference)forthisroute

ofderivation can be found in [16,17,18,19]. Here we

shallgive justthe classicalderivation ofEq.(E4),which

isextrem ely sim ple.W e startwith the identity

d

dt
hH i =

�
@H

@t

�

= �
X

k

_xkF
k(t) (E5)

Assum ing (for presentation purpose) that the rates _xk
areconstantnum bers,itfollowsthatenergy changesare

related to the uctuating F k(t)asfollows:

�E = hH it� hH i0 = �
X

k

_xk

Z t

0

F
k(t0)dt0 (E6)

Squaringthisexpression,and perform ing m icrocanonical

averaging overinitialconditionsweobtain:

�E
2(t) =

X

ij

_xi_xj

Z t

0

Z t

0

C
ij

E
(t00� t

0)dt0dt00 (E7)

where C
ij

E
(t00 � t0) = hF i(t0)F j(t00)i is the correlation

function. For very short tim es this equation im plies

\ballistic" spreading (�E2 / t2) while on interm ediate

tim escalesitleadstodi�usivespreading�E2(t)= 2D E t,

where

D E =
1

2

X

ij

_xi_xj

Z 1

�1

C
ij

E
(�)d� (E8)

The latterresultassum esa shortcorrelation tim e.This

isalso the reason thatthe integration over� can be ex-

tended form � 1 to+ 1 .HencewegetEq.(E4).W enote

thatforlongtim esthesystem sdeviatessigni�cantlyfrom

the initialm icrocanonicalpreparation. Hence,for long

tim es,one should justify the use ofthe di�usion equa-

tion (E1). Thisleadsto the classicalslownesscondition

which isdiscussed in Ref.[19].
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FIG 1. Illustration ofa ring system (a). The shape ofthe ring is controlled by som e param eters x1 and x2. The ux through the ring

is x3 = �. A system with equivalent topology,and abstraction ofthe m odelare presented in (b) and (c). The \dot" can be represented

by an S m atrix thatdepends on x1 and x2.In (d)also the ux x3 isregarded asa param eterofthe dot. Ifwe cutthe wire in (d)we get

the open two lead geom etry of(e). Ifwe put m any such units in serieswe get the period system in (f).
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FIG 2. Schem atic illustration ofquantum pum ping in a closed wire-dot system . The net charge via the third level(thick solid line on

the right) is vanishingly sm all: A s the dot potentialis 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 potentialis raised back,only

the second levelcarry a net charge Q = O (1).
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FIG 3. The �rstcom ponentofthe ~B �eld fora particle in the m iddle levelofthe 3 site lattice m odel.Itisplotted asa function ofthe

dot potentialx2 = u. The other param eters are � = 0,and c1 = 0:1,while c2 = 0:04 forthe thick line and c2 = 0:02 forthe thin line. In

the lim itc2 ! 0,allthe charge thatistransfered from the leftside into the dotduring the �rstavoided crossing,isem itted back into the

leftside during the second avoided crossing.Inset: The eigenenergies E n (x) forthe c2 = 0:04 calculation.


