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W e consider arrays of Luttinger liquids, where each node is descrdbed by a unitary scattering
m atrix. In the lin it of sm all electron-electron interaction, we study the evolution ofthese scattering
m atrices as the high-energy single particle states are gradually integrated out. Interestingly, we
obtain the sam e renom alization group equations as those derived by Lal, Rao, and Sen, for a
system com posed of a single node coupled to several sem i-in nite 1D wires. The m ain di erence
between the single node geom etry and a reqular lattice is that in the latter case, the single particle
spectrum is organized into periodic energy bands, so that the renom alization procedure has to
stop when the last totally occupied band has been elim inated. W e therefore predict a strongly
renom alized Luttinger liquid behavior for generic 1lling factors, which should exhibit power-law
suppression of the conductivity at low tem peraturesEr =(kr a) kg T Er ,where a is the lattice
spacing and kr a 1. Som e fully nsulating ground-states are expected only for a discrete set of
Integer lling factors for the electronic system . A detailed discussion of the scattering m atrix ow
and is in plication for the low energy band structure is given on the exam ple of a square lattice.

PACS num bers: To be determ ined
I. NTRODUCTION

Forthe past tw o decades, transport properties of quan—
tum w ires have received a lot of attention ,E]. Besides
m etallic system s, tw o din ensional electron gases induced
n G aA s/A IG aA s heterostructures have digplayed a rich
variety ofquantum e ects such asA haronov-Bohm resis—
tance oscillations in a ring geom etry E,ﬂ], and persistent
currents E,E]. Since the electronic trangport m ean free
path in such arti cial nanostructures can be as large as
severalm icrom eters, m ost scattering processes for elec—
tronic quasiparticles occur at the nodes between several
conducting wires. Their In uence has been extensively
studied in the context of the breakdow n ofthe Q uantum
HallE ect in narrow channels. Experim ents have re—
vealed that the H all resistance m easured In a four probe
geom etry disappears at low m agnetic elds ﬂ,@]. T heo—
retical studies have em phasized the role of quantum m e~
chanical resonances In the scattering am plitudes of elec—
trons at the jinctionsbetw een them ain channeland volt—
age probes E, m]. In experin ental system s, con ning
potentials rem ain an ooth in the vicniy of such junc—
tions, and this induces a rather robust collim ation m ech—
anisn for ncom ing electrons ﬂ,lﬁ]. T his sem iclassical
picture has been con m ed by spectacular experin ents
Involving junctions w ith various shapes E]. M ore re—
cently, coherent A haronov-Bohm oscillations have been
m easured in ballistic arrays w ith the dice lattice geom —
etry ﬂ], In agreem ent with the predictions of sinple
m odels for non-interacting electrons E,lﬂ].

In parallel to this mostly singlke electron physics,
dram atic electron-electron interaction e ects have been
dem onstrated in transport m easurem ents on variousbal-
listic conductors wih very few transverse conduction
channels. For instance, tunneling into edges of a two-
din ensional electronic droplkt in the Fractional Q uan—

tum HallE ect FQHE) regim e has shown current ver—
sus voltage curves w ith power law behavior E] n quak
fative (though not really quantitative) agreem ent w ith
theoretical m odels based on the chiral Luttinger liquid
picture E]. M easurem ents of shot noise associated to
tunneling processes from one edge to another through
a quantum point contact have also provided a convinc-
Ing dem onstration ofthe presence of fractionally charged
quasiparticles In the FQHE phase E,m,lﬂ]. A nother
fam ily of one-dim ensional quantum conductors are car-
bon nanotubes. In particular, single wallnanotubes have
shown a strong reduction ofthe single particle density of
states at low energies E,Iﬁ], com patible w ith the Lut—
tinger liquid m odel E,E].

These two m ain lines of research jist outlined can be
naturally com bined and lead usto consider the sub ct of
netw orks of Interconnected quantum w ires, each of them
being described as a Luttinger liquid. Asa rst step In
this direction, several system s w ith nanotube crossings
have been synthesized ﬂ, E, E, E]. On the theoret—
ical side, m any studies of Luttinger liquids crossing at
one node are now available ,E’Il,@,lﬁ,@], ncluding
extensions to m ore com plex geom etries 1. In this pa—
per, we consider a reqular netw ork of Luttinger liquids.
A s already m entioned, the m ain source of electron scat-
tering In ballistic structures arises from the nodes of the
network. For non-interacting electrons, these nodes are
sin ply described by a scattering m atrix 34,131,341, ana
the full band structure (in the absence of disorder) can
be retrieved from the know ledge ofthism atrix. H ow ever,
as rst shown by K ane and Fisher or a single in purity
n a Luttinger liquid, interaction e ects induce a varia—
tion ofthe dressed scattering m atrix as a function of the
Incom ing electron energy ,@]. One way to Interpret
this in physicaltem s is via the notion of A nderson’s or-
thogonality catastrophe: in the lim it of a tunnel barrier,
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an electron jum ping across the barrier leaves a dipolar
charged excitation which is very far from any eigenstate
of the Interacting system . A rather com plicated collec—
tive relaxation process follow s any single electron tunnel-
Ing event. A rem arkable prediction m ade In these works
isa dram atic qualitative di erence betw een repulsive and
attractive interactions. In the fom er case, the e ective
In purity potential grow s as the typical energy becom es
closer to the chem ical potential. So a single in purity is
su cient to disconnect com pletely an In nite Luttinger

Jiquid at T = 0 for repulsive interactions. Conversely,
any static im purity becom es transparent in the low en-—
ergy lim it in the case of attractive interactions.

An appealing picture for these e ects has been pro-
posed by Yue, G lazm an and M atveev [41]. They have
shown that renom alization of the transm ission am pli-
tudem ay be attrbuted to scattering ofan incom ing elec—
tron on Friedel density oscillations induced by the scat—
terer. From thispicture, they have developed an alterna—
tive renom alization approach, which is perturbative in
the electron-electron interaction, but non-perturbative in
the strength of the in purity potential. This fram ew ork
has been used later In references [37, 138], and we shall
adopt a sin ilar procedure here. Note that a third type
of renom alization schem e, nvolving the fullm om entum
dependence of the electronic selfenergy, hasbeen in ple—
m ented In a series of papers 44,143, 144].

The m ain novel feature in regular arrays In com pari-
son to sim pler geom etriesas a few connected w ires is the
existence of com m ensurability e ects between the Fem 1
w ave—length ofelectrons and the lattice period. In a non—
Interacting electron picture, we expect an energy gap in
the spectrum when the average electron num ber in each
unit cell of the lattice is an integer. As we shall see
later, the band structure for a tw o-din ensional netw ork
yields a gapped excitation spectrum whenever som e in—
teger num bers of bands are lled. For interacting elec—
trons, comm ensurability e ects m ay also be understood
by considering the pattem ofFriedel density oscillations.
In a onedin ensional geom etry, these oscillations exhbi
a dom lnant wavevector equal to 2kg , where kg is the
Fem iwave-vector for a non-interacting one-din ensional
w ire w ith the sam e electronic density. Let usdenote by a
the distance betw een tw o nodes. Friedeloscillations origi-
nating from di erent nodes share the sam e globalphase if
2kr a is an integer, which sin ply m eans that the average
num ber of electrons along a segm ent of length a is inte—
ger. Therefore, in the case of repulsive interactions, we
expect an insulating ground-state In the com m ensurate
case, where the K ane¥ isher m echanisn w ill disconnect
all the w ires incom ing at the sam e node. For incom m en—
surate lings, we predict a strongly renom alized Ferm i
licquid, where the partially lled band crossing the Ferm i
level becom es m uch less dispersive than for the origihal
non-interacting band structure. W e suggest that these
e ects should be in principle observable In networks of
ballistic w ires w here the electronic densiy could be con—
trolled by an uniform gate potential. By changing the

gate voltage, these system s are expected to undergo a
succession ofm etalinsulator transitions. The di erence
betw een an interacting system and a non-interacting one
w illbem anifested by pow er-law dependences for the con—
ductance as a function of tem perature at xed bias volt-
age, or as a function of V. at xed T [39,40], provided
both kg T and eV rem ain higher than an energy scale
which is the renom alized band splitting in the incom —
m ensurate case, or the sihgl particle gap in the com —
m ensurate one.

T his paper is organized as llows. In section [, we
consider a sin pler problm , nam ely a one-din ensional
chain of regularly spaced im purities. W e set up a renor-
m alization group method for weakly interacting elec—
trons which is closely related to those developed in
Refs 34, 141], but where the periodicity of the system
is explicitly taken into account. Section generalizes
this approach to any lattice com posed oflinks ofthe sam e
length, assum ed to be lJarge com pared to the Ferm iwave—
length. W e show explicitly that the scatteringm atricesat
each node of such lattices is renom alized exactly in the
sam e way as for a sihgle node connecting sem i=n nie
wires 34, 141]. This is the central result of the present
work. A s an illistration w ith possible experin ental rel-
evance, section [[¥] considers a two-din ensional square
lattice of Luttinger liquids. W e show that although the
evolution of the scattering m atrix of the nodes as the
typical energy scale is reduced yields a rather trivial
low-energy xed point where all the links becom e dis—
connected, som e interesting qualitative changes in the
quasiparticle band structure take place along this renor-
m alization group ow .

II. ONEDIM ENSIONAL W IRE W ITH A
PERIODIC IM PURITY POTENTIAL

T he goal of this section is to adapt the sin ple renor-
m alization group procedure initiated In Refs. [34,141] to
the case ofa periodic potential. Them ain idea developed
In these works is to dress the bare scattering am plitude
by a correction due to the interaction of an incom ing
electron w ith the Friedel density oscillation induced by
the In purity. T his approach treats the electron-electron
Interaction as the perturbation. B ecause the continuous
spectrum ofparticle-hole excitations in the m etallic w ire
exhibits a nite density of states down to arbitrary low
energy, the rst order correction to the scattering am pli-
tude diverges as In(k  k ), where k is the incom ing
electron’s w ave~vector, and d is the spacial range of the
bare mmpurity potential. This type of nfra—red diver-
gence is very sin ilar to those encountered in the K ondo
problem , and Yue et al. proposed to treat them wih
a renom alization group m ethod inspired by A nderson’s
\poor m an’s scaling" approach [44]. The idea is to inte—
grate out gradually single particle-hole excitationswhich
participate in the Friedel oscillation, starting from those
furthest from the Fem ilevel. A s the electron bandw idth



D iscontinuously reduced, the bare In puriy potential is
renom alized so that the low energy physical properties
of the system are kept unchanged. T he renom alization
procedure stops at a low energy scale w ith is the larger
scale am ong the them albroadening kg T, the bias vol-
age €V , or the lncom ing electron energy ~k  k jr .

A s already stated in the Introduction, the presence of
an array of scattering centers (such as nodes In a wire
network) brings qualitatively new features. In the low
energy regin e, Friedel oscillations originating from dif-
ferent centers are expected to interfere, so we cannot fol-
low the renom alization ow obtained in Refs [34,141] for
a single scatterer down to arbitrary low energies. Fur-
them ore, comm ensuration e ects between the average
electronic density and the superlattice structure play a
crucial role. By contrast to the single in purity case, we
expect an Insulating ground-state only for an integer av—
erage lling ofeach supercell. For ncomm ensurate lling
factors, we expect a crossover from the one-din ensional
behavior ollow ing K ane and F isher’s predictions at high
energy, tow ardsa strongly renomm alized coherent conduc—
tor at Iow energy with nite conductance. In a periodic
system , the naturalway to im plem ent this \poor m an’s
scaling" approach is to integrate out energy bandsone af-
ter the other, starting from those m ost rem ote from the
Fermn i Jlevel. In the Incom m ensurate case, the Jast band,
w hich crossestheFem ilevelispartially lled, so it isnat—
ural to stop the procedure after the last fiillly occupied
band has been integrated out. In any renom alization
m ethod, we have to decide which low-energy quantities
w illbe required to rem ain constant ashigh energy m odes
are elin inated. In the presence ofa periodic potential, it
is natural to prescrbe that singlke quasiparticle energies
should not change under the renom alization group ow
RGF).

A . Band structure for a periodic array of point
scatterers

Letus rstconsidera non-interacting problem alongan
In nite one-din ensional w ire w ith a periodic potential.
T he corresponding H am iltonian is

I‘Xl
e,

- V & na) 1)

n=0

where a denotes the spacial period of the potential,
nam ely the distance between two succesive in purities.
V (x) is a localized potential, so for instance we in pose
that V ) = 0 when kjis larger than a ranged,d a.
The e ect of each scatterer is describbed by a scatter-
ng m atrix $. Suppose st we have only one of them,
centered at the origin x = 0. Let us consider scatter—
ing states w ith the energy Eo k) = ~?k?=@m ), k being
positive. Away from the impuriy, that is for kj> d,
we m ay represent the corresponding wave-function as a

FIG .1: Localized in purity potentialm ay be represented by a

$-m atrix, that connects am plitudes of lncom ing @ ;B % and
outgoing @ %B) plane waves outside the in purity.

superposition of plane-w aves:

Ae™™* + Be ¥ prx< d

&) = A%** + Bo% ** mrx>d @

Sihce Schrodinger’s equation is linear and of second
order, we m ay express the outgoing am plitudes A ° and
B linearly as a fiunction ofthe ncom .ng onesA and B°

0 0
B T i a0 2
where fr;t;1%t% are two pairs of re ection and transm is—
sion coe cients for keft and right sides of the node. In

principle, these four coe cients do depend on the energy

of the particle or equivalently on is wavevector k. In
this paper, we shallneglect this varation, since the dom —
nant contribution processes nvolve virtual excitation of
particle-hole pairs In the vicinity of the Fem 1 level. A

m ore com plte approach would consider the Taylor ex—
pansion of$ i powers of k ke , but all tem s beyond
the 0th order one are irrelevant according to the clas—
si cation of perturbations around a non-interacting one—
din ensional ferm on system . At least for not too large
Interactions, they are not supposed to change the qual-
ttative picture of the system behavior. A s usual, this §



m atrix is unitary. A ssum Ing tim e reversal invariance of
the Ham iltonian mplies t = t° and ifV (x) is an even
fiinction of x, we have also r = r°. In this case, wem ay

param etrize § by two angles (0 =2;0 <2)
§=e 5 sm @)
isin cos

For a periodic array of identical scatterers, eigenstates
m ay be obtained asB loch functions, nam ely wem ay in —
pose the condition
k+a)= e x);
where k® is chosen in the st Brillbuin zone [
On each x-nterval ha+ d; h + 1)a
elgenstate w ith energy E( k) as

=a; =al.
d], we write the

®x)= A e** + Boe ¥

T he above periodicity condition in plies

ik® k
A, = &'t Janp o

_ _ik% k)an
By, = € Bo

Eq. [@) can now be written for each im purity site, which
gives:

An+ leika(n+ 1) t rO Anej.ka(n+ 1)
rt

B.e ika (n+ 1) ika (n+ 1)
n

Bn+ 1€

)
Replacing A, and B, by their expressions in term s ofA g
and By, we get the ollow Ing secular equation

telk K¥)a 1 0

i2ka 0. ik+k%a =0 ®)

re te 1

which detemm ines the dispersion relation im plicitly via
k, the energy being E (), the lattice m om entum k° be-
having as an extemal param eter. U sing a nom alization
condition on the wave-finction, we could get A (;Bg) as
finctions of &%$).

In the particular case of spacially even and time—
reversal Invariant potentials, we may use the above
param etrization or $ in Eqn.(d), which yields

coska+ )= cos ocosk’a) (7)
Fora given value ofthe latticem om entum k°, the possble
values ofka appear In two equally spaced fam ilies, w ith a

&)+

x) = L&) R

x) 1

period 2 foreach ofthem . The allowed values ofka +
belong to the intervals [ + + 2 n; + 2 n] and
[ + 2 n; + 2 n], where n is integer. W e recall
that k should be positive, in order not to count each
elgenstate tw ice. The values ofka+  lying in intervals
[ + 2 n; + 2 nj], and [ + 2 n; + + 2 nj
correspond then to energy gaps. T hese gaps are of course
larger when the re exion coe cient is larger.

k(k)| 2@

- T+

—TIA T O A

FIG .2:Band structure for 1D w ire ofnoninteracting electrons
w ith periodic in purities. BS is2 periodic in k. A set ofgaps
( +2 n; +2 n)and ( +2 n; + + 2 n)ispresent
for any value of $-m atrix.

B . Switching on electron-electron interactions

In a Luttinger liquid, the e ective interaction becom es
non-local in the low-energy lim it. To show this, i is
convenient to decom pose the electron creation operators

*' ®) where 2 f";#g denotes the spin com ponent

alonga xed direction) into a right moving part | ()
and a keftmoving part | ), where | (esp. | )
nvolves the Fourder m odes k close to kr (resp. k).

W ith this decom position, the localelectron density (x)
is w ritten as follow s

X +
x) + R
= ";#

®+ ;. ®) r & @)

®) 1

The rsttwotem sareanooth elds, meaning that theirFourer transform s nvolve only sm allw ave-vectors com pared
to kr . But the last two tem s are centered around the wavewvectors 2k so they are rapidly oscillating.



For a soin—rotation Invariant Ham iltonian, the e ective
Iow energy description ofa Luttinger liquid involesthree
Independent param eters: the velocities v, and vs of col
lective charge and spin excitations, and a dim ensionless
constant K which depends on the strength of electron—
electron interactions and controls the exponents enter-
Ing the correlation functions. Since transport proper—
ties are m ostly a ected by the value of K [39], we shall
not consider here the renom alizations of v, and vy away
from their comm on value w for a non-interacting sys—
tem . Therefore, it is su cient to consider the ©llow ing

Interaction

§=2

U
: dx g (x)? 9)

Y

L=2

where ( (x) isthe long wave-length part ofthe totalden-
sity:
®+ 7 ® L &)

0 &)= &) &

Here L denotes the total length ofthe system . Later, we
shall assum e periodic boundary conditions, and that L
encloses an Integer number N of periodic cells, so L =
N a. W ih this choice of interaction, we have

1=2

2U0q
Ve = w1+ ——
~p
Vs = VF
20, 1=2
K = 1+
~p
=2 =2
gz z %
E; k)= dx dy
L=2 L=z ke

For local potentials, the H artree and the exchange con—
tribbutions cancel each other, when the spins of the two
electrons Involved are parallel. But as we have recalled
before, our twobody e ective potential is in fact non—
lIocal, so we have to analyze both term s in m ore detail.
O ur expression forE; k) involres integrals of the fomm :

5=2 5=2

Iy (£;9) = dx dyf ®X)U x y)gE)

where f x) and g(y) are B loch functions satisfying

f&+a)
fx)

gly+ a) i
=g

; 0< 2
gy)

L &) 4 @)U &

SoK = 1 foranon-interacting system ,K > 1 forattrac—
tive interactions, and K < 1 for repulsive interactions.
For ourpurpose, i is convenient to view thise ective in—
teraction asderiving from a non-localpotentialU x vy)
such that its Fourder transform U (k) vanishes outside a

nie window centered around k = 0 and whose w idth is
an aller than 2ky . T he interaction strength U, isde ned
asU k= 0).W ih this notation, we have

5=2 5=2

1
Hine = > dx dy o ®)U X y)o(y) (10)

In this section, we are considering the com bined ef-
fect of im purity scattering and interactions. Renom al-
izations of the e ective scattering m atrix S are natu-—
rally detected via the electron selfenergy  (k;k %! ). But
since our system exhbisonly a discrete translation sym —
metry, we may only conclude that k® k should be an
integer m ultiple of the basic reciprocal lattice vector 2.
T his selfenergy is then a relatively com plicated ob fct.
M ore nform ation on its realspace structure or a single
Inpurity may be found in [4Z4, 143]. To analyze it In a
sin ple way we shall com pute the rst order correction
E; k) wih respect to Uy to the single electron energy
Eo k) = ~’k?=(@m ). Here k stands fr a single parti
cle kevel, close to the Fem ienergy, and labelled by the
com bination of a Bloch quastm om entum k° and a band
Index. This correction E; k) is given by the sum of a
H artree term and of an exchange term . In the case ofan
unpolarised electron system , we have

VIE q¢) x &) a&®) x @] 11)

Since U is shortranged In space (though it isnota delta
function), we m ay take saﬁy the them odynam ic lim it
L! 1. Wrthg fx) = fe!(@ 2" %) and an
analogous series for g (y), we obtain:

12)

Let us rst consider the Hartree term . Because we
chose single particle eigenstates of the B loch form , the
corresponding local particle density is periodic w ith pe-



riod a. A little elem entary algebra show s that

_ (x)jz:isjn(ka+ ) sh()cos@k& %))
I x Na sinka+ ) sin()sinka)=(ka)
@3)

for 0 < x < a. As expected, the am plitude of the local

where 1j kr a, and since k is close to kg , this am pli-
tude is amallby a factor 1=(kf a). A sin ilar conclusion
holds for the Fourier am plitudes of j q(x)f ifwe assum e
that the m ost in portant e ects com e from lled states
where gisclose to kg . T herefore, we do not expect strong
renom alizations com ing from the H artree tem .

density oscillation is stronger when the bare re exion co—
e cient is Jarger, or equivalently when jsin ( )7jis larger.
The n® Fourier am plitude of this Iocal density is equal

(rn € 0) to: Let us now tum to the exchange temm . The product

q ) x (y) is the sum of Pur oscillating term s propor-
tionaltoe % 9ande i**9Y The lasttwo tem sare
fast oscillationswhich w illbe ltered outby the non—local
potential, as in Eq.[[J) . K esping only the rst two oscik
lations, we can cast the exchange contribution to E; (k)

sin(ka+ n)
ka+ n

Ay sin ka n)+
2N a ka n

w here the num erical coe cient A  is close to unity. As

shown in Eq. [[J) above, we are interested in the case as ollow s:
|
u u ? aof n@d) k)
0 .0 0 .2 sn g
E;k)=c— & + N ) — - - (14)
! 2 TR 2™ ank+ )sn@@+ ) ad  k

In this equation, we have replaced com binations such as ka, ga, by new din ensionless variabls k, g. The integral
symbol stands for a summ ation overallthe Ny com pltely lled bands, ncluding possbly a last partially lled band
w ith a din ensionless m om entum k}? such that 0 }{3 < .Foreach complktely lled band, the Integration variable
o runs from 0to ,and gqin Eq. [4) isa finction ofthe lattice m om entum o solution of the dispersion relation [).
For the last partially lled band (incom m ensurate case), the ¢° integral runs from 0 to kg . A salready m entioned, we
have assum ed that param eters ( ; ) are not depending on the ncom ing energy. Note that contrbutions from the
Hartree tem w illm odify only the num erical coe cient ¢ whose precise value is not in portant here.

C . Renom alization approach

Let us introduce the notation ( = Ny, which plays the ok of a argemomentum cuto . As In all schemes
ingpired by Anderson’s \poor m an’s scaling", we shall assum e it is possble to construct a sequence of m odels w here
lled bands are elin inated one after the other, starting from the m ost rem ote from the Fermm ilevel. W hen the rstn
bands have been elin nated, the new valuieof issetequalto o n.Ateach step, we require that the quasiparticle
energy Ewr k) = Eo k) + Eq k) Ep (k) + UyE; k)) ork close to the Ferm iw avevector should rem ain unchanged.
To com pensate for the reduction ofthe cut-o from ( to , we have to adjist $-m atrix parameters £ ; g so they

becom e fiinctions of running cuto . This is expressed by the follow ing prescription
Ewot( 07 0ikK)=Eo( (); ()ik)+ U oE1 ( ();

0, this condition mplies Eg ( o; o0;k) = Eo( ();

()ik; ) @5)

Since for Uy = ();k), we see that in this case ( ¢; o) =

( (); () Prany ,sowemay write the ollow ing Taylor series
(Uo7 07 07 o) o+ Uo (7 07 oF o)+O(U§)
(Uo7 07 07 o) o+ Uo (i 07 07 o)+ O @MUS)

W enow try to keep band structure [[3) unchanged for any k
Eo( 07 07k)+ UoE1( 07 0iki 0)=Eo( o+ Uo ()i o+ Uo ();k)+ UoEi( o+ Uo (); o+ Uo ()ik; )
K eeping the rst ordertemm sin U, gives
E — E _
B0 =y, o

@ o O

)=E1( 05 o7ki o) E(o0; oiki) (16)

RE g - @E -
a j, and e Jo

. On the contrary,

T his is a non trivial constraint, since
depend on k but do not depend on

" and depend on  but not on k. The possbility to



enforce this requirem ent isnot obviousa priord, and w hen
it occurs, wem ay callourm odel renorm alizabke (at least
to this lowest order).
Let us now evaluate the right-hand side of this equa—
tion. Suppose we integrate out just one band, then
0 = ,which is assum ed to be much am aller than
. W hile computing E1 ( o5 o7k; o) B (0; oik; )
in Eq. [[4), the integral nvoles only one band far from
the Fem i level. T herefore, we m ay further approxin ate

g kby . This yields
E1 (oi oiki o) E(oi oiki )’ %+
. 2 .
L1 1 s oo oém(q(qD) I
2 asnk+ g) o sm(q(q0)+ o)

From [@) the derivatives involved in the left hand-side of
Eq. [@ are:

~V

;k= const a

~Vp

QE
c]
E
% tan cotk+ )

;k= const a

W e have linearized the bare digpersion relation: E( k) =

e const+ = k. The notation \k = const" m eans

2
more precisely that the B loch crystalm om entum k° and
the band index have to be m aintained constant while
varying or Introducing these expressions for the
derivatives and the resul [[) i Eq. [[@) shows that
Indeed the k dependences on both sides can be m ade
to m atch, which expresses the renom alizability of our

model to st order In interaction strength. This xes

the om ofthe functions () and ( ):
- 1
(7 07 o) = — c( 0)
g
.2 Z
sm- o 0 0
Ih— dgoot@@)+ o+ o)
0O
_ 1 .
(5 05 o) = sin@ o) n—
4 ~Vg 0

Finally we construct the RGF equation:

2 2

U 1
€ _ Do oy = dfcoti@dd+ )
@ ~Vg
0
U
¢ ° sin2 18)
@]1’1 4 ~Vg

We see from Eq. @) that the parameter is a global
phase in the scattering m atrix, which doesnot a ect any
physical property of the system besides an overall shift
ofthe single particle spectrum . In particular, i does not
generate any density oscillation. M oreover the associated
RGF equation explicitly involves the running cuto ,
and the notion of xed point loses its m eaning here.

T herefore, we now tum to (), for which a smplk
RGF equation arises, and which solution is given by:

tan = ( 0=) tan 0 (19)
where = Ug=@2 ~w ). The corresponding tranam ission

coe cient T () on a given In puriy is:
To(= o)°

T 2 20
O ey Ro IO( 0)2 €0

where Ty is the tranam ission coe cient for a single In —
purity in absence of interaction, and Rg = 1 Ty. This
result agreesw ith the expression obtained fora single in —
purity 41] in the absence of soin backscattering, nam ely
when U Qkr ) = 0. Agaln, this approach assum es an all
electron-electron interactions. In the case of strong in—
teractions, where K isno longer close to 1, the bosoniza—
tion m ethod show s that for the single In purity problem ,

should be replaced by (1 K )=2 |80]. These two ex—
pressions for the exponent coincide at an allU iftem s
oforder U¢ or higher are neglected.

Fora comm ensurate system (kg a= n,n integer), the
non-interacting ground-state is already gapped, so we ex—
pect a true insulator as well In the presence of repulsive
Interactions. The di erence between a traditional band
Insulator and the one obtained here In the presence of in—
teractions is the non-trivialenergy dependence ofthe in —
purity scattering m atrix and the corresponding behavior
of the Landauer conductance, Eq. 20). For an incom -
m ensurate system , we have a partially lled band cross—
Ing the Fem i level in the absence of interaction. Since
our renom alization procedure assum ed a gradualelin i-
nation of fiilly occupied bands, i hasto break down after
the last of those bands has been integrated out. Treat-
Ing the ram aining partially occupied band in a heuristic
way, we sin ply assum e that it corresponds to a strongly
renom alized Luttinger liquid, whose e ective Fem ive-
locity v ismuch reduced com pared to the Fermm ivelocity
Ve = ~kp =m ofan uniform non-interacting gasw ih the
sam e density. M ore precisely, we have:

vy ' W cOS g sinkp a)

where g’/ =2 isthevalue of when the renom aliza—
tion procedure stops, which corresoonds to:

0 kr a

Usihg Eq. [@), we get:

oot skl a) @1)

V. = Vg
F kF a

ITII. GENERALIZATION OF RG PROCEDURE
TO A LARGE CLASSOF LATTICES

In the previous section we Introduced the m ain ideas
weused to obtain the RGF equation fora 1D lattice. W e



w ish now to show that renom alizability of this particu—
lar 1D system isnot a sin ple coincidence, but a general
property of any network ot necessarily periodic), pro—
vided the two follow Ing assum ptionshold, nam ely all the
links have the sam e length, which has to be large com —
pared to the Fermm i wave-length. Let us begin to ollow

the sam eprocedure as in onedin ension. Supposethatwe
have a netw ork ofequallength w ires. Any jinction point
is descrlbed by an unitary $-m atrix which din ension is
equal to the num ber of w ires pining at this node. For
each link, stationary single electron states can be w ritten
as the sum oftwo plane waves.

x) = Aije :i.kx+ Aj-lejkx 22)

where A ;5 is the am plitude of the wave that propagates
from node j to node i, if the x coordinate is ordented
from ito j. Solving Schrodinger’s equation is equivalent
to connect these various am plitudes via node scattering
m atrices:
X g, -
Aij = eJkaSjg)Ajm (23)
X G .
Here m eans that we sum over rstneighborsm of

m

node j. W e notice that this has Indeed the form of an
eigenvalue equation w ritten in som e basis. Follow ing the
idea of K ottos and Sm ilansky [4€] we introduce a nie
din ensionalH ibert space associated to the lattice links.
Each link ij is represented by two orthonom al vectors
Jji and Jjii. The dimension of this auxiliary H ibert
space is therefore 2N; (N1 isthe totalnum ber of links).
Onem ay rew rite Eq.[23) in its vector form :

TAKi=e *a k)i @4)

where the T operator incorporates nform ation about the
scattering m atrices of all nodes.

A's this operator T is unitary and de ned in a nie
din ensional H ibert space, i could be diagonalized as:
T9i= e ' 34, where takes 2N values and  is
real. So we obtain fam ilies of eigenvalues for the single
electron energy E = ~?k?=2m :

ak ;, = +2n 0 (26)

W e em phasize that this periodic structure of the single
particle spectrum is a special feature of constant link
length networks. A brief discussion of the m ore general
case is given in appendix [Cl. B ecause of this periodicity,
and despite the absence of any transltional sym m etry,
wem ay still introduce a notion of energy band for such
lattices. M ore precisely, in this setting, an energy band
corresponds to xing n and allow ing for allpossble val-
ues of . Note that this notion ofband does not exactly
coincide w ith the m ore fam iliar notion from the Bloch
theory oftranslational invariant lattices. For sin ple Bra—
vais Jattices, the num ber of states in each B loch band is
the num ber of uni cells which is equal to the num ber
of sites Ng. If Z is the coordination num ber, we have
ZNg = 2N, so our generalized bands contain Z usual
B loch bands for a B ravais Jattice. At this stage, we have
so fara band structure equation w ritten in operator form .
In order to obtain renom alization ow for $-matrix we
need to com pute rst the electron-electron contribution
as in Eq. [[) to the single electron energy and then the
variation In the unperturbed energy due to an arbitrary
$m atrix change QE 0=@S.

A s In one din ension, them ain contridbution to the elec—
tronic selffenergy is given by the exchange term . Let us
consider a pair of single particle eigenstates labelled by
k and g, where these labels should in fact be viewed as
pairs ( ;n) and ( ;m ), m and n being integers according
to the above description ofthe spectrum . State k is close
to the Fem ilevel, but state g is far from i, at a distance
corresponding to the current energy cuto . Along a
Iink ij, we denote by ( , X) 4 X))o the slowly varying

X X g . . component of | (x) 4 (&).A sinple com putation show s
f = 335 "m 5 () 8 = Mg gmi @5)  that:
j  im
|
123 nk oL
sin
L a®of=RAsRFRy@F+ Pu®FRL@F+ A5 KALKAL@A; @+ h:c:)(kiqi@ﬂ
The rstpart summ ed over filly com pleted band does not depend on energy:
X X
As®FRs@F+ AukFru@f = Ak Frs@F =
g2Band i;j g2Band < ij>
X X X
= hijkinkijiniys fbgiji=  Bkjijihiiki= hkki= 1 @8)
<1ij> g2 Band <ij>

W e used the fact that both i and Jiji form com plete basis sets iIn our H ibert space. Them ain expression to com pute

is then
X X
Ik)=

g2Band < jm >

Ay KAL KA @B, ;@shk ga 29)



w here the sum over g is just a single band sum , nam ely
m is xed, and the sum is taken over the 2N ; values
of . The power of this algebraic form alisn is that such
sum is readily perform ed, w ithout having to com pute any
Integral. Indeed, we have:
X X
Ik) = bk Jijihii i sin [k

q <ij>

@alajithjiki (30)

As shown in appendix [Cl, we may assume that the
eigenvectors fi are nom alized to uniy in the auxiliary
H ibert space attached to link am plitudes, provided the
links have the sam e length, much larger than the Ferm i
wave—length. Therefore, we have the very useful com —
pleteness relation, that is:
X 9 AN
Je “Fhgi= T 31)
a

A fter som e sinple algebra, we may cast I (k) into the
form

X X

Wi ) -
Ik)= ek 31V, hjm ki =

j  Lm

= Ik ki @2)

w here the single node cperatorsV @ are de ned by:

vA=g0 SOFDyga)

and the diagonalm atrix F @ by:

. 1 .

3 _ (3)

Fy o = 5 S

Qoo ) U X X
<ga< ¢ < Jjm>

Constant ¢ Inclides both the Hartree term and the part
of exchange term that does not depend on k, so we do
not precise is value since it renom alizes only the global
phase of $-m atrix.

Finally, wegetthe result df=dl= V that agreescom —
pktely with Lal, Rao and Sen [34], obtained for a single
node connecting an arbitrary num ber of sem iin nie 1D
w ires. In coordinate way ofw riting, it gives:

d§(j) A () A (5 A (4 A (4
I =3 A (J)YS (3) Fa (36)

where we just chose the usual cuto param etrization:
1

W e have introduced as before the dim ensionless param e-
ter =Up=Q ~w).

To get the rst order varation of the single electron
energy under sn all changes in the node scattering m atrix
param eters we di erentiate Eq. 24):

@f)ki+ Tyki= idk)ae ¥*ki+ e *gki (33)

Applying tkjto this equation and using tkif = e ¥k
we obtain:

_iejka k9t ki
a hk ki

dk = (34)

This allow s us to calculate single electron energy varia-—
tions due to $-m atrix changes. In the particular case
of global phase transformm ation, the corresponding in-
nitesin al ©m reads: df = ifd . Clarly, the en-
ergy di erential does not depend on energy any m ore
sihce dk = d =a, so glbbalphase shifts sin ply induce
a global translation on the energy spectrum .
Follow ing the sam e ideas as in 1D , we generalize the
RGF equation to any $-m atrix param etrization . E q.[T8)
now becom es:

@EO N N AN
—S(So;k)ds( )=E 160ik; o) Ei1Gosk; ) (35)

The lkeft-hand side of this equation is equal to ~v¢ dk,
where dk is related to the small renom alization of T
by Eq. [B4). To evaluate right-hand side, as befre, we
Integrate just over one band ofwidth 2 for the quantity
dma,ie.d = 0= 2

~ve dk = E1 (Soik; o) EiSoiki )=
snk qga dJod Up 1 d
A . = Zo- I
@2n ;@ &k 9ga a a 2 )

IV. TWO-DIM ENSIONAL SQUARE LATTICE

W e would lke to illistrate the result of the previous
section on one more exam ple. This part could be in—
teresting from an experin ental view point, since present
nanofabrication techniques are now available to prepare
networks of quantum wires wih a very amall num—
ber of transverse conduction channels etched on a two—
din ensionalelectron gasw ith high m obility, as illistrated
for nstance in [14]. Let us now consider an in nie reg—
ular square lattice of perfect Luttinger w ires. T hese one
din ensional conductors are only coupled at the lattice
nodesw hich aredescribed by a single4 4 scatteringm a—



FIG .3: Two din ensionalperiodic grid ofelectron liquidsw ith
in purities. Each im purity could be represented by 3 com plex
param eters: r— re ection, t,— forward transm ission, t;, — per—
pendicular tranam ission coe cients.

trix §. To keep a sin plem odel, we shall restrict ourselves
to the case of a single conduction channel in each w ire,
although the case of several channels would clearly be of
Interest, both on the theoretical side, and w ith respect
to possible experin ental realizations. A s m entioned in
the Introduction, we shall not take into account any en—
ergy dependence of the scattering m atrix, although de—
tailed studies of the Schrodinger equation for a cross of
wireswith a nite width have exhibited a rich pattem of
resonances m,@]. Them ain m otivation for this sim pli-
ed treatm ent is that In a renom alization group picture,
an ooth energy dependences in the scattering m atrix as
a function ofE Er correspond to irrelevant operators,
which should not altter drastically the way interactions
drive the system to its low-energy xed point. Labelling
the Purdirections pining at a node ason F ig.[3, we shall
consider a scattering m atrix of the follow ing form :

r tk t b 1

s Bt rt tcC

sS=a b ot r tkA 37)
t? t? tk r

w hich correspondsto them ost general form obeying tin e
Inversion and spacialD , dihedral sym m etry, in com bina—
tion with unitarity. The previous expressions involves
three com plex param eters, but as shown in appendix [E],
unitarity leaves only three independent real variables.
W e have chosen the follow ng param etrization:

8
2r=¢ @+t 2)4
L &= et @ty + e+ 2)=4 (38)

b =et @ty &tu)=4

where ,,,2 D; [and 2 0;2 [
Note that two lines in the ( ; +) plane are specially
Interesting:
(
w= =2 ) L =&
u= v ) L =0

(sym m etric case)
(1D case)
39)
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A . Band Structure
T he derivation of the band structure is standard, so it

is outlined in appendix [Bl. T his band structure is given
by an in plicit equation:

XKD+ vk = 20 )
sin( y v)
where
sinka+ )
;k° 41
x (il ws , coskla) coskat+ 4+ y) @
v k;k°) shka+ ) 42)

s y coskia) coskat o+ )

As usual, the energy of these states is given by the
free electron dispersion Eg k) = ~?k?=(@m a?). Here,
k® is the two-din ensional lattice wave-vector, such that

r+ R) = exp(ikk °R) (r) for any r on the wire net—
work and any period R of the square lattice.

As we found some interesting features in the band
structure ofnoninteracting electrons in a two dim ensional
square grid we w ill describe it m ore precisely. C ontrary
to one dim ension, there are values of the scattering m a—
trix, for which the single electron spectrum is no longer
gapped, and these are located on Fig.[d. M ore precisely,

AOD,

v

FIG. 4: Phase diagram for a non-interacting electron w ire
square grid. Contrary to the one dim ensional case, there are
m etallic states at nteger lling factors for som e values of the
$m atrix. In these regions of the phase diagram , the single
electron spectrum is gapless.

in the clear regions of F ig.[, the single particle spectrum
is gapless. In the dark regions, i is gapped, leading to
an insulator ifthe electronic density correspondsto lling
an even integer num ber ofbands. Finally, in the dashed



regions, we obtain an insulator for an odd integer num ber
ofbands.

W e still have a 2 periodic structure in ka, but the
band-structure consists of two types of foils: nom aland
abnom al. Nom albands resemble an ordinary band of
a tight-binding m odel of square lattice crystal (a sort of
deform ed paraboloid) . Abnom albands are so called for
their strange curvature. To get an idea of their form one
could im agine a square rubber foil, attach is ourextrem —
ities and then put Inside a heavy cross. For a com plete
description, w e give sections ofthe band structure In sev—
eral directions for three characteristic valuies of the scat—
tering m atrix. Because of som e Im portant sym m etries,
wem ay restrict the dom ain of vardation of £ ,; g, and
still get all the possble di erent physical pictures:

L.k(uwi v)=k(vi u)s

2.k( v; u): k(u; V)-

These m ay be easily seen from form IT of the dispersion
relation, given in appendix B .Both ofthem are re ection
sym m etries. G iven the band-structure fork 2 0; ]and
using the Pllowing symmetry: k kQ;k)) + = k) +

;kS + ), we easily expand it to the fill interval k 2
0;2 1by replotting the sam eband originating from point
M instead of (seeFig.[).

B. RGF equation for a two dim ensional grid

Follow ing the sam e procedure as In the one dim en—
sionalcase, we st calculate H artree and exchange con—
tributions to single electron energy and then establish the
equivalent of Eq.[Id) orEq. [33) for two din ensions and

nally get the RGF equation. Them ain di erence w ith
the 1D case isthat we have now three realparam eters for
the $-m atrix and electron-electron interactions should be
evaluated along tw o perpendicular threads that form our
grid. The condition to satisfy now reads:

QE o — QE ¢ — QE o—
— + + =
e OF g e OF g O
=5 $o;k% o) B Guk%) 43)

A swas proven in the previous section all networks w ith
links of equal length are renom alizabl ie. there is a
set of functions _u ;_V and depending onl on . In—
deed the decom position of the rhs. of Eq. [A3) on a
basis of three fiinctions depending on k° is possible. The
corresponding renom alization group ow equations are:

d

a = g(S:|1’12 vt 3sin2 ut S]l'lz(v u)) (44)
dv _ (sh2 4+ 3sin2 ,+ sh2( )) 45)
dl 8 h ! T

where isde ned n Eq. @JMI). The only xed points
are yu; = 0; =2, among which there is only one attrac-
tor or £ ; vg= £ =2; =2g. The global behavior of
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FIG . 5: 3 characteristic band structure pictures for di erent
value of $-m atrix:

@) nsulator, 0< 4; + < =2, (dark on Fig[)

) Insulator, 0< 4 < =2; =2< < ;Jju +Jj< =2,
(dashed on Figl)

(c) Conductor, 0< < =2; =2< < ;Jq4 3> =2,

(clear on Fig[)

T he band-structure is 2 periodic In k, and has 4 ©ils2 nor-
m aland 2 abnom al. Som e foils are described as "abnom al"
because of their strange curvature, revealed here by the at
part of these bands. G iven the energy interval0 < k <  one
could obtain the < k< 2 Intervalby exchanging andM
points.

this ow is illustrated on F ig.[d. T hese properties of the
RGF fora single node connecting four sem +n nite w ires
have already been described by Lalet al. [32] and D as
et al. 34]. A s for the one din ensional exam ple of sec—
tion [I1 above, the new feature associated to a reqular lat—
tice is the presence of com m ensurability e ects. W e have



N

FIG.6: RGF for 2D square grid ofw ire. The only attractor
is in the picture center for £ ; vg= ( =2; =2).

to stop the renom alization procedure when all the com —
plktely lled bandshavebeen elin inated. From Fig.[H, we
expect to obtain one ortwo partially lled bands crossing
the Femm i level. These bands are only very weakly dis—
persive, since the e ective $ m atrix frthe nodes is then
very close to isvalie at the vanishing tranam ission xed
point. Suppose now that this xed point is approached
from the dark regions of the phasediagram shown on
Fig.[@. If the 1ling factor corresponds to an even in-—
teger, the Fem i level lies In a gap of the renom alized
band structure. T herefore, wem ay elin nate the rem ain—
ing pair of llked bands, and the system is an insulator.
Sin ilarly, a true insulator is obtained for an odd integer

lling factor, in the casewhere the ( =2; =2) xed point
is approached from the dashed regions n Fig.[d. Ex-
perin entally, one expects transitionsbetw een these com —
m ensurate insulators and strongly renom alized \heavy
electron" m etals at generic 1ling factors if the electronic
density is controlled by a uniform extemal gate voltage.

A nother Interesting feature ofthis geom etry is the fact
that the ow m ay induce m etalinsulator transitions for
som e comm ensurate 1ling factorsata nite energy scale.
Indeed, for initial param eters lying in the clear regions
ofF i9.[, corresponding to a gapless single electron spec—
trum , F ig.[d show s that the system always reaches either
the dashed ordark regions In a nie RG time. E xperi-
m entally, these RG owsm ay be visualized by gradually
Jow ering the tem perature, since at least qualitatively, the
energy scale set by tem perature playsthe role ofthem ov—
ng cuto
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V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied a particular class of
netw orks of Luttinger liquids, w th nodes connected by
links ofa constant length. In the lim i of long links, com —
pared to the Ferm iwave-length, w e studied the evolution
of the scattering m atrix at the nodes, as the typicalen-
ergy scale for the occupied states contributing to Friedel
oscillations is getting closer to the Ferm i level. T he cor—
responding renom alization group ow tums to be iden—
tical to the one already found for a single node coupled
to several sem iin nite 1D Luttinger liquids E]. This
result is physically reasonable, sihce we have considered
the 1im it of long links. H ow ever, w e em phasize that these
renom alization e ects com e from quasiparticle scatter-
ing on Friedel oscillations induced by the nodes, which
are a rather com plicated function ofthe lattice geom etry.
For Instance, even in the lim it of very long links, the am —
plitudes A ;5 which detemm ine the value of energy eigen—
functions along the links are obtained from a 2N 2N
eigenvalue problem whose solution has a strongly non—
local character.

The main di erence between a regular lattice and a
sim ple node coupled to in nie wires is that in the for-
m er case, we have to stop the renom alization procedure
w hen the last occupied band hasbeen integrated out. So
Instead of having com pletely disconnected wires in the
low —energy 1im it, we expect In general a strongly renor—
m alized conducting system w ith an e ective Fermm iveloc—
iy much reduced in com parison to a non-interacting sys—
tem w ih the sam e density. These e ects should be visi-
bl as a power-aw behavior of the netw ork conductance
as a function of tem perature. Insulating ground-states
are expected when the electronic density corresponds to

Tling som e integer num bers of bands.

O f course, this work leaves m any open questions. It
would be interesting to generalize the present renom al-
ization approach to lattices containing links w ith several
di erent lengths. In such situations, the spectrum no
Iongerexhibits a sin ple periodic structure, and som e sig—
natures ofquantum chaos, already m anifested in the sin—
gl particle density of states @], m ay also appear In the
tem perature dependence of the conductivity of an inter-
acting system . A nother open question is the In uence of
an extermalm agnetic eld, which also drasticallym odi es
the singleparticle spectrum . F nally, the 1m it of strong
electron-electron interaction deserves further investiga—
tion, and in particular the possbility to develop som e
new m etakinsulator transitions for non-integer but ra—
tional Iling factors, generalizing the notion ofa W igner
crystal. Such insulating stateswould naturally be pinned
by the nodes of the lattice.
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APPENDIX A:PARAMETERIZATION OF THE §
M ATR IX

In thisappendix we w ill show that tin e-inversion, spa—
cialD 4 dihedral symm etry com bined w ith unitarity in -
ply a param eterization of scattering m atrix in tem s of
three real variables. For tw o-din ensional square lattice,
the m ost general form of $-m atrix is given by a 4x4 m a—
trix:

0 1 0 10 1
AZ n tBa %a Ha A
B B"C Bty mm s Hr CB BC
= 1
@ CoA @ the the e the Ad c A Al
D o ®p L » D

where A ;B ;C ;D are the coe cients of incom ing plane

waves. Prined valies denote coe cients of outgoing
waves. At this stage, one has 16 com plex param eters
forthis §-m atrix.

Unitarity condition $Y$ = I) combined with tine—
nversion symmetry § '= § ) gives$t = § (notice that
$t isthe transposed m atrix, not the conjigate). It leaves
10 com plex param eters. Using four re ections of two
types 1) A $ Bj;and 2)A $ C,B $ D that generate
the dihedral symm etry group D ; consequently reduces
this num ber to three com plex variables. W e obtain the
$-matrix in the om [Bh). Unitarity allows nally to
expressthe scatteringm atrix w ith only 3 realparam eters:

8
2¥f+2kF+ mF=1
g trg+2RF=0

Subtracting the third equation from the rst one allows
usto de nea rst realparam eter

¥ %3=1) r=t5 ¢&
T here ram ains two Independent equations:
( . .

I 2F+ 2 F)=te * + e
I 25+t bt)=tbe '+t e
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FIG .7: In 2D case, each node is indexed by a pair of num bers
fm ,ng. Incom ing and outgoing plane waves are connected by
the 4 4 scattering m atrix.

Two more real param eters are needed to com plete the
param etrization:
(
& & =cos y
tk+ t? = COs v

etlut )

etl vt )

E xpressions of tranan ission and re ection coe cients as
functions of these three real param eters are given in the
m ain text, seeEq. [38). W e rem ark an interesting fact: in
the case ofperfect transm ission (r= 0), only the separate
thread solution (% j= 1;t, = 0) ispossble.

APPENDIX B:BAND STRUCTURE FOR A
SQUARE LATTICE OF W IRES

In this appendix we derive the band-structure for a
square lattice ofw ires of non-interacting electrons. A s in
the one din ensional case, the wave-function away from
In purities (ie. nodeshere) could be w ritten as com bina—
tion of plane waves:

m ;n _ikx

k(X)=Ai e

+ B[ e ¥ ®1)
where i = fx;yg and the o©oe cients
A #;AY BT P BY gy n are de ned on Fig. a.
By de nition of the scattering m atrix:
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0 o 1 0 . 1 10 o 1
Bx ! Ax ! r % %t t Ax !
E Ar§+1;n =S’\E B}T+1;n8 =% tk r t? t? %E B;n+1;n (BZ)
@Ar;;nJrlA @Bryn;n+lA b b r ot @ B;n;nJrlA
BI'™ Anm b tb G T aAnm
B loch perdodicity condition for the wave-function in plies:
8 . 0 2, 0
% Ag;rn — eJ.(kX k)naelkym aAg;O
< B)r;;m — ei(k3+ k)naej.kgm aB)(Z;O
% Anm oiky  kim aej_kgnaAg;O ®3)
: anm ei(k§+ k)m aeﬂcgnaBS;o
U sing the last two expressions, we obtain the secular equation:
etk Kra 1 rgika t etk Kla ik K+2Ka
r tkei(k3+k)a 1 & t iyt ka
b il Kla o gik) K+2Ka fet Kla 1 rQika =0 B4)
t t ikl +k)a r tkei(k3+ Kla - q

R eplacing scattering m atrix elem ents by their param etrization [38), we get the in plicit band-structure equation given
in the main text [l). Here we propose two m ore di erent ways to w rite the sam e dispersion relation, where the
combinationska+ , kJa and k)a have been replaced respectively by the sin pler notations k, k) and k{ :

1
I oosk+ y)oosk+ )+ ooskgooskSoosuoosv=§(oosk§+ ooskS)(oosuoos(]ﬁ- v)+ cos yosk+  4))

cosk+ )
cosk+ )

cos yoosk!  cosk+ ) cos y cosk?

cosk+ )

cos  cosk) - cos v cosk)

The rst form isusefuilto identify sym m etries of band-structure. T he second form is usefulto derive RGF equations
directly without using the form alisn developed in section [[. W e rem ark that in the 1D case (t; = 0), and i the
2D symmetric case (t> = t) the band-structure equations are the sam e, namely: coska+ + )= cos cosk’a)

APPENDIX C:ANY LATTICE
GENERALIZATION

In this part we will discuss particular points m et in
section [[IJ of this article. F irst ofallwe could obtain the
dispersion relation for any network ie. when the wires
lengths are not necessarily equal. In that case Eq. 23)
ismodi ed into:

X .
Q) 112 g O ikl on 2

Aij = S Jm C1)

W e choose the origin of coordinates needed to de ne the
am plitudes A ;5 at the centers of each Iink. This for-
mula m eans that the am plitude of the wave going from

node j to node i is the sum of am plitudes com ing from

all neighbors m of node j, multiplied by phase factors
exp (ikL 5, =2) due to propagation from them iddle oflink
him i to the node j, then scattered on node j w ith prob—
ability am plitude S 9 and nally reaching the m iddle of

im

Iink hiji with a new phase factor exp (kkLij=2). W e w ill

now write the sam e equation in vector form . The ex—
pression will be m ore transparent and this pem its us
to express the secular equation for energy eigenvalues
k In a compact form . If we x the energy of the sys-
tem then the stationary statesare com pletely determ ined
by 2N; ampliudes, where N; is the number of Iinks.
T he factor 2 arises since each wave can propagate in two
opposite directions on each link. So the set of am pli-
tudes fA ;59 could be presented asa vector Aiina 2N -
din ensional H ibert space. W e choose the orthonom al
basis associated w ith network Inks hmnjiji = ;i n5-
Each link is represented by tw o basis vector jiji and Jjii,
this ordentation di erence should be taken into account
In various summ atj@ns over rst neighbors. W e de ne
the vector Al = A ;571 and the length operator
< ij>

Lj;3ijihijd. T he vector om ofEq. Kl reads:

< ij>

A

L =

A K)i= e 2 Te* 2 k)i c2)



T he possble values of k are given by:

dete ¥ f)=o0 €3)
O ne rem arks that the periodicity of the spectrum [28)
is Jost in the general case, unless there existsa k such
thatexp (i k f)= 1. Letus rem ind that this periodiciy
of the spectrum allowed us to evaluate the integralI (k)
in Eq [29): the contrbution of each band was the sam e
and we replaced the sum overany lled band justby sum
over all the eigen-vectors of operator T.

The se@ond pomt to be cian ed is the spectraldecom —
position e *Pyj= T . It holds only if i vectors

X
j ®fdx=1=a

netw ork < ij>

So ifwedem and hgpi = 1 we aredoing an approxin ation
neglecting the term proportionalto sin ka)=ka. Thisap—
proxim ation is legitim ate In our case, aswe consider sys—
tem s where the typical num ber ef electrons along each
link between two nodes is large. C learly, i will break
down for links of the order of the Fem i wave-length.
Supposing that hgyi = 1 is equivalent to identify the
nom in the (n nite din ensional) physicalH ibert space,
w ith the nom associated to the orthonom albasis jiji in
the @N 1 dim ensional) auxiliary H ibert space. The fact

Ay@f+ Ay @A 51 @
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form an orthonom albasis. O rthogonality is clear as f{i
is an eigen-vector of an unitary operator.

hoff %i= e “*hyki= e *°hoki C4)

Let usnow evaluate the vector nomm in the Jiji basis:

X X
hjijihij s =

< i3> < ij>

hoid = Ay @F C5)

But we know that the nom ofwavefiinction B2) in the
physicalH ibert space should be equalto unity.

sin ka)

C6
a Co)

that our equations are not depending explicitly on the
network scale param eter a is closely related to this ap—
proxim ation. So ifone were to estin ate nite size correc—
tions to the RGF equation, one should take the physical
nom alization of the fyi-basis nto account. Such cor-
rections would likely produce RGF equations where the
nodes on the lattice are no longer renom alized Indepen—
dently of each other, by contrast to what we obtained in
section [, sece Eq. [39).
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