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W e consider arrays ofLuttinger liquids,where each node is described by a unitary scattering

m atrix.In thelim itofsm allelectron-electron interaction,westudy theevolution ofthesescattering

m atrices as the high-energy single particle states are gradually integrated out. Interestingly,we

obtain the sam e renorm alization group equations as those derived by Lal, Rao, and Sen, for a

system com posed ofa single node coupled to severalsem i-in�nite 1D wires. The m ain di�erence

between the single node geom etry and a regularlattice isthatin the lattercase,the single particle

spectrum is organized into periodic energy bands,so that the renorm alization procedure has to

stop when the last totally occupied band has been elim inated. W e therefore predict a strongly

renorm alized Luttinger liquid behavior for generic �lling factors,which should exhibit power-law

suppression oftheconductivity atlow tem peraturesE F =(kF a)� kB T � E F ,wherea isthelattice

spacing and kF a � 1. Som e fully insulating ground-states are expected only for a discrete set of

integer�lling factors for the electronic system . A detailed discussion ofthe scattering m atrix ow

and itsim plication forthe low energy band structure isgiven on the exam ple ofa square lattice.

PACS num bers:To be determ ined

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

Forthepasttwodecades,transportpropertiesofquan-

tum wireshavereceived a lotofattention [1,2].Besides

m etallicsystem s,two dim ensionalelectron gasesinduced

in G aAs/AlG aAsheterostructureshave displayed a rich

variety ofquantum e�ectssuch asAharonov-Bohm resis-

tanceoscillationsin aringgeom etry [3,4],and persistent

currents[5,6]. Since the electronic transportm ean free

path in such arti�cialnanostructurescan be aslarge as

severalm icrom eters,m ost scattering processes for elec-

tronic quasiparticlesoccuratthe nodesbetween several

conducting wires. Their inuence has been extensively

studied in thecontextofthebreakdown oftheQ uantum

HallE�ect in narrow channels. Experim ents have re-

vealed thatthe Hallresistancem easured in a fourprobe

geom etry disappearsatlow m agnetic�elds[7,8].Theo-

reticalstudieshaveem phasized theroleofquantum m e-

chanicalresonancesin the scattering am plitudesofelec-

tronsatthejunctionsbetween them ain channeland volt-

age probes [9,10]. In experim entalsystem s,con�ning

potentials rem ain sm ooth in the vicinity ofsuch junc-

tions,and thisinducesa ratherrobustcollim ation m ech-

anism forincom ing electrons[11,12].Thissem i-classical

picture has been con�rm ed by spectacular experim ents

involving junctions with various shapes [13]. M ore re-

cently,coherent Aharonov-Bohm oscillations have been

m easured in ballistic arrayswith the dice lattice geom -

etry [14], in agreem ent with the predictions of sim ple

m odelsfornon-interacting electrons[15,16].

In parallel to this m ostly single electron physics,

dram atic electron-electron interaction e�ects have been

dem onstrated in transportm easurem entson variousbal-

listic conductors with very few transverse conduction

channels. For instance,tunneling into edges ofa two-

dim ensionalelectronic droplet in the FractionalQ uan-

tum HallE�ect(FQ HE)regim e hasshown currentver-

susvoltagecurveswith powerlaw behavior[17]in qual-

itative (though not really quantitative) agreem entwith

theoreticalm odels based on the chiralLuttinger liquid

picture [18]. M easurem ents ofshot noise associated to

tunneling processes from one edge to another through

a quantum point contacthave also provided a convinc-

ing dem onstration ofthepresenceoffractionally charged

quasiparticlesin the FQ HE phase [19,20,21]. Another

fam ily ofone-dim ensionalquantum conductors are car-

bon nanotubes.In particular,singlewallnanotubeshave

shown a strong reduction ofthesingleparticledensity of

statesatlow energies[22,23],com patible with the Lut-

tingerliquid m odel[24,25].

These two m ain linesofresearch justoutlined can be

naturally com bined and lead ustoconsiderthesubjectof

networksofinterconnected quantum wires,each ofthem

being described asa Luttingerliquid. Asa �rststep in

this direction,severalsystem s with nanotube crossings

have been synthesized [26,27,28,29]. O n the theoret-

icalside,m any studies ofLuttinger liquids crossing at

onenodearenow available[30,31,32,33,34],including

extensionsto m ore com plex geom etries[35]. In thispa-

per,we considera regularnetwork ofLuttinger liquids.

Asalready m entioned,the m ain source ofelectron scat-

tering in ballisticstructuresarisesfrom thenodesofthe

network. For non-interacting electrons,these nodes are

sim ply described by a scattering m atrix [36,37,38],and

the fullband structure (in the absence ofdisorder)can

beretrieved from theknowledgeofthism atrix.However,

as�rstshown by K ane and Fisherfora single im purity

in a Luttinger liquid,interaction e�ects induce a varia-

tion ofthedressed scattering m atrix asa function ofthe

incom ing electron energy [39,40]. O ne way to interpret

thisin physicalterm sisvia thenotion ofAnderson’sor-

thogonality catastrophe:in thelim itofa tunnelbarrier,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407268v1
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an electron jum ping across the barrier leaves a dipolar

charged excitation which isvery farfrom any eigenstate

ofthe interacting system . A rather com plicated collec-

tiverelaxation processfollowsany singleelectron tunnel-

ing event.A rem arkableprediction m ade in these works

isadram aticqualitativedi�erencebetween repulsiveand

attractive interactions. In the form ercase,the e�ective

im purity potentialgrowsas the typicalenergy becom es

closerto the chem icalpotential. So a single im purity is

su�cient to disconnectcom pletely an in�nite Luttinger

liquid at T = 0 for repulsive interactions. Conversely,

any static im purity becom es transparentin the low en-

ergy lim itin the caseofattractiveinteractions.

An appealing picture for these e�ects has been pro-

posed by Yue,G lazm an and M atveev [41]. They have

shown that renorm alization ofthe transm ission am pli-

tudem ay beattributed toscatteringofan incom ingelec-

tron on Friedeldensity oscillationsinduced by the scat-

terer.From thispicture,they havedeveloped an alterna-

tive renorm alization approach,which is perturbative in

theelectron-electron interaction,butnon-perturbativein

the strength ofthe im purity potential. This fram ework

has been used later in references [32,35],and we shall

adopta sim ilarprocedure here. Note thata third type

ofrenorm alization schem e,involving thefullm om entum

dependenceoftheelectronicself-energy,hasbeen im ple-

m ented in a seriesofpapers[42,43,44].

The m ain novelfeature in regulararraysin com pari-

son to sim plergeom etriesasa few connected wiresisthe

existenceofcom m ensurability e�ectsbetween the Ferm i

wave-length ofelectronsand thelatticeperiod.In a non-

interacting electron picture,we expectan energy gap in

the spectrum when the averageelectron num berin each

unit cellof the lattice is an integer. As we shallsee

later,the band structure fora two-dim ensionalnetwork

yields a gapped excitation spectrum whenever som e in-

teger num bers ofbands are �lled. For interacting elec-

trons,com m ensurability e�ectsm ay also be understood

by considering thepattern ofFriedeldensity oscillations.

In a one-dim ensionalgeom etry,theseoscillationsexhibit

a dom inant wave-vector equalto 2kF ,where kF is the

Ferm iwave-vectorfora non-interacting one-dim ensional

wirewith thesam eelectronicdensity.Letusdenoteby a

thedistancebetween twonodes.Friedeloscillationsorigi-

natingfrom di�erentnodessharethesam eglobalphaseif

2kF a isan integer,which sim ply m eansthattheaverage

num berofelectronsalong a segm entoflength a isinte-

ger. Therefore,in the case ofrepulsive interactions,we

expect an insulating ground-state in the com m ensurate

case,where the K ane-Fisherm echanism willdisconnect

allthewiresincom ing atthesam enode.Forincom m en-

surate �llings,we predicta strongly renorm alized Ferm i

liquid,wherethepartially �lled band crossing theFerm i

levelbecom esm uch lessdispersive than forthe original

non-interacting band structure. W e suggest that these

e�ects should be in principle observable in networks of

ballisticwireswheretheelectronicdensity could becon-

trolled by an uniform gate potential. By changing the

gate voltage,these system s are expected to undergo a

succession ofm etal-insulatortransitions. The di�erence

between an interacting system and a non-interacting one

willbem anifested bypower-law dependencesforthecon-

ductanceasa function oftem peratureat�xed biasvolt-

age,or as a function ofV at �xed T [39,40],provided

both kB T and eV rem ain higherthan an energy scale�

which is the renorm alized band splitting in the incom -

m ensurate case,or the single particle gap in the com -

m ensurateone.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II,we

consider a sim pler problem , nam ely a one-dim ensional

chain ofregularly spaced im purities.W e setup a renor-

m alization group m ethod for weakly interacting elec-

trons which is closely related to those developed in

Refs [32, 41], but where the periodicity ofthe system

is explicitly taken into account. Section III generalizes

thisapproachtoanylatticecom posed oflinksofthesam e

length,assum ed tobelargecom pared totheFerm iwave-

length.W eshow explicitlythatthescatteringm atricesat

each node ofsuch latticesisrenorm alized exactly in the

sam e way as for a single node connecting sem i-in�nite

wires [32,41]. This is the centralresult ofthe present

work. Asan illustration with possible experim entalrel-

evance, section IV considers a two-dim ensionalsquare

lattice ofLuttingerliquids. W e show thatalthough the

evolution ofthe scattering m atrix ofthe nodes as the

typical energy scale is reduced yields a rather trivial

low-energy �xed point where allthe links becom e dis-

connected, som e interesting qualitative changes in the

quasiparticleband structuretakeplacealong thisrenor-

m alization group ow.

II. O N E D IM EN SIO N A L W IR E W IT H A

P ER IO D IC IM P U R IT Y P O T EN T IA L

The goalofthis section isto adaptthe sim ple renor-

m alization group procedure initiated in Refs.[32,41]to

thecaseofaperiodicpotential.Them ain ideadeveloped

in these worksisto dressthe bare scattering am plitude

by a correction due to the interaction of an incom ing

electron with the Friedeldensity oscillation induced by

the im purity.Thisapproach treatsthe electron-electron

interaction asthe perturbation.Because the continuous

spectrum ofparticle-holeexcitationsin them etallicwire

exhibits a �nite density ofstatesdown to arbitrary low

energy,the�rstordercorrection to thescattering am pli-

tude diverges as ln(jk � kF jd),where k is the incom ing

electron’swave-vector,and d isthe spacialrange ofthe

bare im purity potential. This type of infra-red diver-

gence isvery sim ilarto those encountered in the K ondo

problem ,and Yue et al. proposed to treat them with

a renorm alization group m ethod inspired by Anderson’s

\poor m an’s scaling" approach [45]. The idea isto inte-

grateoutgradually singleparticle-holeexcitationswhich

participatein the Friedeloscillation,starting from those

furthestfrom theFerm ilevel.Astheelectron bandwidth
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D iscontinuously reduced,thebareim purity potentialis

renorm alized so thatthe low energy physicalproperties

ofthe system are keptunchanged. The renorm alization

procedure stopsata low energy scale with isthe larger

scaleam ong the therm albroadening kB T,the biasvolt-

ageeV ,orthe incom ing electron energy ~jk� kF jvF .

Asalready stated in the Introduction,the presenceof

an array ofscattering centers (such as nodes in a wire

network) brings qualitatively new features. In the low

energy regim e,Friedeloscillations originating from dif-

ferentcentersareexpected to interfere,so wecannotfol-

low therenorm alization ow obtained in Refs[32,41]for

a single scatterer down to arbitrary low energies. Fur-

therm ore,com m ensuration e�ects between the average

electronic density and the superlattice structure play a

crucialrole.By contrastto the single im purity case,we

expectan insulating ground-stateonly foran integerav-

erage�llingofeach supercell.Forincom m ensurate�lling

factors,weexpecta cross-overfrom theone-dim ensional

behaviorfollowing K aneand Fisher’spredictionsathigh

energy,towardsastronglyrenorm alizedcoherentconduc-

toratlow energy with �nite conductance.In a periodic

system ,the naturalway to im plem ent this \poor m an’s

scaling"approach istointegrateoutenergybandsoneaf-

terthe other,starting from those m ostrem ote from the

Ferm ilevel. In the incom m ensurate case,the lastband,

whichcrossestheFerm ilevelispartially�lled,soitisnat-

uralto stop the procedure after the last fully occupied

band has been integrated out. In any renorm alization

m ethod,we have to decide which low-energy quantities

willberequired torem ain constantashigh energy m odes

areelim inated.In thepresenceofa periodicpotential,it

isnaturalto prescribe thatsingle quasiparticle energies

should notchangeunderthe renorm alization group ow

(RG F).

A . B and structure for a periodic array ofpoint

scatterers

Letus�rstconsideranon-interactingproblem alongan

in�nite one-dim ensionalwire with a periodic potential.

The corresponding Ham iltonian is

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m
+

N � 1X

n= 0

V (x � na) (1)

where a denotes the spacial period of the potential,

nam ely the distance between two succesive im purities.

V (x) is a localized potential,so forinstance we im pose

thatV (x)= 0 when jxjislargerthan a range d,d � a.

The e�ect of each scatterer is described by a scatter-

ing m atrix Ŝ. Suppose �rst we have only one ofthem ,

centered at the origin x = 0. Let us consider scatter-

ing stateswith the energy E 0(k)= ~
2k2=(2m ),k being

positive. Away from the im purity,that is for jxj> d,

we m ay representthe corresponding wave-function as a

B’

A’A

B

��
��
��

��
��
��

���
���
���
���
���

���
���
���
���
���

FIG .1:Localized im purity potentialm ay berepresented by a

Ŝ-m atrix,that connects am plitudes ofincom ing (A;B 0)and

outgoing (A
0
;B )plane wavesoutside the im purity.

superposition ofplane-waves:

 (x)=

�
Aeikx + B e� ikx forx < � d

A 0eikx + B 0e� ikx forx > d
(2)

Since Schr�odinger’s equation is linear and ofsecond

order,we m ay express the outgoing am plitudes A 0 and

B linearly asa function ofthe incom ing onesA and B 0

�
A 0

B

�

=

�
t r0

r t0

� �
A

B 0

�

� Ŝ

�
A

B 0

�

(3)

wherefr;t;r0;t0garetwopairsofreection and transm is-

sion coe�cients for left and right sides ofthe node. In

principle,thesefourcoe�cientsdo depend on theenergy

ofthe particle or equivalently on its wave-vectork. In

thispaper,weshallneglectthisvariation,sincethedom -

inantcontribution processesinvolvevirtualexcitation of

particle-hole pairs in the vicinity ofthe Ferm ilevel. A

m ore com plete approach would consider the Taylor ex-

pansion ofŜ in powersofk � kF ,butallterm sbeyond

the 0’th order one are irrelevant according to the clas-

si�cation ofperturbationsaround a non-interacting one-

dim ensionalferm ion system . At least for not too large

interactions,they are notsupposed to change the qual-

itative picture ofthe system behavior. Asusual,this Ŝ
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m atrix isunitary. Assum ing tim e reversalinvariance of

the Ham iltonian im plies t = t0 and ifV (x) is an even

function ofx,we have also r = r0. In thiscase,we m ay

param etrize Ŝ by two angles(0 � � � �=2;0 �  < 2�)

Ŝ = e
i 

�
cos� � isin�

� isin� cos�

�

(4)

Fora periodicarray ofidenticalscatterers,eigenstates

m ay beobtained asBloch functions,nam ely wem ay im -

posethe condition

 (x + a)= e
ik

0
a
 (x);

wherek0ischosen in the�rstBrillouin zone[� �=a;�=a].

O n each x-interval[na+ d;(n + 1)a� d], we write the

eigenstatewith energy E 0(k)as

 (x)= A ne
ikx + B ne

� ikx
:

The aboveperiodicity condition im plies

A n = e
i(k

0
� k)an

A 0

B n = e
i(k

0
+ k)an

B 0

Eq.(3)can now bewritten foreach im purity site,which

gives:

�
A n+ 1e

ika(n+ 1)

B ne
� ika(n+ 1)

�

=

�
t r0

r t0

� �
A ne

ika(n+ 1)

B n+ 1e
� ika(n+ 1)

�

(5)

Replacing A n and B n by theirexpressionsin term sofA 0

and B 0,we getthe following secularequation

�
�
�
�

tei(k� k
0
)a � 1 r0

rei2ka t0ei(k+ k
0
)a � 1

�
�
�
�= 0 (6)

which determ ines the dispersion relation im plicitly via

k,the energy being E 0(k),the lattice m om entum k0 be-

having asan externalparam eter.Using a norm alization

condition on thewave-function,wecould get(A 0;B 0)as

functionsof(k0;Ŝ).

In the particular case of spacially even and tim e-

reversal invariant potentials, we m ay use the above

param etrization for Ŝ in Eqn.(6),which yields

cos(ka+  )= cos�cos(k0a) (7)

Foragivenvalueofthelatticem om entum k0,thepossible

valuesofka appearin twoequally spaced fam ilies,with a

period 2� foreach ofthem .Theallowed valuesofka+  

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

eigenstate twice.The valuesofka+  lying in intervals

[� � + 2�n;� + 2�n], and [� � � + 2�n;� + � + 2�n]

correspond then toenergy gaps.Thesegapsareofcourse

largerwhen the reexion coe�cientislarger.

�
�
�
�
�

�
�
�
�
�

−π/a

π+φ

π−φ

φ aπ/

k(k’) 2π−φ

FIG .2:Band structurefor1D wireofnoninteractingelectrons

with periodicim purities.BS is2� periodicin k.A setofgaps

(� �+ 2�n;�+ 2�n)and (�� �+ 2�n;�+ �+ 2�n)ispresent

forany value ofŜ-m atrix.

B . Sw itching on electron-electron interactions

In a Luttingerliquid,thee�ectiveinteraction becom es

non-localin the low-energy lim it. To show this, it is

convenientto decom posethe electron creation operators

	 +
� (x) (where � 2 f";#g denotes the spin com ponent

along a �xed direction)into a rightm oving part	 +

R �
(x)

and a left-m oving part	 +

L �
(x),where 	 +

R �
(resp. 	 +

L �
)

involves the Fourier m odes k close to kF (resp. � kF ).

W ith thisdecom position,the localelectron density �(x)

iswritten asfollows

�(x)=
X

�= ";#

	 +

� (x)	 �(x)=
X

�= ";#

�
	 +

R �
(x)	 R �(x)+ 	 +

L �
(x)	 L �(x)

�
+

X

�= ";#

�
	 +

R �
(x)	 L �(x)+ 	 +

L �
(x)	 R �(x)

�
(8)

The�rsttwoterm saresm ooth �elds,m eaningthattheirFouriertransform sinvolveonly sm allwave-vectorscom pared

to kF .Butthe lasttwo term sarecentered around the wave-vectors� 2kF so they arerapidly oscillating.
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For a spin-rotation invariant Ham iltonian,the e�ective

low energydescription ofaLuttingerliquid involvesthree

independentparam eters:the velocitiesvc and vs ofcol-

lective charge and spin excitations,and a dim ensionless

constant K which depends on the strength ofelectron-

electron interactions and controls the exponents enter-

ing the correlation functions. Since transport proper-

tiesare m ostly a�ected by the value ofK [39],we shall

notconsiderheretherenorm alizationsofvc and vs away

from their com m on value vF for a non-interacting sys-

tem . Therefore,itissu�cientto considerthe following

interaction

H int =
U0

2

L =2Z

� L =2

dx�0(x)
2 (9)

where�0(x)isthelongwave-length partofthetotalden-

sity:

�0(x)=
X

�= ";#

�
	
+

R �
(x)	 R �(x)+ 	

+

L �
(x)	 L �(x)

�

HereL denotesthetotallength ofthesystem .Later,we

shallassum e periodic boundary conditions,and that L

encloses an integer num ber N ofperiodic cells,so L =

N a.W ith thischoiceofinteraction,wehave

vc = vF

�

1+
2U0

�~vF

� 1=2

vs = vF

K =

�

1+
2U0

�~vF

� � 1=2

So K = 1 fora non-interactingsystem ,K > 1 forattrac-

tive interactions,and K < 1 for repulsive interactions.

Forourpurpose,itisconvenientto view thise�ectivein-

teraction asderiving from a non-localpotentialU (x� y)

such thatits Fouriertransform ~U (k)vanishesoutside a

�nitewindow centered around k = 0 and whosewidth is

sm allerthan 2kF .Theinteraction strength U0 isde�ned

as ~U (k = 0).W ith thisnotation,wehave

H int =
1

2

L =2Z

� L =2

dx

L =2Z

� L =2

dy�0(x)U (x � y)�0(y) (10)

In this section, we are considering the com bined ef-

fect ofim purity scattering and interactions. Renorm al-

izations of the e�ective scattering m atrix ~S are natu-

rallydetected viatheelectronself-energy�(k;k 0;!).But

sinceoursystem exhibitsonly adiscretetranslation sym -

m etry,we m ay only conclude that k0� k should be an

integerm ultiple ofthebasicreciprocallatticevector 2�

a
.

This self-energy is then a relatively com plicated object.

M oreinform ation on itsreal-spacestructure fora single

im purity m ay be found in [42,43]. To analyze it in a

sim ple way we shallcom pute the �rst order correction

E 1(k) with respect to U0 to the single electron energy

E 0(k) = ~
2k2=(2m ). Here k stands for a single parti-

cle level,close to the Ferm ienergy,and labelled by the

com bination ofa Bloch quasi-m om entum k0 and a band

index. This correction E 1(k) is given by the sum ofa

Hartreeterm and ofan exchangeterm .In thecaseofan

unpolarised electron system ,wehave

E 1(k)=

L =2Z

� L =2

dx

L =2Z

� L =2

dy
X

q< kF

 
�
k(x) 

�
q(y)U (x � y)[2 q(y) k(x)�  q(x) k(y)] (11)

Forlocalpotentials,the Hartree and the exchange con-

tributions canceleach other,when the spins ofthe two

electronsinvolved are parallel. But aswe have recalled

before,our two-body e�ective potentialis in fact non-

local,so we have to analyze both term s in m ore detail.

O urexpression forE 1(k)involvesintegralsofthe form :

IU (f;g)=

L =2Z

� L =2

dx

L =2Z

� L =2

dyf
�(x)U (x � y)g(y)

wheref(x)and g(y)areBloch functionssatisfying

f(x + a)

f(x)
=
g(y+ a)

g(y)
= e

i�
; 0< � � 2�

SinceU isshort-ranged in space(though itisnota delta

function),we m ay take safely the therm odynam ic lim it

L ! 1 . W riting f(x) =
P

n
~fne

i((2�n+ �)x=a) and an

analogousseriesforg(y),weobtain:

IU (f;g)= L
X

n

~f�n
~U (
2�n + �

a
)~gn ’ LU0

X

jnj� kF a

~f�n ~gn

(12)

Let us �rst consider the Hartree term . Because we

chose single particle eigenstates ofthe Bloch form ,the

corresponding localparticle density isperiodic with pe-
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riod a.A little elem entary algebra showsthat

j k(x)j
2 =

1

N a

sin(ka+  )� sin(�)cos(2k(x � a

2
))

sin(ka+  )� sin(�)sin(ka)=(ka)

(13)

for0 < x < a. As expected,the am plitude ofthe local

density oscillation isstrongerwhen thebarereexion co-

e�cientislarger,orequivalently when jsin(�)jislarger.

The nth Fourieram plitude ofthis localdensity isequal

(forn 6= 0)to:

A k

2N a

�
sin(ka� �n)

ka� �n
+
sin(ka+ �n)

ka+ �n

�

where the num ericalcoe�cientA k isclose to unity. As

shown in Eq.(12) above,we are interested in the case

where jnj� kF a,and since k isclose to kF ,thisam pli-

tude issm allby a factor1=(kF a). A sim ilarconclusion

holdsfortheFourieram plitudesofj	 q(x)j
2 ifweassum e

that the m ost im portant e�ects com e from �lled states

whereqisclosetokF .Therefore,wedonotexpectstrong

renorm alizationscom ing from the Hartreeterm .

Let us now turn to the exchange term . The product

	 �
q(y)	 k(y)isthe sum offouroscillating term spropor-

tionalto e� i(k� q)yand e� i(k+ q)y.Thelasttwo term sare

fastoscillationswhich willbe�ltered outbythenon-local

potential,asin Eq.(12).K eeping only the�rsttwo oscil-

lations,we can castthe exchange contribution to E 1(k)

asfollows:

E 1(k)= c
U0

a
(k0F + N F �)�

U0

2�a
sin2 �

Z
dq0

sin(k +  )sin(q(q0)+  )

sin(q(q0)� k)

q(q0)� k
(14)

In this equation,we have replaced com binations such as ka,qa,by new dim ensionless variablesk,q. The integral

sym bolstandsfora sum m ation overalltheN F com pletely �lled bands,including possibly a lastpartially �lled band

with a dim ensionlessm om entum k0F such that0 � k0F < �.Foreach com pletely �lled band,the integration variable

q0 runsfrom 0 to �,and q in Eq.(14)isa function ofthelatticem om entum q0solution ofthedispersion relation (7).

Forthelastpartially �lled band (incom m ensuratecase),theq0integralrunsfrom 0 to k0F .Asalready m entioned,we

have assum ed thatparam eters( ;�) are notdepending on the incom ing energy. Note thatcontributionsfrom the

Hartreeterm willm odify only the num ericalcoe�cientcwhoseprecisevalueisnotim portanthere.

C . R enorm alization approach

Let us introduce the notation �0 = �N F ,which plays the role ofa large m om entum cut-o�. As in allschem es

inspired by Anderson’s\poor m an’s scaling",we shallassum e itispossible to constructa sequence ofm odelswhere

�lled bandsareelim inated oneaftertheother,starting from them ostrem otefrom theFerm ilevel.W hen the�rstn

bandshavebeen elim inated,thenew valueof� issetequalto � 0� �n.Ateach step,werequirethatthequasiparticle

energy (E tot(k)= E 0(k)+ E 1(k)� E0(k)+ U0E1(k))fork closeto the Ferm iwave-vectorshould rem ain unchanged.

To com pensate forthe reduction ofthe cut-o� from � 0 to �,we have to adjust Ŝ-m atrix param etersf ;�g so they

becom efunctionsofrunning cuto� �.Thisisexpressed by the following prescription

E tot( 0;�0;k)= E 0( (�);�(�);k)+ U 0E1( (�);�(�);k;�) (15)

Since for U0 = 0, this condition im plies E 0( 0;�0;k) = E 0( (�);�(�);k), we see that in this case ( 0;�0) =

( (�);�(�))forany �,so we m ay write the following Taylorseries

 (�;U 0; 0;�0;�0) �  0 + U0 (�; 0;�0;�0)+ O (U 2

0)

�(�;U 0; 0;�0;�0) � �0 + U0�(�; 0;�0;�0)+ O (U 2

0)

W e now try to keep band structure(15)unchanged forany k

E 0( 0;�0;k)+ U0E1( 0;�0;k;�0)= E 0( 0 + U0 (�);� 0 + U0�(�);k)+ U 0E1( 0 + U0 (�);� 0 + U0�(�);k;�)

K eeping the �rstorderterm sin U 0 gives

@E 0

@ 

�
�
�
 0

 (�)+
@E 0

@�

�
�
�
�0

�(�)= E1( 0;�0;k;�0)� E1( 0;�0;k;�) (16)

Thisisa non trivialconstraint,since @E 0

@ 
j 0

and @E 0

@�
j�0

depend on k butdo notdepend on �. O n the contrary,

 and � depend on � but not on k. The possibility to
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enforcethisrequirem entisnotobviousapriori,and when

itoccurs,wem ay callourm odelrenorm alizable (atleast

to thislowestorder).

Letusnow evaluate the right-hand side ofthis equa-

tion. Suppose we integrate out just one band, then

�0 � � = �,which isassum ed to be m uch sm allerthan

�. W hile com puting E1( 0;�0;k;�0)� E1( 0;�0;k;�)

in Eq.(14),the integralinvolvesonly oneband farfrom

the Ferm ilevel.Therefore,we m ay furtherapproxim ate

q(q0)� k by � �.Thisyields

E1( 0;�0;k;�0)� E1( 0;�0;k;�)’
c(�0 � �)

a
+

+
1

�

1

2�a

sin2 �0

sin(k +  0)

Z �

0

dq
0 sin(q(q

0)� k)

sin(q(q0)+  0)
(17)

From (7)thederivativesinvolved in thelefthand-sideof

Eq.(16)are:

@E 0

@ 

�
�
�
�;k= const

� �
~vF

a

@E 0

@�

�
�
�
 ;k= const

�
~vF

a
tan�cot(k+  )

W ehavelinearized thebaredispersion relation:E 0(k)=
~
2
k
2

2m a2
� const+ ~vF

a
k. The notation \k = const" m eans

m oreprecisely thatthe Bloch crystalm om entum k0 and

the band index have to be m aintained constant while

varying � or  . Introducing these expressions for the

derivatives and the result (17) in Eq.(16) shows that

indeed the k dependences on both sides can be m ade

to m atch,which expresses the renorm alizability ofour

m odelto �rst order in interaction strength. This �xes

the form ofthe functions (�)and �(�):

 (�; 0;�0) =
1

~vF

�
c(�� �0)�

�
sin2 �0

2�
ln

�

�0

�Z

0

dq
0cot(q(q0)+ �0 +  0)

�

�(�;� 0;�0) = �
1

4�~vF
sin(2�0)ln

�

�0

Finally weconstructthe RG F equation:

@ 

@�
=

U0

�~vF

�
c+

sin2 �

2�

1

�

�Z

0

dq
0cot(q(q0)+  )

�

@�

@ln�
= �

U0

4�~vF
sin2� (18)

W e see from Eq.(4) that the param eter  is a global

phasein thescattering m atrix,which doesnota�ectany

physicalproperty ofthe system besides an overallshift

ofthesingleparticlespectrum .In particular,itdoesnot

generateany density oscillation.M oreovertheassociated

RG F equation explicitly involvesthe running cut-o� �,

and the notion of�xed pointlosesitsm eaning here.

Therefore,we now turn to �(�),for which a sim ple

RG F equation arises,and which solution isgiven by:

tan� = (�0=�)
� tan�0 (19)

where� = U 0=(2�~vF ).Thecorrespondingtransm ission

coe�cientT(�)on a given im purity is:

T(�)= cos2(�(�))=
T0(�=� 0)

2�

R 0 + T0(�=� 0)
2�

(20)

where T0 is the transm ission coe�cientfor a single im -

purity in absence ofinteraction,and R 0 = 1� T0. This

resultagreeswith theexpression obtained forasingleim -

purity [41]in theabsenceofspin backscattering,nam ely

when ~U (2kF )= 0. Again,this approach assum essm all

electron-electron interactions. In the case ofstrong in-

teractions,whereK isno longercloseto 1,thebosoniza-

tion m ethod showsthatforthesingleim purity problem ,

� should be replaced by (1� K )=2 [40]. These two ex-

pressionsforthe exponentcoincide atsm allU0 ifterm s

oforderU 2
0 orhigherareneglected.

Foracom m ensuratesystem (kF a = �n,n integer),the

non-interactingground-stateisalreadygapped,soweex-

pecta true insulatoraswellin the presence ofrepulsive

interactions. The di�erence between a traditionalband

insulatorand theoneobtained herein thepresenceofin-

teractionsisthenon-trivialenergy dependenceoftheim -

purity scattering m atrix and thecorresponding behavior

ofthe Landauer conductance,Eq.(20). For an incom -

m ensurate system ,we have a partially �lled band cross-

ing the Ferm ilevelin the absence ofinteraction. Since

ourrenorm alization procedure assum ed a gradualelim i-

nation offully occupied bands,ithastobreak down after

the lastofthose bands hasbeen integrated out. Treat-

ing the rem aining partially occupied band in a heuristic

way,we sim ply assum ethatitcorrespondsto a strongly

renorm alized Luttingerliquid,whose e�ective Ferm ive-

locityv�F ism uch reduced com pared totheFerm ivelocity

vF = ~kF =m ofan uniform non-interacting gaswith the

sam edensity.M oreprecisely,wehave:

v
�
F ’ vF cos�S sin(k

0
F a)

where �S ’ �=2 isthe value of� when the renorm aliza-

tion procedurestops,which correspondsto:

�0

�
=
kF a

�

Using Eq.(19),weget:

v
�
F = vF

�
�

kF a

� �

cot�0 sin(k
0
F a) (21)

III. G EN ER A LIZA T IO N O F R G P R O C ED U R E

T O A LA R G E C LA SS O F LA T T IC ES

In the previoussection we introduced the m ain ideas

weused to obtain theRG F equation fora1D lattice.W e
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wish now to show thatrenorm alizability ofthisparticu-

lar1D system isnota sim ple coincidence,buta general

property ofany network (notnecessarily periodic),pro-

vided thetwo following assum ptionshold,nam ely allthe

links have the sam e length,which hasto be large com -

pared to the Ferm iwave-length. Letus begin to follow

thesam eprocedureasin onedim ension.Supposethatwe

haveanetwork ofequallength wires.Any junction point

isdescribed by an unitary Ŝ-m atrix which dim ension is

equalto the num ber ofwires joining at this node. For

each link,stationary singleelectron statescan bewritten

asthe sum oftwo planewaves.

 (x)= A ije
� ikx+ A jie

ikx (22)

where A ij isthe am plitude ofthe wave thatpropagates

from node j to node i,ifthe x coordinate is oriented

from ito j.Solving Schr�odinger’sequation isequivalent

to connectthese variousam plitudesvia node scattering

m atrices:

A ij =
X (j)

m

e
ika

S
(j)

im A jm (23)

Here
X (j)

m

m eansthatwesum over�rstneighborsm of

node j. W e notice that this has indeed the form ofan

eigenvalueequation written in som ebasis.Following the

idea ofK ottosand Sm ilansky [46]we introduce a �nite

dim ensionalHilbertspaceassociated to thelatticelinks.

Each link ij is represented by two orthonorm alvectors

jiji and jjii. The dim ension of this auxiliary Hilbert

spaceistherefore2N L (N L isthetotalnum beroflinks).

O nem ay rewriteEq.(23)in itsvectorform :

T̂jA(k)i= e
� ikajA(k)i (24)

wherethe T̂ operatorincorporatesinform ation aboutthe

scattering m atricesofallnodes.

T̂ =
X

j

X (j)

i;m

jijiS
(j)

im hjm j( ) S
(j)

im = hijĵTjjm i (25)

As this operator T̂ is unitary and de�ned in a �nite

dim ensionalHilbert space,it could be diagonalized as:

T̂j�i = e� i�� j�i,where � takes 2N L values and �� is

real. So we obtain fam ilies ofeigenvaluesfor the single

electron energy E = ~
2k2=2m :

ak�;n = �� + 2�n � 0 (26)

W e em phasize that this periodic structure ofthe single

particle spectrum is a specialfeature of constant link

length networks. A briefdiscussion ofthe m ore general

case isgiven in appendix C.Because ofthisperiodicity,

and despite the absence ofany translationalsym m etry,

we m ay stillintroduce a notion ofenergy band forsuch

lattices. M ore precisely,in thissetting,an energy band

correspondsto �xing n and allowing forallpossible val-

uesof�.Note thatthisnotion ofband doesnotexactly

coincide with the m ore fam iliar notion from the Bloch

theory oftranslationalinvariantlattices.Forsim pleBra-

vaislattices,the num berofstatesin each Bloch band is

the num ber ofunit cells which is equalto the num ber

ofsites N S. IfZ is the coordination num ber,we have

ZN S = 2N L,so our generalized bands contain Z usual

Bloch bandsfora Bravaislattice.Atthisstage,wehave

sofaraband structureequation written in operatorform .

In orderto obtain renorm alization ow for Ŝ-m atrix we

need to com pute �rstthe electron-electron contribution

asin Eq.(11)to thesingleelectron energy and then the

variation in the unperturbed energy due to an arbitrary

Ŝ-m atrix change@E 0=@Ŝ.

Asin onedim ension,them ain contribution totheelec-

tronic self-energy isgiven by the exchange term . Letus

considera pair ofsingle particle eigenstateslabelled by

k and q,where these labels should in factbe viewed as

pairs(�;n)and (�;m ),m and n beingintegersaccording

to theabovedescription ofthespectrum .Statek isclose

to theFerm ilevel,butstateqisfarfrom it,atadistance

corresponding to the currentenergy cut-o� �. Along a

link ij,we denote by (	 �
k(x)	 q(x))0 the slowly varying

com ponentof	 �
k
(x)	 q(x).A sim plecom putation shows

that:

1

L

Z j

i

j(	 �
k(x)	 q(x))0j

2 = jA ij(k)j
2
jA ij(q)j

2 + jA ji(k)j
2
jA ji(q)j

2 + (A �
ji(k)A ij(k)A ji(q)A

�
ij(q)+ h:c:)

sin(k � q)L

(k � q)L
(27)

The �rstpartsum m ed overfully com pleted band doesnotdepend on energy:
X

q2B and

X

i;j

jA ij(k)j
2
jA ij(q)j

2 + jA ji(k)j
2
jA ji(q)j

2 =
X

q2B and

X

< ij>

jA ij(k)j
2
jA ij(q)j

2 =

=
X

< ij>

hijjkihkjijihijj
X

q2B and

jqihqjiji=
X

< ij>

hkjijihijjki= hkjki= 1 (28)

W eused thefactthatboth jqiand jijiform com pletebasissetsin ourHilbertspace.Them ain expression tocom pute

isthen

I(k)=
X

q2B and

X

< jm >

A
�
jm (k)A m j(k)A jm (q)A

�
m j(q)sin(k � q)a (29)
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where the sum overq isjusta single band sum ,nam ely

m is �xed,and the sum is taken over the 2N L values

of�.The powerofthisalgebraicform alism isthatsuch

sum isreadilyperform ed,withouthavingtocom puteany

integral.Indeed,wehave:

I(k)=
X

q

X

< ij>

hkjijihijjqisin[(k � q)a]hqjjiihjijki(30)

As shown in appendix C, we m ay assum e that the

eigenvectorsjqiare norm alized to unity in the auxiliary

Hilbertspace attached to link am plitudes,provided the

linkshave the sam e length,m uch largerthan the Ferm i

wave-length. Therefore,we have the very usefulcom -

pletenessrelation,thatis:

X

q

jqie� iqahqj= T̂ (31)

After som e sim ple algebra,we m ay cast I(k) into the

form

I(k)= e
ika i

�
hkj

X

j

X (j)

l;m

jljiV
(j)

lm
hjm jki=

= e
ika i

�
hkĵV jki (32)

wherethe singlenode operators V̂ (j) arede�ned by:

V̂
(j) = F̂

(j)� Ŝ
(j)
F̂
(j)y

Ŝ
(j)

and the diagonalm atrix F̂ (j) by:

F
(j)

ii = �
1

2
�S

(j)

ii

W ehaveintroduced asbeforethedim ensionlessparam e-

ter� = U 0=(2�~vF ).

To get the �rst order variation ofthe single electron

energyundersm allchangesin thenodescatteringm atrix

param eterswedi�erentiateEq.(24):

(dT̂)jki+ T̂jdki= � i(dk)ae� ikajki+ e
� ikajdki (33)

Applying hkjto thisequation and using hkĵT = e� ikahkj

weobtain:

dk =
i

a
e
ika hkjdT̂jki

hkjki
(34)

This allowsus to calculate single electron energy varia-

tions due to Ŝ-m atrix changes. In the particular case

of global phase transform ation, the corresponding in-

�nitesim alform reads: dT̂ = iT̂d . Clearly, the en-

ergy di�erentialdoes not depend on energy any m ore

since dk = � d =a,so globalphase shiftssim ply induce

a globaltranslation on the energy spectrum .

Following the sam e ideas as in 1D,we generalize the

RG F equation to any Ŝ-m atrix param etrization.Eq.(16)

now becom es:

@E 0

@S
(Ŝ0;k)dS(�)= E 1(Ŝ0;k;�0)� E1(Ŝ0;k;�) (35)

The left-hand side ofthis equation is equalto ~vF dk,

where dk is related to the sm allrenorm alization of T̂

by Eq.(34). To evaluate right-hand side,asbefore,we

integratejustoveroneband ofwidth 2� forthequantity

q�;m a,i.e.d� = �� � 0 = � 2�.

~vF dk = E 1(Ŝ0;k;�0)� E1(Ŝ0;k;�)=

=
cU0(�0 � �)

a
�
U0

a

X

�< qa< � 0

X

< jm >

A
�
jm (k)A m j(k)A jm (q)A

�
m j(q)

sin(k� q)a

(k� q)a
= �

cU0d�

a
�
U0

a

1

�

�

�
d�

2�

�

I(k)

Constantc includesboth the Hartreeterm and the part

ofexchange term that does not depend on k,so we do

notpreciseitsvaluesinceitrenorm alizesonly theglobal

phaseofŜ-m atrix.

Finally,wegettheresultdT̂=dl= � V̂ thatagreescom -

pletely with Lal,Rao and Sen [32],obtained fora single

nodeconnecting an arbitrary num berofsem i-in�nite1D

wires.In coordinateway ofwriting,itgives:

dŜ(j)

dl
= Ŝ

(j)
F̂
(j)y

Ŝ
(j)

� F̂
(j) (36)

where we just chose the usual cuto� param etrization:

� = � 0e
� l.

IV . T W O -D IM EN SIO N A L SQ U A R E LA T T IC E

W e would like to illustrate the result ofthe previous

section on one m ore exam ple. This part could be in-

teresting from an experim entalviewpoint,since present

nanofabrication techniquesare now available to prepare

networks of quantum wires with a very sm all num -

ber oftransverse conduction channels etched on a two-

dim ensionalelectrongaswith high m obility,asillustrated

forinstance in [14]. Letusnow consideran in�nite reg-

ularsquarelattice ofperfectLuttingerwires.These one

dim ensionalconductors are only coupled at the lattice

nodeswhich aredescribed by asingle4� 4scatteringm a-
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FIG .3:Twodim ensionalperiodicgrid ofelectron liquidswith

im purities.Each im purity could berepresented by 3 com plex

param eters: r-reection,tk-forward transm ission,t? -per-

pendiculartransm ission coe�cients.

trix Ŝ.Tokeep asim plem odel,weshallrestrictourselves

to the case ofa single conduction channelin each wire,

although thecaseofseveralchannelswould clearly beof

interest,both on the theoreticalside,and with respect

to possible experim entalrealizations. As m entioned in

the Introduction,we shallnottakeinto accountany en-

ergy dependence ofthe scattering m atrix,although de-

tailed studiesofthe Schr�odingerequation fora crossof

wireswith a �nitewidth haveexhibited a rich pattern of

resonances[47,48].Them ain m otivation forthissim pli-

�ed treatm entisthatin a renorm alization group picture,

sm ooth energy dependences in the scattering m atrix as

a function ofE � EF correspond to irrelevantoperators,

which should not alter drastically the way interactions

drivethesystem to itslow-energy �xed point.Labelling

thefourdirectionsjoiningatanodeason Fig.3,weshall

considera scattering m atrix ofthe following form :

Ŝ =

0

B
@

r tk t? t?

tk r t? t?

t? t? r tk
t? t? tk r

1

C
A (37)

which correspondstothem ostgeneralform obeyingtim e

inversion and spacialD 4 dihedralsym m etry,in com bina-

tion with unitarity. The previous expressions involves

three com plex param eters,butasshown in appendix A,

unitarity leaves only three independent real variables.

W e havechosen the following param etrization:

8
><

>:

r= ei (e2i�u + e2i�v � 2)=4

tk = ei (e2i�v + e2i�u + 2)=4

t? = ei (e2i�v � e2i�u )=4

(38)

where�u;v 2 [0;�[and  2 [0;2�[

Note that two lines in the (�u;�v) plane are specially

interesting:

(

�u = �=2 ) t? = tk (sym m etric case)

�u = �v ) t? = 0 (1D case)

(39)

A . B and Structure

Thederivation oftheband structureisstandard,so it

isoutlined in appendix B. Thisband structure isgiven

by an im plicitequation:

x(k;k0)+ y(k;k0)= � �
2cos�v

sin(�u � �v)
(40)

where

x(k;k0) �
sin(ka+  )

cos�u cos(k
0
xa)� cos(ka+  + �u)

(41)

y(k;k0) �
sin(ka+  )

cos�u cos(k
0
ya)� cos(ka+  + �u)

(42)

As usual, the energy of these states is given by the

free electron dispersion E 0(k) = ~
2k2=(2m a2). Here,

k
0 isthe two-dim ensionallattice wave-vector,such that

	(r+ R ) = exp(ik 0:R )	(r) for any r on the wire net-

work and any period R ofthe squarelattice.

As we found som e interesting features in the band

structureofnoninteractingelectronsin atwodim ensional

square grid we willdescribe itm ore precisely. Contrary

to one dim ension,there are valuesofthe scattering m a-

trix,forwhich the single electron spectrum isno longer

gapped,and thesearelocated on Fig.4.M oreprecisely,
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FIG .4: Phase diagram for a non-interacting electron wire

square grid. Contrary to the one dim ensionalcase,there are

m etallic statesatinteger�lling factorsforsom e valuesofthe

Ŝ-m atrix. In these regions ofthe phase diagram ,the single

electron spectrum isgapless.

in theclearregionsofFig.4,thesingleparticlespectrum

is gapless. In the dark regions,it is gapped,leading to

an insulatoriftheelectronicdensitycorrespondsto�lling

an even integernum berofbands.Finally,in the dashed
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regions,weobtain an insulatorforan odd integernum ber

ofbands.

W e stillhave a 2� periodic structure in ka,but the

band-structureconsistsoftwo typesoffoils:norm aland

abnorm al. Norm albands resem ble an ordinary band of

a tight-binding m odelofsquarelattice crystal(a sortof

deform ed paraboloid).Abnorm albandsareso called for

theirstrangecurvature.To getan idea oftheirform one

could im agineasquarerubberfoil,attach itsfourextrem -

itiesand then putinside a heavy cross. Fora com plete

description,wegivesectionsoftheband structurein sev-

eraldirectionsforthreecharacteristicvaluesofthescat-

tering m atrix. Because ofsom e im portant sym m etries,

wem ay restrictthedom ain ofvariation off�u;�vg,and

stillgetallthe possibledi�erentphysicalpictures:

1.k(�u;�v)= k(�v;�u),

2.k(� � �v;� � �u)= � k(�u;�v).

These m ay be easily seen from form IIofthe dispersion

relation,given in appendix B.Both ofthem arereection

sym m etries.G iven the band-structure fork 2 [0;�]and

using the following sym m etry: k(k0x;k
0
y)+ � = k(k0x +

�;k0y + �),we easily expand it to the fullintervalk 2

[0;2�]byreplottingthesam eband originatingfrom point

M instead of� (seeFig.5).

B . R G F equation for a tw o dim ensionalgrid

Following the sam e procedure as in the one dim en-

sionalcase,we�rstcalculateHartreeand exchangecon-

tributionstosingleelectron energyand then establish the

equivalentofEq.(16)orEq.(35)fortwo dim ensionsand

�nally getthe RG F equation. The m ain di�erence with

the1D caseisthatwehavenow threerealparam etersfor

the Ŝ-m atrixand electron-electroninteractionsshould be

evaluated alongtwo perpendicularthreadsthatform our

grid.The condition to satisfy now reads:

@E 0

@ 
 (�)+

@E 0

@�u
�u(�)+

@E 0

@�v
�v(�)=

= E1(Ŝ0;k
0
;�0)� E1(Ŝ0;k

0
;�) (43)

Aswasproven in the previoussection allnetworkswith

links ofequallength are renorm alizable i.e. there is a

setoffunctions �u;�v and  depending only on �. In-

deed the decom position ofthe r.h.s. ofEq.(43) on a

basisofthreefunctionsdepending on k0ispossible.The

corresponding renorm alization group ow equationsare:

d�u

dl
=

�

8
(sin2�v + 3sin2�u + sin2(�v � �u))(44)

d�v

dl
=

�

8
(sin2�u + 3sin2�v + sin2(�u � �v))(45)

where � isde�ned in Eq.(40,41).The only �xed points

are�u;v = 0;�=2,am ong which there isonly one attrac-

tor for f�u;�vg = f�=2;�=2g. The globalbehavior of

π−2φv

Γ MX

π/2

π

Γ

2π

3π/2

a)

b)

c)

π−2φu

Γ

X M

π−φ−φvu

FIG .5: 3 characteristic band structure picturesfor di�erent

value ofŜ-m atrix:

(a)Insulator,0 < �u;�v < �=2,(dark on Fig.4)

(b)Insulator,0 < �u < �=2;�=2 < �v < �;j�u � �vj< �=2,

(dashed on Fig.4)

(c)Conductor,0 < �u < �=2;�=2 < �v < �;j�u � �vj> �=2,

(clearon Fig.4)

The band-structureis2� periodic in k,and has4 foils:2 nor-

m aland 2 abnorm al.Som efoilsare described as"abnorm al"

because oftheir strange curvature,revealed here by the at

partofthese bands.G iven theenergy interval0 < k < � one

could obtain the� < k < 2� intervalby exchanging � and M

points.

thisow isillustrated on Fig.6.These propertiesofthe

RG F forasinglenodeconnecting foursem i-in�nitewires

have already been described by Lalet al.[32]and Das

et al.[35]. As for the one dim ensionalexam ple ofsec-

tion IIabove,thenew featureassociated to a regularlat-

ticeisthepresenceofcom m ensurability e�ects.W ehave
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FIG .6: RG F for2D square grid ofwire. The only attractor

isin the picture centerforf�u;�vg = (�=2;�=2).

to stop therenorm alization procedurewhen allthecom -

pletely�lled bandshavebeen elim inated.From Fig.5,we

expecttoobtain oneortwopartially�lled bandscrossing

the Ferm ilevel. These bands are only very weakly dis-

persive,sincethee�ective Ŝ m atrix forthenodesisthen

very closeto itsvalueatthevanishing transm ission �xed

point. Suppose now thatthis �xed pointisapproached

from the dark regions of the phase-diagram shown on

Fig.4. Ifthe �lling factor corresponds to an even in-

teger,the Ferm ilevellies in a gap ofthe renorm alized

band structure.Therefore,wem ay elim inatetherem ain-

ing pair of�lled bands,and the system is an insulator.

Sim ilarly,a true insulatorisobtained foran odd integer

�lling factor,in thecasewherethe(�=2;�=2)�xed point

is approached from the dashed regions in Fig.4. Ex-

perim entally,oneexpectstransitionsbetween thesecom -

m ensurate insulators and strongly renorm alized \heavy

electron" m etalsatgeneric�lling factorsiftheelectronic

density iscontrolled by a uniform externalgatevoltage.

Anotherinterestingfeatureofthisgeom etry isthefact

thatthe ow m ay induce m etal-insulatortransitionsfor

som ecom m ensurate�llingfactorsata�niteenergyscale.

Indeed,for initialparam eters lying in the clear regions

ofFig.4,corresponding to a gaplesssingleelectron spec-

trum ,Fig.6 showsthatthesystem alwaysreacheseither

the dashed ordark regionsin a �nite RG tim e. Experi-

m entally,theseRG owsm ay bevisualized by gradually

loweringthetem perature,sinceatleastqualitatively,the

energyscalesetbytem peratureplaystheroleofthem ov-

ing cut-o� �.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper, we have studied a particular class of

networks ofLuttinger liquids,with nodes connected by

linksofaconstantlength.In thelim itoflonglinks,com -

pared totheFerm iwave-length,westudied theevolution

ofthe scattering m atrix atthe nodes,asthe typicalen-

ergy scalefortheoccupied statescontributing to Friedel

oscillationsisgetting closerto the Ferm ilevel.The cor-

responding renorm alization group ow turnsto be iden-

ticalto the one already found fora single node coupled

to severalsem i-in�nite 1D Luttinger liquids [32]. This

resultisphysically reasonable,since we have considered

thelim itoflonglinks.However,weem phasizethatthese

renorm alization e�ects com e from quasiparticle scatter-

ing on Friedeloscillations induced by the nodes,which

arearathercom plicated function ofthelatticegeom etry.

Forinstance,even in thelim itofvery long links,theam -

plitudesA ij which determ ine the value ofenergy eigen-

functionsalong thelinksareobtained from a 2N L � 2NL
eigenvalue problem whose solution has a strongly non-

localcharacter.

The m ain di�erence between a regular lattice and a

sim ple node coupled to in�nite wires is that in the for-

m ercase,wehaveto stop therenorm alization procedure

when thelastoccupied band hasbeen integrated out.So

instead ofhaving com pletely disconnected wires in the

low-energy lim it,we expectin generala strongly renor-

m alized conducting system with an e�ectiveFerm iveloc-

ity m uch reduced in com parison to anon-interactingsys-

tem with the sam e density.These e�ectsshould be visi-

ble asa power-law behaviorofthe network conductance

as a function oftem perature. Insulating ground-states

are expected when the electronic density correspondsto

�lling som eintegernum bersofbands.

O fcourse,this work leaves m any open questions. It

would be interesting to generalize the presentrenorm al-

ization approach to latticescontaining linkswith several

di�erent lengths. In such situations, the spectrum no

longerexhibitsasim pleperiodicstructure,and som esig-

naturesofquantum chaos,already m anifested in thesin-

gleparticledensity ofstates[46],m ay also appearin the

tem peraturedependence ofthe conductivity ofan inter-

acting system .Anotheropen question istheinuenceof

an externalm agnetic�eld,which alsodrasticallym odi�es

the single-particlespectrum .Finally,the lim itofstrong

electron-electron interaction deserves further investiga-

tion,and in particular the possibility to develop som e

new m etal-insulator transitions for non-integer but ra-

tional�lling factors,generalizing thenotion ofa W igner

crystal.Such insulatingstateswould naturally bepinned

by the nodesofthe lattice.
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A P P EN D IX A :PA R A M ET ER IZA T IO N O F T H E Ŝ

M A T R IX

In thisappendix wewillshow thattim e-inversion,spa-

cialD 4 dihedralsym m etry com bined with unitarity im -

ply a param eterization ofscattering m atrix in term s of

three realvariables. Fortwo-dim ensionalsquare lattice,

them ostgeneralform ofŜ-m atrix isgiven by a 4x4 m a-

trix:

0

B
@

A 0

B 0

C 0

D 0

1

C
A =

0

B
@

rA tB A tC A tD A

tA B rB tC B tD B

tA C tB C rC tD C

tA D tB D tC D rD

1

C
A

0

B
@

A

B

C

D

1

C
A (A1)

where A;B ;C;D are the coe�cientsofincom ing plane

waves. Prim ed values denote coe�cients of outgoing

waves. At this stage,one has 16 com plex param eters

forthis Ŝ-m atrix.

Unitarity condition (ŜyŜ = I) com bined with tim e-

inversionsym m etry(Ŝ� 1= Ŝ�)givesŜt = Ŝ (noticethat

Ŝt isthetransposed m atrix,nottheconjugate).Itleaves

10 com plex param eters. Using four reections of two

types(1)A $ B ;and (2)A $ C ,B $ D thatgenerate

the dihedralsym m etry group D 4 consequently reduces

this num ber to three com plex variables. W e obtain the

Ŝ-m atrix in the form (37). Unitarity allows �nally to

expressthescatteringm atrixwith only3realparam eters:

8
><

>:

jrj2 + 2jt? j
2 + jtkj

2 = 1

rt�? + r�t? + t�? tk + t�
k
t? = 0

rt�
k
+ r�tk + 2jt? j

2 = 0

Subtracting the third equation from the �rstone allows

usto de�ne a �rstrealparam eter :

jr� tkj= 1) r= tk � e
i 

Thererem ainstwo independentequations:

(

I 2(jtkj
2 + jt? j

2)= tke
� i + t�

k
ei 

II 2(t�? tk + t? t
�
k
)= t? e

� i + t�? e
i 

(

I{II 2jtk + t? j
2 = 2Re[(tk + t? )e

� i ]

I+ II 2jtk � t? j
2 = 2Re[(tk � t? )e

� i ]

AxAx
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+

1,n}{m
−

1,
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FIG .7:In 2D case,each nodeisindexed by a pairofnum bers

fm ,ng.Incom ing and outgoing plane wavesare connected by

the 4� 4 scattering m atrix.

Two m ore realparam eters are needed to com plete the

param etrization:

(

tk � t? = cos�ue
i(�u +  )

tk + t? = cos�ve
i(�v+  )

Expressionsoftransm ission and reection coe�cientsas

functionsofthese three realparam etersaregiven in the

m ain text,seeEq.(38).W erem arkan interestingfact:in

thecaseofperfecttransm ission(r= 0),onlytheseparate

thread solution (jtkj= 1;t? = 0)ispossible.

A P P EN D IX B :B A N D ST R U C T U R E FO R A

SQ U A R E LA T T IC E O F W IR ES

In this appendix we derive the band-structure for a

squarelatticeofwiresofnon-interacting electrons.Asin

the one dim ensionalcase,the wave-function away from

im purities(i.e.nodeshere)could bewritten ascom bina-

tion ofplanewaves:

 k(x)= A
m ;n

i e
ikx + B

m ;n

i e
� ikx (B1)

where i = fx;yg and the coe�cients

fA m ;n
x ;A m ;n

y ;B m ;n
x ;B m ;n

y gm ;n are de�ned on Fig. 7.

By de�nition ofthe scattering m atrix:
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Bloch periodicity condition forthe wave-function im plies:

8
>>><

>>>:

A n;m
x = ei(k

0

x
� k)naeik

0

y m aA 0;0
x

B n;m
x = ei(k

0

x
+ k)naeik

0

y m aB 0;0
x
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y = ei(k

0
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x
naA 0;0

y
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y
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e
ik

0

y
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B 0;0
y

(B3)

Using the lasttwo expressions,we obtain the secularequation:

�
�
�
�
�
�
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�
�

tke
i(k� k
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x
)a � 1 re2ika t? e
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x
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Replacing scatteringm atrix elem entsby theirparam etrization (38),wegettheim plicitband-structureequation given

in the m ain text (41). Here we propose two m ore di�erent ways to write the sam e dispersion relation,where the

com binationska+  ,k0xa and k
0
ya havebeen replaced respectively by the sim plernotationsk,k

0
x and k

0
y:

I cos(k + �u)cos(k+ �v)+ cosk0x cosk
0
y cos�u cos�v =

1

2
(cosk0x + cosk0y)(cos�u cos(k + �v)+ cos�v cos(k + �u))

II
cos(k + �u)� cos�u cosk

0
x

cos(k + �u)� cos�u cosk
0
y

= �
cos(k+ �v)� cos�v cosk

0
x

cos(k+ �v)� cos�v cosk
0
y

The�rstform isusefulto identify sym m etriesofband-structure.Thesecond form isusefulto deriveRG F equations

directly withoutusing the form alism developed in section III. W e rem ark thatin the 1D case (t? = 0),and in the

2D sym m etriccase(t? = tk)the band-structureequationsarethe sam e,nam ely:cos(ka+  + �)= cos�cos(k0a)

A P P EN D IX C :A N Y LA T T IC E

G EN ER A LIZA T IO N

In this part we willdiscuss particular points m et in

section IIIofthisarticle.Firstofallwecould obtain the

dispersion relation for any network i.e. when the wires

lengths are notnecessarily equal. In that case Eq.(23)

ism odi�ed into:

A ij =
X (j)

m

e
ikL ij=2S

(j)

im e
ikL jm =2

A jm (C1)

W echoosetheorigin ofcoordinatesneeded to de�nethe

am plitudes A ij at the centers of each link. This for-

m ula m eans thatthe am plitude ofthe wave going from

node j to node iisthe sum ofam plitudescom ing from

allneighbors m ofnode j,m ultiplied by phase factors

exp(ikLjm =2)duetopropagation from them iddleoflink

hjm ito the nodej,then scattered on nodej with prob-

ability am plitude S
(j)

im and �nally reaching the m iddleof

link hijiwith a new phase factorexp(ikLij=2). W e will

now write the sam e equation in vector form . The ex-

pression willbe m ore transparent and this perm its us

to express the secular equation for energy eigenvalues

k in a com pact form . Ifwe �x the energy ofthe sys-

tem then thestationarystatesarecom pletelydeterm ined

by 2N L am plitudes,where N L is the num ber oflinks.

Thefactor2 arisessinceeach wavecan propagatein two

opposite directions on each link. So the set ofam pli-

tudesfA ijg could bepresented asa vectorjAiin a 2N L-

dim ensionalHilbert space. W e choose the orthonorm al

basis associated with network links hm njiji = �m i�nj.

Each link isrepresented by two basisvectorjijiand jjii,

this orientation di�erence should be taken into account

in various sum m ations over �rst neighbors. W e de�ne

the vector jAi =
P

< ij>

A ijjiji and the length operator

L̂ =
P

< ij>

Lijjijihijj.Thevectorform ofEq.(C1)reads:

jA(k)i= e
ikL̂ =2

T̂e
ikL̂ =2jA(k)i (C2)
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The possiblevaluesofk aregiven by:

det(e� ikL̂
� T̂)= 0 (C3)

O ne rem arks that the periodicity ofthe spectrum (26)

islostin the generalcase,unlessthere existsa �k such

thatexp(i�k L̂)= 1.Letusrem ind thatthisperiodicity

ofthe spectrum allowed usto evaluate the integralI(k)

in Eq (29):the contribution ofeach band wasthe sam e

and wereplaced thesum overany �lled band justby sum

overallthe eigen-vectorsofoperator T̂.

Thesecond pointto beclari�ed isthespectraldecom -

position
P

q
jqie� iqahqj= T̂. Itholdsonly ifjqivectors

form an orthonorm albasis.O rthogonality isclearasjqi

isan eigen-vectorofan unitary operator.

hqĵTjki= e
� iqahqjki= e

� ikahqjki (C4)

Letusnow evaluatethe vectornorm in the jijibasis:

hqjqi=
X

< ij>

hqjijihijjqi=
X

< ij>

jA ij(q)j
2 (C5)

Butwe know thatthe norm ofwavefunction (22)in the

physicalHilbertspaceshould be equalto unity.

Z

network

j (x)j2dx = 1 = a
X

< ij>

�

jA ij(q)j
2 + A ij(q)A

�
ji(q)

sin(ka)

ka

�

(C6)

Soifwedem and hqjqi= 1wearedoingan approxim ation

neglecting theterm proportionalto sin(ka)=ka.Thisap-

proxim ation islegitim atein ourcase,asweconsidersys-

tem s where the typicalnum ber efelectrons along each

link between two nodes is large. Clearly,it willbreak

down for links of the order of the Ferm iwave-length.

Supposing that hqjqi = 1 is equivalent to identify the

norm in the(in�nitedim ensional)physicalHilbertspace,

with thenorm associated totheorthonorm albasisjijiin

the (2N L dim ensional)auxiliary Hilbertspace.Thefact

that our equations are not depending explicitly on the

network scale param eter a is closely related to this ap-

proxim ation.Soifoneweretoestim ate�nitesizecorrec-

tionsto the RG F equation,oneshould takethe physical

norm alization ofthe jqi-basis into account. Such cor-

rectionswould likely produce RG F equationswhere the

nodeson thelatticeareno longerrenorm alized indepen-

dently ofeach other,by contrastto whatweobtained in

section III,seeEq.(36).
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