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Q uantum M onte C arlo sim ulation for the spin-drag conductance ofthe H ubbard

m odel

K im Louis and C. G ros
Fakult�at 7,Theoretische Physik,University ofthe Saarland,66041 Saarbr�ucken, G erm any.

(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

In the situation of two electro-statically coupled conductors a current in one conductor m ay

induce a current in the other one. W e willstudy this phenom enon,called Coulom b drag,in the

Hubbard chain where the two \conductors" are given by ferm ions with di�erent spin orientation.

W ith theaid ofa M onteCarlo (M C)approach which wepresented in arecentpaperwecalculatethe

Transconductancein di�erentvariantsoftheHubbard chain (with/withoutim purity and additional

[long-ranged]interactions)fordi�erent�llings.

PACS num bers:75.30.G w,75.10.Jm ,78.30.-j

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

The Coulom b-drag e� ect describes how two conduc-
tors(only coupled by the Coulom b force)m ay in uence
each other. Since the Coulom b repulsion is relatively
sm all,a sizeablee� ectwillonly arisewhen the two con-
ductorsarevery close to each other.Thiscondition can
be m et in m esoscopic system s| where with the advent
ofnew technologies (e.g.,carbon nanotubes) the prob-
lem ofCoulom b drag attracted m oreand m oreattention
(e.g.,Refs.1,2,3,4)| orin thespin-dragproblem .Forin-
stead ofconsideringtwoconductorsonem ay lookatdrag
e� ects between di� erent ferm ion species,e.g.,ferm ions
with di� erentspin orientation. Since ferm ionswith dif-
ferentspinsare notspatially separated,there isa large
Coulom b forcebetween them which can lead to allkinds
ofcorrelation e� ects,e.g.,a drage� ect.In thelastyears,
the interestin spin-dependenttransportincreased. O ne
key problem isthegeneration ofaspin-polarized current,
i.e.,a currentwhere only ferm ions with one ofthe two
spin orientations ow.In thiscontextitisim portantto
keep in m ind thatthe spin-polarized currentm ay a� ect
the ferm ionswith the opposite spin orientation. Hence,
thedrage� ectm ay playhereacrucialr̂oleeven though it
isexperim entallynotdirectly accessible.(Thisisbecause
thedrivingpotentialsarein generalnotspin dependent.)

For this \spin-drag" problem the trans-resistivity of
higherdim ensionalsystem shasbeen investigated in pre-
vious publications,e.g.,using the Boltzm ann equation5

or the random -phase approxim ation.6 In this paper we
focus on the Transconductance forthe Hubbard m odel.
W hile m ost authors used a bosonization approach to
com pute the conductance7,8 we will use here, for the
study ofthe Transconductance,a M onte Carlo m ethod
which weintroduced in a recentpaper.9 Thestrategy we
followed there was to m ap our ferm ion system via the
Jordan-W igner transform ation to a spin system which
canbeanalyzedbye� cientthoughstandardM onteCarlo
techniques.W e willnow extend thism ethod to the one-
dim ensionalHubbard m odelconcentrating on the ques-
tion how a spin-polarized current (driven by a voltage
drop which isassum ed to be spin dependent)a� ectsthe

ferm ionswith oppositespin orientation.
In the Section IIwe presentthe m odeland give som e

centralde� nitions for the spin-drag problem . The Sec.
III contains the technicaldetails on the subject ofthe
M C sim ulations. The M C m ethod ofourchoice9,10 was
a variant of the Stochastic Series Expansion (SSE) as
introduced in Refs.11,12,13,14. Thism ethod allowsan
investigationoftheone-dim ensionalHubbard m odel.15,16

In the following Sec.IV A we present our results for
the standard Hubbard m odeland com pare with analyt-
icalpredictions from bosonization theory. To obtain a
spin-polarized current we add in Sec.IV B an im purity
to the system ,which acts like a com bination ofa one-
sitechem icalpotentialand a one-sitem agnetic� eld.W e
show that such a \m agnetic" im purity can produce the
desired spin-polarized current.
TheHubbard m odelcan also bem apped to a spinless-

ferm ion ladder.Hence,ourresultsm ay alsodescribethat
situation,butthere one m ightargue thatthe very spe-
ci� c m odeling of the Coulom b (on-site) interaction in
the Hubbard m odelis unrealistic (and m ay di� er from
otherapproaches,e.g.,Refs.1,2,3,4). W e therefore dis-
cuss two variants(with additionalinteraction term s)of
ourm odel.First,wewilldiscussin Sec.IV C a situation,
whereferm ionswith di� erentspinsliveon di� erentsites.
Thefullsystem hasthegeom etry ofazig-zagchain.Sec-
ond,weshow in theappendix thataspin-polarized inter-
action leadsto equalCis-and Transconductance.Thisis
sim ilarto the \absolute" drag resultfound,e.g.,in Ref.
3.

II. D EFIN IT IO N O F T H E SP IN D R A G IN T H E
H U B B A R D M O D EL

O ur m odel Ham iltonian is the standard Hubbard
m odel(with N sitesoratom s)

H H ubb = t
X

n

X

�= ";#

�

c
y
n;�cn+ 1;� + c

y

n+ 1;�cn;�

�

� �
X

n;�

nn;� + U
X

n

nn;"nn;#; (1)
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where nn;� is the occupation num ber offerm ions with

spin � atsite n,and c
(y)
n;� isthe corresponding annihila-

tion (creation)operator. To perform ourtransportcal-
culations,we willuse the approach from Ref.9. Since
the hopping term doesnotconnectferm ionswith di� er-
entspins,itisnaturalto considercurrentand potential
operatorsforeach spin orientation separately.Following
Ref.9 the potentialoperators read then: (e being the
chargeunitand x being theposition ofthevoltagedrop)

P
#
x = e

X

n> x

nn;#; P
"
x = e

X

n> x

nn;":

The conductance(ofa spinless-ferm ion chain)isthelin-
earresponseofonepotentialoperatorto another;there-
fore the explicit form of the current operators is not
needed here.9 As we have two potentials,we can de� ne
four transport quantities (conductances) gij which de-
scribethe(linear)responseofP i to P j wherei;j2 f";#

g.Furtherdetailson how to evaluate the gij’sare to be
found in section III.
Forthem om entwewilldiscussonlysym m etricm odels,

i.e.,we have spin-rotationalinvariance (the only asym -
m etric m odelthatwe willdiscussappearsin Sec.IV B);
thus,weend up with onlytwodistinctquantities.W ecall
gc := g## = g"" the Cisconductance and gt := g#" = g"#
the Transconductance.
Thenam ing conventionscom efrom thephysicalinter-

pretation ofthesecoe� cientswhich isthefollowing:Ifwe
switch on ata certain tim ea (supposedly)spin-polarized
potentialwhich acts only on spin-up ferm ions (i.e.,we
add a tim e-dependentperturbation ofthe form

V P
"
�(t)

with V beingthevoltageam plitudeand �theHeavyside-
step function)wewill� nd a currentofspin-up ferm ions

I
" = gcV:

ThisisthedrivecurrentgovernedbytheCisconductance,
butthere willalso be a currentofspin-down ferm ions

I
# = gtV;

the drag current (governed by the Transconductance).
The latter m ay be nonzero,even though the spin-down
ferm ionsdo notfeelthe applied potential.
Thesituation ofa nonvanishing Transconductance(or

drag current)iscalled Coulom b drag. Thisproblem has
been studied,e.g.,for coupled spinless-ferm ion system s
by bosonization in Refs.1,2,3 and to second-order per-
turbation theory in Ref.4.
Norm ally, (since spin-polarized potentials are not

available)oneisonly interested in the(full)conductance
ofthe Hubbard m odel,where both ferm ion species feel
the sam e potential,and the fullcurrent is the sum of
the currentsofthe spin-up and spin-down ferm ions. As
isstraightforward to see,theCis-and Transconductance
give us directly the conductance ofthe Hubbard m odel
via the relation gH ubbard = 2(gc + gt).

III. D ESC R IP T IO N O F T H E M O N T E C A R LO
M ET H O D

Before starting with M onte Carlo we haveto castour
Ham iltonian in a convenientform .
Using the Jordan-W igner transform the Hubbard

m odelcan be m apped to a spin ladder. To each oc-
cupation operatorwe introduce a spin operator,i.e.,we
replacenn;" ! Sz2n + 1=2 and nn;# ! Sz2n+ 1 + 1=2.Ifwe
expresstheHubbard Ham iltonian with thosenew opera-
torsweobtain thefollowing spin ladder(with 2N sites):

H =
X

n

�

Jx(S
+
n S

�
n+ 2 + S

�
n S

+

n+ 2)=2+ JzS
z
nS

z
n+ 1 + B S

z
n

�

+
X

n

�

U S
z
2nS

z
2n+ 1 + U

0
S
z
2n+ 1S

z
2n+ 2

�

; (2)

where the sites with even num ber represent spin-up
ferm ions and the sites with odd num bers, spin-down
ferm ions. (For the Hubbard m odel one has to put
Jz = 0 = U 0. These param etersare used to m odelthe
spin-polarized interaction from theappendix and thezig-
zag chain from Sec.IV C;seebottom halfofFig.1.The
sites2n and 2n + 1 in theladderrepresentthereforeone
atom ofthe Hubbard m odeland interact via an Ising
interaction representing the Coulom b force (see Fig.1).
Thehoppingam plitudessatisfyJx = 2t,and thestrength
ofthe m agnetic � eld B in Eq.(2) is obtained from the
chem icalpotentialvia the relation B = U=2+ U 0=2� �.
Half� lling correspondsthereforeto B = 0.The two po-
tentialoperatorsP ";#

x introduced in theprevioussection
can be related to potentialoperatorsforthe two chains
(e being the chargeunit)

P
#
x = e

X

n> x

S
z
2n+ 1; P

"
x = e

X

n> x

S
z
2n:

Then wem ayobtainthefourconductancesgij introduced
in the previoussection by com puting (i;j2 f#;"g)

gij(!M )= � !M =~

Z
~�

0

cos(!M �)hP i
xP

j
y(i�)id� (3)

at the M atsubara frequencies !M = 2�M (�~)� 1; M 2

N, and then extrapolating to ! = 0. (The extrapo-
lated value should not depend on x or y.9 W e chose
x = N =2 = y � 1.) For the extrapolation from g(!M )
to g(! = 0) we willuse a quadratic � t from the � rst
threeM atsubara frequencies.[W ewilluseopen (O BC’s)
instead ofperiodic boundary conditions(PBC’s).]Since
theHam iltonian containsHeisenberg-likeinteractionsas
wellas Ising-like interactions,it is advantageousto use
the Stochastic Cluster Series Expansion (SCSE) intro-
duced in Ref.10. For the Hubbard m odel the SCSE
givesessentially thesam eupdateschem eastheoneused
in Ref.16.W e willexplain itnow shortly.
FollowingRef.10wesplittheHam iltonian accordingto

H =
P

h2h
h,butthistim einto four-sitesclusters,called
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FIG .1: Them odelHam iltonian thatwillbediscussed in this

paper. Solid lines indicate a fullHeisenberg-like interaction

between the sites;dashed lines stand for sites coupled only

by a z-z term (Ising-like interaction). The upper part is for

U
0
= 0. The lower for U

0
= U . (O ther values of U

0
are

not considered.) A plaquette as used in the M C schem e is

indicated by boldface lines.

plaquettes (see Fig.1). The following operatorsbelong
to the plaquette P (containing interactionsbetween the
sites2n,2n + 1,2n + 2,and 2n + 3):

h
(1)

P
= JxS

+
2nS

�
2n+ 2=2 h

(2)

P
= JxS

�
2nS

+
2n+ 2=2

h
(3)

P
= JxS

+
2n+ 1S

�
2n+ 3=2 h

(4)

P
= JxS

�
2n+ 1S

+
2n+ 3=2

h
(5)

P = C + U=2Sz2nS
z
2n+ 1 + U=2Sz2n+ 2S

z
2n+ 3 +

+ U
0
S
z
2n+ 1S

z
2n+ 2 + JzS

z
2n+ 1S

z
2n+ 3 + JzS

z
2nS

z
2n+ 2

+ B =2(Sz2n + S
z
2n+ 1 + S

z
2n+ 2 + S

z
2n+ 3):

The seth consistsofallh(t)P forallplaquettesP and all
t= 1;:::;5.
The heartofthe SCSE program is the so called loop

update,where a spin  ip ofa subset (loop) ofallspin
variablesisproposed.Since the siteswith even and odd
num bers form two chains,which are only coupled by a
z-zinteraction term ,we� nd thatthesetofspin variables
thatwillbe ipped in theloop updatebelongsentirely to
one ofthe chains.Therefore,we can view the new algo-
rithm asm aking loop updates for each chain separately.
During a loop update foronechain the spin variablesof
the otherchain rem ain � xed.The consequenceofthisis
that,ifwe update,e.g.,the even chain,then operators
with superscripti= 3;4 can beneglected (areirrelevant
for the loop construction),and the coupling term s (be-
tween thechains)reduceto m agnetic� eld term s(forthe
even chain).
It is however advantageous to consider another vari-

ant ofthe loop update. The construction is sim ilar to
the � rstvariant,butnow we propose spin  ipsforboth
chains,i.e.,the spin variablesbelonging to sites2n and
2n+ 1are ipped sim ultaneously.Thism ay beviewed as
a construction oftwo parallelloops| oneforeach chain.
Sincethetwo loopsm ustbeparallel,thenum berofpos-
sible transitionsbetween di� erentplaquette statesisre-
duced.Thism ay lead to a lesse� cientalgorithm ,13 but
one should note that this parallel-loop update becom es
determ inistic forthe case ofB = 0 and hence enhances
thee� ciency ofthealgorithm (atleastforthissituation)

considerably.

IV . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S
A . Transconductance in the H ubbard m odel

1. Com parison with the Hubbard m odel

In bosonization theorytheHubbard m odelisdescribed
by two boson � elds�";# representing thedegreesoffree-
dom ofdi� erentspin orientations.Thecurrentoperators
for the spin sectors are then given by J";# / @x�";#.7

Theconductancecan bewritten in theform ofacurrent-
currentcorrelator7 and m ay beevaluated in term softhe
Luttinger-liquid param etersK �;� ofthe chargeand spin
� eld8 ��=� = (�" � �#)=

p
2. The result is (using the

linearity ofthe correlatorand the resultsfrom Ref.17)

gc =
1

2
(K � + K �) gt =

1

2
(K � � K �): (4)

W hen �= U=2 we are athalf� lling,where Um klapp
processesare responsible fora gap in the system .18 The
(charge)gap � (U )dependson theHubbard repulsion U
and is� nite forallU .

2. Num ericalsim ulations

W epresentnow M onteCarlo resultsfortheTranscon-
ductance in the Hubbard m odelEq.(1) [or Eq.(2) for
U 0= 0].
W e perform ed sim ulations for two di� erent chem ical

potentials: First,� = U=2 corresponding to half� lling
and second � = 0. In the latter case the system is no
longerathalf� lling,buthasaU -dependent� lling,which
isshown in Fig.11 oftheappendix (in thelarge-U lim it
the system reachesquarter� lling).
W e show gc and gt asa function ofU forthe two dif-

ferent�’sin Fig.2.The � gure showsthatthe Coulom b
drag isvery sensitiveto a changein chem icalpotential.
Let us � rst look at the half-�lled case (Fig.2). IfU

is very large the Coulom b repulsion acts asan e� ective
projection to those con� gurationssatisfying P# = � P ".
This im plies that gc + gt ! 0 as U ! 1 . This con-
tem plation is in accordance with Fig. 2. W e should
actually expect from Eq.(4) that for T = 0 we have
gc+ gt = K � = 0 becauseofthechargegap � (U )> 0 for
allU > 0 (cf.Ref.18).Thisshould lead to a discontinu-
ousjum p atU = 0,because withoutthe Coulom b force
evidently gt = 0 and gc is the conductance of uncou-
pled spinless-ferm ion chainsfrom Ref.17. Here we em -
phasizethatourm ethod isa � nite-tem peraturem ethod,
which m eansthatthe conductancescalculated by usin-
terpolate sm oothly between the values for U = 0 and
U = 1 . The crossoverisexpected to take place atthat
interaction value UT which satis� es � (UT ) = kB T. It
is therefore interesting to see how gc;t scale with tem -
perature. However,ourm ethod givesonly accessto the
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FIG .2: Cis- and Transconductance (�lled/em pty sym bols)

of the Hubbard m odelas a function ofU for two di�erent

�’s (200 sites, T = 0:02t=kB , O BC’s, 2 �10
5 M C sweeps.)

The (solid)arrow indicatesthe UT for which the charge gap

(presentat half�lling) satis�es �(U T )= kB T. (The dotted

arrow showsUT =2 where �(U T =2)= kB T=2 forcom parison.)

low-T regim e,9 such that we willcom pare here results
for only two di� erent tem peratures, kB T = 0:01t and
kB T = 0:02t. In the two subsequent sim ulations for
the Cis-/Transconductance we did not � nd any di� er-
enceatall.Thisim pliesonly aweak tem peraturedepen-
dence(atlow T)fortheinteraction UT which governsthe
crossover.Since� (U )isknown from analyticalresults,19

we can calculatethe two crossoverinteractions| de� ned
by � (U0:02)= 0:02tand � (U0:01)= 0:01t| � nding that
U0:02 � 1:25tand U0:01 � 1:12tdo not di� er m uch,as
expected (they arealso both indicated by arrowsin Fig.
2).
Anotherim portantconsequenceofgc + gt ! 0 isthat

the signsofthe Cis-and Transconductanceareopposite
or| interm softhespin-up andspin-downcurrents| that
the induced drag current owsin the opposite direction
ofthe drivecurrent.20

Now we willturn to the spin sector. W e have K � =
1 by spin-rotationalinvariance ofthe Hubbard m odel18

im plying [seeEq.(4)]gc � gt = 1 forallU which isvery
wellsatis� ed by Fig.2.
Putting thetwo resultsforgc � gt together,weobtain

gc = 0:5e2=h = � gt valid athigh U . Thislarge-U lim it
ofgc m ay alsobecom puted in second-orderperturbation
theory. In this approxim ation the Hubbard m odelcan
bem apped to a Heisenberg m odel.Theoperator[on the
Hilbert space ofthe originalHam iltonian Eq.(1)]P "

x ,
which is e� ectively equalto � P#x ,is identi� ed with the
operator(on theHilbertspaceofthee� ectiveHeisenberg
m odel) Px =

P

n> x
T z
n. [T z

n = (nn;" � nn;#)=2 is the
spin operator for ferm ions;here denoted by T to avoid
confusion with the spin operatorsappearing in Sec.III.]
Applying the resultsfrom Ref.9 the com putation ofgc
reducesthen to thecom putation ofthespin conductance
ofthe Heisenberg m odel,which equalsone halfin units
e2=h.
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FIG .3: Them odelHam iltonian with an im purityatsiteN =2

for N = 6 in the spin ladder representation from the upper

halfofFig.1 (for U
0
= 0). The site on which the im purity

potentialactsisencircled.

In thecaseofzero �(again Fig.2)wherethesystem is
away from half� lling there isno chargegap.Hence,K�
is� nite,and soEq.(4)tellsusthatgc+ gt = K � doesnot
decay with U .[Here we note thatgc + gt agrees(within
errorbars)with the valuesforK � available in Ref.18.]
W e stillhave K � = 1,which leadsto gc � gt = 1 forall
U (again very wellsatis� ed by the � gure).
Finally, we consider the large-U lim it. Inserting

K �(U = 1 ) = 0:5 and K � � 1 from Ref.18 in Eq.
(4)yieldsgc = 0:75 and gt = � 0:25 (unitse2=h).These
resultsarein accordancewith the� gure.(Note thatthe
statisticalerror increases with U such that we cannot
com pute g(U )forsu� ciently high U in orderto extract
the large-U lim itaccurately.)

B . M agnetic Im purity

In this subsection we willstudy the in uence of an
im purity. The m odeling ofthe im purity follows Ref.7,
butforthe spin-drag problem itisnaturalto considera
spin-dependentim purity,aswe willdo here.W e extend
thereforeourHam iltonian in the following way

H = H H ubb + B Im pnN =2;" ;

i.e.,we introduce an (im purity)potentialatexactly one
centralsite(which actsonly on onespin orientation,see
Fig.3).
Fig.4 showsCisconductancesand Transconductances

asa function ofthe im purity potentialB Im p athalf�ll-
ing.(The exam pleischosen such thatthe Transconduc-
tancein theunperturbed system isrelatively large.) The
conductance ofthe Heisenberg chain with one im purity,
which isthe large-U lim itofgc,isgiven forcom parison.
Although thetwo Cisconductances,g"" and g##,could

in principle di� er (the m odelis now asym m etric) they
do not in the case ofhalf� lling| at least within error
bars. Both Cisconductance and Transconductance go|
m ore or less linearly| to zero as the im purity strength
increases.
W enotethatwithin errorbarsgc = � gt such thatthe

fullconductanceofthe system

g = 2(gc + gt)
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FIG .5: The Cis-and Transconductance (�lled/em pty sym -

bols) as a function of the im purity strength B Im p in the

Hubbard m odel away from half �lling. The im purity acts

on spin-up ferm ions. Note that the Cisconductance for the

spin-up ferm ionsg"" (triangle up)di�ersfrom the one ofthe

spin-down ferm ions g## (triangle down). The two Transcon-

ductances are the sam e. (� = 0, U = 4t, N = 192 sites,

T = 0:02t=kB .)

rem ains zero after insertion of the im purity. Further-
m ore,investigations with our m ethod at di� erent tem -
peratures� nd no sizeableT-dependence.
In thecaseofzero chem icalpotential,�= 0,we� nd a

splitting ofthetwo Cisconductances(seeFig.5).Thisis
particularly interesting since this� nding im pliesa spin-
polarized current. If we assum e a (spin-independent)
driving potentialofthe form

V (P " + P
#)

(V being the voltageam plitude),then the currentis

I = I
" + I

#
; I

" = (g"" + g"#)V I
# = (g#" + g##)V:

Theaveragespin ofa ferm ion in the currentistherefore
(using g#" = g"# = gt)

S =
I" � I#

2I
=

g"" � g##

2(g"" + g## + 2gt)

di� erentfrom zero (see Fig.6).
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FIG .6: The negative average spin polarization (�S)ofthe

induced currentas a function ofthe im purity strength B Im p

in the Hubbard m odelaway from half�lling. The im purity

acts on spin-up ferm ions. The dashed curve is obtained by

�tting g"",g## and gt in Fig.5 with an exponentialansatz

and substituting these �ts into the form ula for S. (� = 0,

U = 4t,N = 192 sites,T = 0:02t=kB .)

An interesting problem is the question whether for
� = 0 the Cisconductance in the pure (spin-down) sec-
torg## survivesornotwhen weincreaseB Im p to in� nity.
Note thata � nite g## would im ply a totalspin polariza-
tion,i.e.,S = � 1=2. The lim it B Im p ! 1 ofg## can-
notbetaken directly (becauseofproblem swith theM C
sim ulation),buthere we note thatthere isanotherway
to m odelthe im purity.Instead ofapplying a localm ag-
netic� eld on onesite,onecan introduceaweak link,i.e.,
decreasethehopping am plitudeforspin-up ferm ionsbe-
tween thesitesN =2and N =2+ 1from theinitialvaluetto
t
"

Im p
.Thesetwo variantsofim puritiesbehavesim ilarly.7

W ecom puted theCisconductancefortheuna� ected spin
orientation forthe m odelwith t

"

Im p
= 0 (correspondsto

B Im p = 1 )at�= 0,U = 4t,N = 200 sites. W e � nd a
valueofabout[0:79� 0:03]e2=h.
The di� erent behavior ofthe Cisconductance in the

(una� ected) spin-down sector at half � lling and away
from half� lling m ay be explained as follows: Suppose
B Im p and U are large. The e� ect ofthe BIm p term on
the ferm ions is that it forbids occupation ofthe im pu-
rity site for one ofthe two ferm ion species (in our case
spin-up ferm ions). Athalf� lling a spin-up ferm ion can
hop only from one site to another by exchanging the
sitewith a spin-down ferm ion (thereareno em pty sites),
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i.e.,sim ultaneouslywith thespin-up aspin-down ferm ion
m usthop in the opposite direction etvice versa (im ply-
inggc = � gt).A ferm ion ofacertain spin index can then
only passthe im purity site ifaccom panied by a ferm ion
ofoppositespin (which m ovesin theoppositedirection).
Since the im purity site is forbidden for one ofthe two
ferm ion species,no ferm ion can pass the im purity site,
and both Cisconductancesm ustgo to zero.
Away from half � lling the hopping of an spin-up

ferm ion does not necessarily require the hopping of a
spin-down ferm ion (the spin-up ferm ion can hop to an
em pty site) and hence the im purity a� ects only one of
the two Cisconductances.

C . Zig-zag chain

So far we have dealt with a system of two ferm ion
species, where the two species reside on the sam e set
of sites. In contrast to this, the bosonization ap-
proaches considered m ostly system s of two coupled
spinless-ferm ion conductors.W ecan com pareourresults
with that situation,ifwe interpret the Hubbard m odel
asa spinless-ferm ion ladder.Hereoneassum esthateach
ferm ion speciesliveson adi� erentconductor[i.e.,thetwo
indices(n;")and (n;#)aresupposed to label(spatially)
di� erent sites;com pare Sec.III and upper halfofFig.
1].Butoneshould notethatforthiscasethe param eter
U should besm all(sincethedistancebetween separated
conductorsislarge)and theCoulom b interaction should
be long-ranged (not on-site as in the Hubbard m odel).
Hence we are led to the question how a variation in the
interaction term m odi� esourresults.
Toaddressthisquestion weadd anew interaction term

to the Hubbard m odel

H = H H ubb + U
X

n

nn;#nn+ 1;" :

This Ham iltonian correspondsto Eq.(2) with U 0 = U .
O ne can justify introducing thisnew interaction term if
theferm ion speciesliveon di� erentsiteswhereeach spin-
down site(n;#)liesbetween two spin-up sites,(n;")and
(n + 1;"). This m odelhas therefore the geom etry ofa
frustrated zig-zag chain asdepicted in the lowerhalfof
Fig.1.
O ne should note that this system has a totalof2N

sites,N sitesforeachferm ion species.[Although itwould
be usefulto adoptthe notion ofa system with two cou-
pled (spinless-ferm ion)chains,we willkeep here the no-
tation ofa system ofspinfullferm ions.]
The resultsforthe spin drag in thism odelare shown

in Fig.7.W ediscussagain two chem icalpotentials:one
is�= U im plyinghalf� lling,theotherisagain �= 0.In
thelattercasethe(m ean)occupation num berpersiten�
isdi� erentfrom one half(the occupation athalf� lling)
and dependson U .Itisshown in Fig.8.
O neseesin Fig.7 thatjgc;tjgrow with thestrength of

theinteraction.Thism ay beexplained asfollows:First,
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FIG .7:Cis-and Transconductance(�lled/em pty sym bols)of

thezig-zag chain fortwom agnetic�elds(120sitesperferm ion

species,T = 0:02t=kB ,U
0
= U in Eq.(2),O BC’s,2�10

5
M C

sweeps.)

the Coulom b interaction m ediatesan attractive nearest-
neighborinteraction forferm ionswith equalspin orienta-
tion (thisisa consequenceofthefrustration).Therefore,
in asim pleapproxim ation theonly e� ectoftheCoulom b
interaction isto renorm alizetheLuttinger-liquid param -
etersforthe two spin sectorsK ";#. Since the Luttinger
param eterfora spinless-ferm ion chain increaseswith the
strength oftheattraction,8 weexpectthatK ";# increases
asU increases.Since K ";# givesthe conductance ofone
spin sector17 (which is essentially the Cisconductance)
wehavethatgc increaseswith U .
O nem ayalsoinferfrom the� gurethatthedependence

ofgc;t on achem ical-potentialshiftisweak.W ithin error
barsgc decreasesonly slightly upon shifting �away from
half� lling.
O ne should note thatin the lim itU = 1 the ground

state is a spin-polarized con� guration (see Fig.9). For
� = U thism eansthatallconductancesare zero in the
large-U lim it,foronespin sectorisem pty and theother,
com pletely � lled.In contrastto this,for�= 0 oneofthe
two spin sectorsm ay rem ain conducting. The crossover
to the ordered state occurs at values ofU larger than
3twhich m ay be seen by sim ulating and com paring the
occupation num ber for di� erent states. For � = 0 the
di� erence in occupation (between the two spin sectors)
n� = hj

P

n
(nn;" � nn;#)ji=(2N )is shown in Fig.8;for

�= U itiszero within errorbarsaslong asU � 3t.W e
concludethatforthevaluesofU considered in Fig.7 the
two spin sectorshaveapproxim ately the sam e� lling.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaperwe discussed the spin drag forthe Hub-
bard m odel at zero tem perature. W e found that the
Transconductance is negative| at half� lling the Um k-
lapp even enforcesgc = � gt.In thatrespectoursituation
isdi� erentfrom two coupled Tom onaga-Luttingerm od-
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FIG .9: O ne oftwo possible ground state con�gurations for

thezig-zag Ham iltonian when U > > t.Thesitesin thelower

row are occupied by spin-up ferm ions,the sites in the upper

row are em pty. In the other ground state, the lower row

is em pty,and the upper com pletely �lled with (spin-down)

ferm ions.

elsasconsidered in Refs.1,2,3 which do notincorporate
Um klapp.The\absolute-drag"resultoftheform gc = gt
(e.g.,from Ref.3)can only be recovered by introducing
a spin-polarized interaction (see appendix).
Ifwe assum e that a given potentialis in generalnot

spin dependent,theonly relevantquantity isthefullcon-
ductance g = 2(gc + gt), which is only nonzero away
from half� lling. Here both spin orientationscontribute
equally to the current. However,the situation changes
when we add a m agnetic im purity. Even ifthe driving
potentialis stillspin independent,the resulting current
willbe (partially) spin polarized,if we are away from
half� lling.In the lim itofa largeim purity potentialthe
currentwillbe fully spin polarized.

A P P EN D IX A :SP IN -D EP EN D EN T
IN T ER A C T IO N | B R O K EN SP IN -R O TA T IO N A L

IN VA R IA N C E

In theHubbard m odelCis-and Transconductancehave
opposite sign,in sharp contrastto the bosonization re-
sults (for coupled spinless-ferm ion chains), where Cis-
and Transcoductanceareboth positive.Thediscrepancy
m ay com efrom thedi� erentm odeling oftheinteraction.
In thebosonization approacheseach chain isgiven by an

interactingsystem (i.e,theLuttinger-liquid param eterK
m aydi� erfrom one),in theHubbard m odeleachspin sec-
toraloneisrepresented by a noninteracting ferm ion sys-
tem .W ewillshow in thisappendix thata spin-polarized
interaction leadstoapositiveTransconductanceasfound
in thebosonization approaches.To thisend wewillnow
discussthe following variantofourHam iltonian:

H = H H ubb +
X

n;�

Jz(nn;� � 1=2)(nn+ 1;� � 1=2): (A1)

Here the new Jz term breaksthe spin-rotationalinvari-
ance.Hence K � m ay now be di� erentfrom one.
Firstweconsiderthe large-U lim itathalf�lling.The

U term actsthen asan e� ectiveprojection tothecon� gu-
rationswith exactly (because ofhalf� lling)oneferm ion
per site, i.e., nn;" = 1 � nn;#. W e now set-up an ef-
fective (second-orderperturbation theory)Ham iltonian.
From the kinetic-energy term we getagain a Heisenberg
m odelwith exchange param eter4t2=U . The Jz term of
the Ham iltonian does not change the con� guration (in
the occupation-num ber basis) and gives therefore a di-
rectenergy contribution 2Jz

P

n
T z
nT

z
n+ 1 to the e� ective

Ham iltonian whereT z
n = (nn;"� nn;#)=2denotesthespin

ofthe ferm ion on site n. The fulle� ective Ham iltonian
reads

H e� =
X

n

(4t2=U )(T +
n T

�
n+ 1 + T

+

n+ 1T
�
n )=2

+
X

n

(2Jz + 4t2=U )T z
nT

z
n+ 1;

and isan xxz chain.Ifthe anisotropy islargerthan the
hopping am plitude,i.e.,ifJz > 0,thism odelisgapped
(im plying both a charge and a spin gap in the original
m odel).W ethereforeexpectthatCis-and Transconduc-
tancego to zero,ifweincreaseU and keep a � nite Jz.
Now we considera zero chem icalpotential�= 0. W e

expectthatthischem icalpotentialshiftaway from half
� llingclosesthechargegap,butleavesthespin gap m ore
orlessuna� ected. W e consideragain the large-U lim it.
In anycon� guration theJz term oftheHam iltonian gives
the following contribution fortwo neighboring sites

� Jz=2 ifthetwositesareoccupied with anti-parallelspins,

Jz=2 ifthe two sitesare occupied with parallelspinsor
areboth em pty,

0 ifone siteisoccupied and the other,not.

W eassum ethatthereisa spin gap and thatthe(degen-
erate)ground statecon� gurationsarethoseforwhich the
spins ofthe particles are ordered antiferrom agnetically.
Ifonly thesecon� gurationsareallowed,theJz term can
berepresented asaone-sitepotentialwith acontribution
� Jz=2 forem pty/occupied sites.(O ne obtainsthe sam e
energy contributionsasfrom the Jz term ofthe original
Ham iltonian,ifonekeepsin m ind thateach siteappears
in precisely two pairsofneighboring sites.) W e can set-
up the following e� ective Ham iltonian (this is just the
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FIG .10: The sam e as Fig.2,but for Jz = 0:8t (here N =

140).The sim ulationsaway from half�lling su�erfrom large

autocorrelation tim es.

restriction ofthe originalHam iltonian to the assum ed
ground statecon� gurations,i.e.,zeroth orderin U )

X

n

[(R +
n R

�
n+ 1 + R

+
n+ 1R

�
n )=2+ JzR

z
n];

which isan xx chain in m agnetic� eld,wherethe\spin"
operatorR z

n (thistim e denoted by R to avoid confusion
with previous spin operators)is de� ned by Rzn = � 1=2
ifthere is a particle on site n and R z

n = + 1=2 ifsite
n is em pty. Since the e� ective Ham iltonian describes
the chargepartofthe Ham iltonian the fullconductance
2(gc+ gt)fortheoriginalm odelshould coincidewith the
conductance ofthe new Ham iltonian which is e2=h as
the system is noninteracting.8,17 Since we have gc = gt
by theassum ption ofa spin gap and Eq.(4),therelation
g = 2(gc + gt)yieldsgc = 0:25e2=h = gt.
In principle the m odelEq.(A1)can also be analyzed

with the M onte Carlo m ethod developed in this paper,
butwefound thatthesim ulation forthiscaseisproblem -
atic: W e m easured large autocorrelation tim esfor� nite
Jz and � (e.g.,forthe com putation ofthe com pressibil-
ity).W e thereforem ustrestrictourselvesto Jz � 0:8t.
For Jz = 0:8t we present results for the Cis- and

Transconductance in Fig.10. In the large-U lim it we
� nd good agreem entwith ourprediction thatgc = gt =
0:25e2=h which gives credit to the sim ulation data de-
spite the largeautocorrelation tim es.
Herewewantto stressonceagain therem arkablefact

that the sign ofthe Transconductance (the direction of
the induced current)changes when we switch the m ag-
netic � eld and the spin-polarized interaction on. (The
TransconductanceisforallU negativein Fig.2 whereas
in the presentsituation we expect gt = gc = K �=2 > 0
forT = 0;U = 1 .)
Occupation in thegroundstate| Sinceweidenti� ed the

ground stateoftheHam iltonian Eq.(A1)H (�= 0;U !

1 ) with the ground state ofthe xx chain in m agnetic
� eld,we can calculate the occupation per state ofthis
Ham iltonian in the largeU -lim it,the resultbeing:

X

n;�

(nn;�)=N = 1� arccos(Jz=[2t])=�:

This prediction m ay be tested against a M onte Carlo
sim ulation.W e � nd good agreem ent(see Fig.11).
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