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Quantum M onte C arlo sim ulation for the spin-drag conductance of the H ubbard
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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 will study this phenom enon, called Coulomb drag, in the
Hubbard chain where the two \conductors" are given by ferm ions w ith di erent spin orientation.
W ith theaid ofaM onteCarlo (M C) approach which we presented in a recent paperwe calculate the
T ransconductance in di erent variants of the H ubbard chain w ith/w ithout im puriy and additional

long-ranged] interactions) for di erent Ilings.

PACS numbers: 75.30Gw,75.10.Jm ,78.30 ]
I. INTRODUCTION

The Coulomb-drag e ect describes how two conduc—
tors (only coupled by the Coulomb force) may In  uence
each other. Since the Coulomb repulsion is relatively
an all, a sizeablke e ect willonly arise when the two con—
ductors are very close to each other. This condition can
be m et in m esoscopic system s| where w ith the advent
of new technologies (eg. carbon nanotubes) the prob—
Jlem ofCoulomb drag attracted m ore and m ore attention
eg. Reﬁ.:gi,@:;f.,:ff) | orin the spin-drag problem . For in—
stead of considering tw o conductorsonem ay look at drag
e ects between di erent ferm ion species, eg., fem ions
with di erent soin ordentation. Since ferm ions w ith dif-
ferent spins are not spatially separated, there is a large
Coulomb force between them which can lead to allkinds
of correlation e ects,eg., adrage ect. In the last years,
the interest in spin-dependent transport increased. O ne
key problem is the generation ofa spin-polarized current,
ie., a current where only ferm ions w ith one of the two
sodn ordentations ow . In this context it is in portant to
keep In m Ind that the spinpolarized current may a ect
the ferm ions w ith the opposite soin ordentation. Hence,
thedrage ectm ay ply herea crucialrdle even though it
isexperin entally not directly accessible. (T his isbecause
the driving potentials are iIn generalnot soin dependent.)

For this \spin-drag" problem the transresistivity of
higher dim ensional system shasbeen investigated in prer
vious publications, eg., using the Bojtzm ann equation?
or the random -phase approxin ation # In this paper we
focus on the Transconductance for the Hubbard m odel.
W hile most authors used,3 bosonization approach to
com pute the conductance?? we will use here, fr the
study of the Transconductance, a M onte Carlo m ethod
which we introduced in a recent paper® T he strategy we
followed there was to m ap our fermm ion system wvia the
Jordan-W igner transform ation to a spin system which
can beanalyzedby e cientthough standardM onteC arl
techniques. W e w illnow extend thism ethod to the one-
din ensional H ubbard m odel concentrating on the ques—
tion how a spin-polarized current (driven by a volage
drop which is assum ed to be spin dependent) a ects the

ferm ions w ith opposite soin orientation.

In the Section IT we present the m odel and give som e
central de nitions for the spin-drag problem . The Sec.
]It contains the technical detadls on the sub jcf.of the
M C sinultions. The M C m ethod of our choice?2d was
a variant of the Stochastic Series E xpansion (SSE) as
introduced in Refs. 12/12,13,14. Thism ethod allow,s-an
investigation of the one-din ensionalH ubbard m ode12416

In the Pollow ing Sec. -IV A' we present our results for
the standard Hubbard m odel and com pare w ith analyt-
ical predictions from bosonization theory. To obtain a
spin-polarized current we add in Sec. :_B{ B! an in purity
to the system , which acts like a com bination of a one-
site chem icalpotentialand a onesitem agnetic eld.W e
show that such a \m agnetic" in purity can produce the
desired spin-polarized current.

T he Hubbard m odel can also be m apped to a spinless—
ferm ion ladder. H ence, our resultsm ay also describe that
situation, but there one m ight argue that the very spe—
ci ¢ modeling of the Coulomb (on-site) interaction in
the Hubbard m odel is unrealistic (@nd may di er from
other approaches, eg., Refs. :i ;d ,3 ,:4) W e therefore dis—
cuss two vardants (w ith additional interaction tem s) of
ourm odel. F irst, we w illdiscuss n Sec. :IV C' a situation,
w here ferm ionsw ith di erent spins live on di erent sites.
The full system hasthe geom etry ofa zig—zag chain. Sec—
ond, we show in the appendix that a spin-polarized inter-
action leadsto equalC is—and T ransconductance. T his is
sin ilar to the \absolute" drag result found, eg., in Ref.

d.

II. DEFINITION OF THE SPIN DRAG IN THE
HUBBARD MODEL

Our model Ham iltonian is the standard Hubbard
model with N sites or atom s)
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where n;
soin  at site n, and cr(]y;) is the corresponding annihila—
tion (creation) operator. To perform our transport cal-
culations, we will use the approach from Ref. 53: Since
the hopping tem does not connect ferm ions w ith di er—
ent soins, it is naturalto consider current and potential
operators for each soin ordentation separately. Follow ing
Ref. -'_Ej the potential operators read then: (e being the
charge uni and x being the position of the voltage drop)
X X

np A
n>x

is the occupation num ber of ferm ions w ith

T he conductance (ofa spinlessferm ion chain) is the lin—
ear response of one potential operator to another; there—
fore the explicit form of the current operators is not
needed here.:? A swe have two potentials, we can de ne
four transport quantities (conductances) gj; which de-
scribe the (linear) response of P to P 3 where ;92 £";4#
g. Further details on how to evaluate the gi5’s are to be
found in section ﬂIt

Forthem om entwew illdiscussonly sym m etricm odels,
ie., we have spin—rotational nvariance (the only asym —
m etric m odel that we w ill discuss appears in Sec. E\{ 13:);
thus, we end up w ith only tw o distinct quantities. W e call
ge. = gss = gwe the Cisconductance and g = ggn = gng
the Transconductance.

T he nam Ing conventions com e from the physical inter—
pretation ofthese coe cientswhich isthe follow ng: Iffwe
sw itch on at a certain tin e a (supposedly) spin-polarized
potential which acts only on spin-up ferm ions (ie., we
add a tin edependent perturbation of the form

ve"

w ith V being the voltage am plitude and the H eavyside—
step function) wewill nd a current of spin-up fem ions

"= gV

T his isthe drive current govemed by the C isconductance,
but there w ill also be a current of spin-down fermm ions

= GtV;

the drag current (govemed by the Transconductance).
T he latter m ay be nonzero, even though the spin-down
ferm ions do not feel the applied potential.

T he situation of a nonvanishing T ransconductance (or
drag current) is called Coulom b drag. This problem has
been studied, eg., for ooup]ed soinlessferm ion system s
by bosonization in Refs. -]:,-2,6 and to second-order per—
turbation theory in Ref.r A

Nom ally, (since spjn—po]ar:lzed potentials are not
available) one isonly interested in the (fi1ll) conductance
of the Hubbard m odel, where both ferm ion species feel
the sam e potential, and the full current is the sum of
the currents of the spin-up and spin-down ferm ions. A's
is straightforw ard to see, the C is—and T ransconductance
give us directly the conductance of the Hubbard m odel
via the relation gy upbara = 2@c + Gt) -

III. DESCRIPTION OF THE MONTE CARLO
M ETHOD

Before starting w ith M onte C arlo we have to cast our
Ham iltonian in a convenient form .

Using the Jordan-W igner transform the Hubbard
model can be mapped to a soin ladder. To each oc-
cupation operator we introduce a soin operator, ie., we
replaceny;» ! SZ + 1=2andn,; ! SZ,,,+ 1=2. Ifwe
express the Hubbard H am iltonian w ith those new opera—
torswe obtain the follow ing spin ladder (W ih 2N sites):

X
Jx Sy S, o+ S, St ,)=2+ J,SZS%, , + BS]

n
X
+ US‘2ZnSZZn+1+ UOSZZn+ ls2zn+2 ’ (2)

n

where the sites with even number represent spin-up
ferm ions and the sites with odd numbers, spin-down
ferm ions. (For the Hubbard model one has to put
J, = 0= U° These param eters are used to m odel the
soin-polarized Jnteractjon from the appendix and the zig—

zag chain from Sec. Q\{_C' see bottom halfofF ig. -ZI. The
sites 2n and 2n + 1 in the lJadder represent therefore one
atom of the Hubbard m odel and interact via an Ising
Interaction representing the Coulomb force (see Fjg.:_]:) .
T hehopping am plitudes satisfy Jx = 2t, and the strength
ofthemagnetic ed B in Eq. :_(.'2) is obtained from the
chem icalpotential via the relation B = U=2+ U =2
Half 1ling corresponds thereforeto B = 0. The two po—
tential operators P, * introduced in the previous section
can be related to potential operators for the two chains
(e being the charge unit)
X X

SZZn+ 17

n>x n>x

Then wem ay cbtain the four conductances g;y introduced
n the previous section by com puting (i;j 2 £#;"qg)

gy(lu )= lu=~  cos(ly )PPJGE)d @)

0
at the M atsubara frequencies 'y = 2 M (~) ; M 2
N, and then extrapolating to ! = 0. (The extrapo-
lated valie should not depend on x or y2 W e chose
x = N=2=y 1. For the extrapohtion from g(!y )
to g(! = 0) wewilluse a quadratic t from the st
three M atsubara frequencies. W e w illuse open (OBC's)
Instead of periodic boundary conditions PBC’s).] Since
the H am ittonian contains H eisenberg-like interactions as
well as Ising-lke interactions, it is advantageous to use
the Stochastic g]uster Serdes E xpansion (SCSE) intro—
duced in Ref. 10. For the Hubbard model the SCSE
gives essentJaJJy the sam e update schem e as the one used
in Ref. 6. W ewillexplain i now shortly.

Fo]éow ngRef. '_19 we split the H am iltonian according to
H = n2n D but this tim e into our-sites clusters, called
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FIG .1l: Them odelH am ilttonian that w illbe discussed in this
paper. Solid lnes indicate a fill H eisenberg-like interaction
between the sites; dashed lines stand for sites coupled only
by a z—z tem (Ising-lke interaction). T he upper part is for
U%= 0. The ower orU° = U. (O ther values of U° are
not considered.) A plaquette as used In the M C scheme is
indicated by boldface lnes.

plaquettes (see F ig. :}:) . The Pllow ing operators belong
to the plaquette P (containing interactions between the

sites2n,2n+ 1,2n+ 2,and 2n + 3):
1) @)
P

+ 4) +
JxSon4 15204 372 hy = JxS504 15204+ 372

+ +
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— Z Z _naz z
C+ U=25,,5041+ U=255,4 250043+
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U SZn+ 152n+2+ JZSZn+ 152n+3+ JZSZnSZn+2

B=2 (SZZn + S22n+1 + S‘2Zn+2 + S‘2Zn+ 3):

+ o+

The set h consists of a]lhét) for allplaquettes P and all

T he heart of the SCSE program is the so called loop
update, where a soin I of a subset (loop) of all spin
variables is proposed. Since the sites w ith even and odd
numbers form two chains, which are only coupled by a
z-z interaction term ,we nd that the set of spin variables
thatwillbe ipped In the loop update belongs entirely to
one of the chains. T herefore, we can view the new algo-
rithm as m aking loop updates for each chain separately.
D uring a loop update for one chain the spin variables of
the other chain rem ain xed. T he consequence of this is
that, if we update, eg., the even chain, then operators
w ith superscript 1= 3;4 can be neglected (are irrelevant
for the loop construction), and the coupling term s (oe—
tween the chains) reduce tom agnetic eld tem s (rthe
even chai).

Tt is however advantageous to consider another vari-
ant of the loop update. The construction is sim ilar to
the rst variant, but now we propose spin  ips orboth
chains, ie., the spin variables belonging to sites 2n and
2n+ 1are Jpped sinultaneously. Thism ay be viewed as
a construction of two parallel ]oops| one for each chain.
Since the two loopsm ust be paralle], the num ber ofpos—
sible transitions between di erent plaquette states is re—
duced. Thism ay kad to a kesse cient algorithm A1 but
one should note that this paralkelloop update becom es
determ nistic or the case 0ofB = 0 and hence enhances
thee ciency ofthe algorithm (at least for this situation)

considerably.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS
A . Transconductance in the H ubbard m odel

1. Comparison with the Hulkdoard m odel

In bosonization theory the H ubbard m odel is described
by twoboson elds w;; representing the degrees of free—
dom ofdi erent spin orientations. T he current operatops
for the spin sectors are then given by Jwyy / @«
T he conductance gan be w ritten in the form ofa current-
current correlator? and m ay be evaluated in tem s ofthe
Lutt:_li'lger—]jqujd param eterpsi( of the charge and spin

el _ = (. 4)= 2. The resuk is (usihg the
linearity of the correlator and the results from Ref. :_l-j)

"ok .'Z

1 1
= — + K = - K ): 4
9e > (28 ) G > (28 ) 4)
W hen = U=2we are at half 1ling, where Umklapp
processes are responsble or a gap in the systam 18 The
(charge) gap (U ) depends on the H ubbard repulsion U
and is nite orallU.

2. Num erical sim ulations

W e present now M onte C arlo resulks for the T ranscon—
ductance in the Hubbard m odel Eqg. @') orEqg. ('_2) for
Uu%= 0].

W e perform ed simulations for two di erent chem ical
potentials: First, = U=2 corresponding to half Iling
and second = 0. In the latter case the system is no
Iongerathalf ling,buthasa U -dependent 1ing,which
is shown in Fig. 11 of the appendix (in the largeU lin it
the system reaches quarter 1ling).

W e show g and ¢ as a function of U for the two dif-
ferent ‘s in Fig. ;2: The gure show s that the Coulomb
drag is very sensitive to a change in chem icalpotential.

Let us rst ook at the half lkd case Figu2). IfU
is very large the Coulomb repulsion acts as an e ective
proction to those con gurations satisfyingP¥ = P
This mpliesthat g+ g¢ ! OasU ! 1 . This con-
tem plation is in accordance with Fig. :_2 W e should
actually expect from E(g. (:ff) that or T = 0 we have
g+ g = K = Obecause ofthe chargegap (U) > 0 for
allU > 0 (cf.Ref.1§). This should Jead to a discontinu-
ous jJimp at U = 0, because w tthout the Coulomb force
evidently g¢ = 0 and g. is the conductance of uncou-
pled spinless4erm ion chains from Ref.l7. Here we em —
phasize that ourm ethod isa nietem perature m ethod,
w hich m eans that the conductances calculated by us in—
terpolate an oothly between the values for U = 0 and
U = 1 . The crossover is expected to take place at that
interaction value U; which satis es (U ) = kg T. It
is therefore interesting to see how g.;x scale with tem -
perature. H owever, our m ethod gives only access to the
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FIG. 2: Cis- and Transconductance ( lled/em pty sym bols)
of the Hubbard m odel as a function of U for two di erent

’s (200 sites, T = 0:02t=kg , OBC's, 2 10° M C sweeps.)
The (solid) arrow indicates the Ur for which the charge gap
(oresent at half 1ling) satises (U 1) = kg T. (The dotted
arrow showsUr-, where (U 1;-,) = kg T=2 for com parison.)

Iow-T regin e,:g such that we will com pare here resuls
for only two di erent tem peratures, T = 001t and
ke T = 0:02t. In the two subsequent sinulations for
the Cis/Transconductance we did not nd any di er-
ence at all. Thisin pliesonly a weak tem perature depen—
dence (@t low T ) Porthe Interaction Ur which govemsthe
crossover. Snce (U ) isknown from analyticalresultsts
we can calculate the two crossover interactions| de ned
by (Uo:oz) = 002t and (Uo:o]_) = O:Olt' ndJng that
Uo.02 125t and Ug.,; 112t do not di ermuch, as
expected (they are also both indicated by arrows in F 4.
4.

A nother in portant consequence ofg. + g ! 0 isthat
the signs of the C is—and T ransconductance are opposite
or| In term softhe spin-up and soin-dow n currents| that
the nduced drag cuprent ow s in the opposite direction
of the drive current 29

Now we willtum to the spin sector. W e have K =
1 by spin-rotational nvariance of the Hubbard m odeld
Inplying [see Eqg. @)] g Gc= 1 orallU which isvery
well satis ed by Figi2.

Putting the two results org. g together, we obtain
g.= 05e’=h = g valid at high U. This argeU Iim it
ofg. m ay also be com puted in second-order perturbation
theory. In this approxin ation the Hubbard m odel can
bem apped to a H eisenbergm odel. T he operator on the
H ibert space of the original Ham itonian Eq. )] P,
which is e ectively equalto B}, is identi ed with the
operator (on tl'te H ibert space ofthee ective H eisenberg
model) Py, = wsxIoe [TE = (M ng)=2 is the
spdn operator for ferm ions; here denoted by T to avoid
confusion w ith the spin operators appearing in Sec.i]:l::t.]
Applying the results from Ref.:g the com putation of g,
reduces then to the com putation ofthe soin conductance
of the Heisenberg m odel, which equals one half n units
e?=h.
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FIG .3: Them odelH am iltonian w ith an in purity at site N =2
forN = 6 jpl the spin ladder representation from the upper
halfof Fig.i (r U%= 0). The site on which the in purity
potential acts is encircled.

In the caseof zero  (again Fig. 2) where the system is
away from half Iling there isno charge gap. Hence, K
is nie,and soEq.'(#l) tellsusthatg+ g. = K doesnot
decay wih U . Here we note that gc + g agrees (w ithin
error bars) w ith the values for K available in Ref. EQ‘]
WestilhaveK = 1,whith lreadstog. g = 1 Porall
U (again very wellsatis ed by the gure).

Finally, we consider the largeU linit. I
K U =1)= 05andK 1 from Ref.i18 i Eq.
@) viedsg. = 075and g. = 025 (units e’=h). These
results are in accordance w ith the gure. (Note that the
statistical error increases with U such that we cannot
compute gU ) orsu clently high U in order to extract
the largeU lim i accurately.)

Inserting

B . M agnetic Im purity

In this subsection we will study the in uence of an
In purity. The m odeling of the in purity follows Ref. -'j,
but for the spin-drag problem i is naturalto consider a
soin-dependent in purity, as we w illdo here. W e extend
therefore our H am iltonian in the follow ing way

H =Hgub + Bmphy=2;;

ie., we introduce an (in purity) potential at exactly one
central site which acts only on one soin ordentation, see
Fig.d).

Fig. :9' show s C isconductances and T ransconductances
as a function of the im purity potential B 1, , at half 1k
ing. (The exam ple is chosen such that the Transconduc—
tance in the unperturbed system is relatively lJarge.) The
conductance of the H eisenberg chain w ith one in puriy,
which is the largeU Il i ofg., is given for com parison.

A Yhough the two C isconductances, gn» and gs+, could
In principle di er (the model is now asymm etric) they
do not in the case of half 1lling| at least within error
bars. Both C isconductance and T ransconductance go|
m ore or less ]jnear]y| to zero as the in purity strength
ncreases.

W e note that w thin errorbarsg. =
full conductance of the system

e such that the

g= 2@+ )
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FIG . 4: The Cis- and Transconductance ( lled/em pty sym —
bols) as a function of the impurity strength Bmp at half

lling. The Inpurity acts on spin-up fem ions. Note that
the C isconductance for the spin-up ferm ionsgrr (triangle up)
m ight di er from the one of the spin-down ferm ions gys (tri-
angle down). T he two Transconductances are the sam e. The
conductance of an xxx (Heisenberg) chain wih one im pu-
rity which should coincide w ith the lJargeU Il it of the C is—
conductance) is given for com parison. ( = U=2, U = 2t,
N = 192 sites, T = 0:02t=ks .)

1.5 2 2.5

=}
o
o
—

Bimp [t

FIG.5: The Cis-and Transconductance ( lled/em pty sym —
bols) as a function of the impuriy strength Bmp in the
Hubbard m odel away from half lling. The im purity acts
on spin-up ferm jons. Note that the Cisconductance for the
soin-up fem ions gn» (triangle up) di ers from the one of the
soin-down fermm ions gy (triangle down). The two Transcon—
ductances are the same. ( = 0, U = 4t, N = 192 sites,
T = 0:02t=ks .)

rem ains zero after insertion of the impuriy. Further—
m ore, investigations with our m ethod at di erent tem -
peratures nd no sizeable T -dependence.

In the case of zero chem icalpotential, = 0,we nda
splitting ofthe two C isconductances (see Fig.). This is
particularly interesting since this nding mplies a soin—
polarized current. If we assume a (soin-independent)
driving potential of the form

ve'+ph

V being the voltage am plitude), then the current is

I= I" + I#; I" = (gnn + g'n#)V I# = (g'#" + g##)v:

T he average soin ofa ferm ion in the current is therefore
(sing gy» = gy = Q)

R
S = _ g Ot

21 2 (g"" + i # + 2gt)

di erent from zero (seeFng'_lS).
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FIG.6: The negative average spin polarization (S) of the

induced current as a function of the im purity strength B m p
in the Hubbard m odel away from half 1lling. The in puriy
acts on spin-up ferm ions. The' dashed curve is obtained by

tting gvv, gy# and gc In Fjg.§ w ih an exponential ansatz
and substituting these ts Into the fomula ors. ( = 0,
U = 4t,N = 192 sites, T = 0:02t=kz .)

An interesting problem is the question whether for

= 0 the Cisconductance in the pure (spin-down) sec—
torgyy survivesornot when we ncreaseB,, to in  nity.
Note that a nie gy would Inply a total spin polariza—
tion, ie,, S = 1=2. Thelmit By, ! 1 ofgy can-—
not be taken directly (pbecause ofproblem sw ith theM C
sin ulation), but here we note that there is another way
to m odel the In puriy. Instead of applying a localm ag—
netic eld on one site, one can Introduce a weak link, ie.,
decrease the hopping am plitude for spin-up ferm ions be—
tween the sitesN =2 and N =2+ 1 from the mnitialvaliettq
t;m p - T hese two variants of in purities behave sin J'JarJylﬁ'
W e com puted the C isconductance forthe una ected spin
orientation for the m odelw ith tIm p = 0 (corresponds to
Bmp=1)at =0,U =4t N = 200 sites. We nda
valie of about D79 0:03k’=h.

The di erent behavior of the Cisconductance In the
(una ected) spin-down sector at half 1lling and away
from half ling may be explained as follow s: Suppose
Bmp and U are large. The e ect of the By, , term on
the ferm ions is that i forbids occupation of the im pu-—
rity site for one of the two fermm ion species (in our case
soin-up ferm ions). At half Iling a spin-up f&rm ion can
hop only from one site to another by exchanging the
site w ith a spin-down ferm ion (there are no em pty sites),



ie., sin utaneously w ith the spin-up a soin-dow n ferm ion
must hop In the opposite direction et vice versa (imply—
ngg.= gt).A form ion ofa certain spin index can then
only pass the In purity site if acoom panied by a ferm ion
of opposite soin W hich m oves in the opposite direction).
Since the m puriy site is forbidden for one of the two
ferm ion species, no f&rm ion can pass the in puriy site,
and both C isconductances m ust go to zero.

Away from half ling the hopping of an soin-up
ferm ion does not necessarily require the hopping of a
soindown ferm don (the spin-up ferm ion can hop to an
em pty site) and hence the mnpurity a ects only one of
the two C isconductances.

C . Zig—zag chain

So far we have dealt with a system of two femm ion
species, where the two species reside on the same set
of sites. In contrast to this, the bosonization ap-
proaches considered mostly systems of two coupled
soinless—ferm ion conductors. W e can com pare our results
w ith that situation, if we interpret the Hubbard m odel
asa sohlessferm ion ladder. H ere one assum es that each
ferm jon species liveson adi erent conductor [Le., thetwo
Indices ;") and ;#) are supposed to label (spatially)
di erent sites; com pare Sec.:_];I:I and upper half of F ig.
:J:]. But one should note that for this case the param eter
U should be sm all (since the distance betw een separated
conductors is large) and the C oulom b interaction should
be lIongranged (Mot on-site as In the Hubbard m odel).
Hence we are kd to the question how a variation in the
Interaction term m odi esour resuls.

To addressthis question we add a new interaction tem
to the Hubbard m odel

X
H=Hguwpt+t U

n

Np;#0Nn+ 150 ¢

This Ham iltonian corresponds to Eq. @) with U= U .
O ne can justify ntroducing this new interaction termm if
the ferm ion species live on di erent sitesw here each spin—
down site (n;#) liesbetween two soin-up sites, ;") and
n+ 1;"). This m odel has therefore the geom etry of a
frustrated zigzag chain as depicted In the lower half of
Fig.il.

O ne should note that this system has a total of 2N
sites, N sites foreach ferm ion species. A though itwould
be usefil to adopt the notion ofa system with two cou—
pld (spinlessfem ion) chains, we w ill keep here the no—
tation ofa system of spinfull ferm ions.]

T he results for the spin drag In thism odel are shown
n Fx;::/: W e discuss again two chem ical potentials: one
is = U implyinghalf ling,theotherisagain = 0.In
the latter case the m ean) occupation num berper site n
isdi erent from one half (the occupation at half 1ling)
and depends on U . It is shown in Fig. 8

Onesesih Fig. -"2 that ;- jgrow w ith the strength of
the interaction. Thism ay be explained as follow s: F irst,

-2

U]

FIG .7: Cis-and T ransconductance ( lled/em pty sym bols) of
the zig—zag chain forUﬂom agnetic e]ds (120 sites per ferm ion
species, T = 0:02t=kg ,U" = U in Eq. 62) OBC’s,2 10°MC
Sw eeps.)

the Coulom b interaction m ediates an atiractive nearest—
neighbor interaction for ferm ionsw ith equalspin ordenta—
tion (this is a consequence ofthe frustration). T herefore,
n a sin ple approxim ation the only e ect ofthe Coulomb
Interaction is to renom alize the Luttinger-liquid param —
eters for the two spin sectors K " . Since the Luttinger
param eter ©r a spinlessfemm ion chain increasesw ith the
strength ofthe attraction £ we expect that K "# increases
asU increases. Shee K "# gives the conductance of one
spin secto? which is essentially the C isconductance)
we have that g, Increaseswih U .

Onem ay also Infer from the gurethatthe dependence
ofge;: on a chem icakpotentialshift isweak. W ithin error
bars g, decreases only slightly upon shifting away from
half Iing.

One should note that In the lim i U = 1 the ground
state is a soinpolarized con guration (see Fjg.:_b) . For

= U thism eans that all conductances are zero In the
largeU Iim i, for one spin sector is em pty and the other,
compltely lled. In contrast to this, for = 0 one ofthe
two spin sectorsm ay rem ain conducting. T he crossover
to the ordered state occurs at values of U larger than
3t which m ay be seen by sin ulating and com paring the
occupation number for di erent states. For = 0 the
di erenge In occupation (petween the two spin sectors)
n hj _ @ Nnj) J=@N) is shown in Fig.§; or

= U it is zero w thin errorbars as long as U 3t.We
conclude that for the values ofU considered in F J'g.:_"z the
tw o spin sectors have approxin ately the same 1ling.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we discussed the spin drag for the Hub—
bard m odel at zero tem perature. W e found that the
Transconductance is negative| at half lling the Umk-
lapp even enforcesg. =  g.. In that respect our situation
isdi erent from two coupled Tom onaga-Luttinger m od—



occupation (per site)

FIG . 8: O ccupation per site (n ) and di erence between the
occupations of the two fem ion species (n ) for the zig—zag
chain. (100 sites per fem ion species, PBC'’s, = 0, 10° M C

sweeps, T = 0:1t.)
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FIG . 9: One of two possibl ground state con gurations for
the zig—zag H am iltonian when U > > t. The sites in the lower
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 plktely lled with (spin-down)
ferm ions.

els as considered In Reﬁ.:gj,:g:;'j which do not incorporate
Um klapp. T he \absolute-drag" result ofthe form g. = g
eg. from Ref.-'_j) can only be recovered by introducing
a spin-polarized interaction (see appendix).

If we assum e that a given potential is in general not
spin dependent, the only relevant quantity is the fiullcon—
ductance g = 2(g. + 9), which is only nonzero away
from half lling. Here both spoin ordentations contribute
equally to the current. However, the situation changes
when we add a m agnetic in purity. Even if the driving
potential is still goin independent, the resulting current
will be (partially) soin polarized, if we are away from
half ling. In the lim it ofa large Im purity potential the
current w ill be fully spin polarized.

APPENDIX A:SPINDEPENDENT
]NTERACTION| BROKEN SPIN-ROTATIONAL
INVARIANCE

In the H ubbard m odelC is—and T ransconductance have
opposite sign, In sharp contrast to the bosonization re—
sults (for coupled soinlessferm ion chains), where C is-
and T ranscoductance are both positive. T he discrepancy
may com e from thedi erentm odeling ofthe interaction.
In the bosonization approaches each chain is given by an

Interacting system (ie, the Luttingerliquid param eterK
maydi erfrom one), in the H ubbardm odeleach soin sec—
tor alone is represented by a noninteracting ferm ion sys—
tem . W ew illshow in this appendix that a spin-polarized
Interaction leadsto a positive T ransconductance as found
In the bosonization approaches. To this end we w illnow
discuss the ollow Ing variant of our H am iltonian:
X
H=Hgupt

n;

J, On; 1=2) n+ 1; 1=2): @l)

Here the new J, tem breaks the spin-rotational invari-
ance. Hence K may now bedi erent from one.

F irst we consider the bhrgeU Iim it at half 1ling. The
U tem actsthen asan e ective profction tothecon gu-—
rations w ith exactly (because ofhalf 1ling) one ferm ion
per site, ie, np;r = 1 npy. We now setup an ef-
fective (second-order perturbation theory) Ham iltonian.
From the kineticenergy term we get again a H eisenberg
m odel w ith exchange param eter 42=U . The J, term of
the Ham iltonian does not change the con guration (in
the occupation-num ber basj% and gives therefore a di-
rect energy contribution 23, | TST7, ; to thee ective
Ham iltonian where T? = ;v 1Ny ;4)=2 denotes the spin
of the ferm ion on site n. The fulle ective Ham iltonian
reads

X

H. @e=U) @) Ty, + Toy 1Ty )=2

n

X
+ @J, + 4C=U)TETA, |5

n

and is an xxz chain. If the anisotropy is larger than the
hopping am plitude, ie., if J, > 0, this m odel is gapped
(In plying both a charge and a spin gap in the original
m odel). W e therefore expect that C is—and T ransconduc-
tance go to zero, f we Increase U and kesp a nie J.

Now we consider a zero chem icalpotential = 0. W e
expect that this chem ical potential shift away from half

Tling closes the charge gap, but laves the spin gap m ore
or lessuna ected. W e consider again the large-U lim it.
In any con guration the J term oftheH am iltonian gives
the follow ing contribution for two neighboring sites

J,=2 ifthetwo sitesare occupied w ith antiparallelsoins,

J,=2 if the two sites are occupied w ith parallel spins or
are both em pty,

0 if one site is occupied and the other, not.

W e assum e that there isa soIn gap and that the (degen—
erate) ground state con gurationsare those forwhich the
soins of the particles are ordered antiferrom agnetically.
Ifonly these con gurationsare allowed, the § tem can
be represented as a one-site potentialw ith a contribution
J,=2 for em pty/occupied sites. (O ne obtains the sam e
energy contrbutions as from the J, tem of the original
H am ilttonian, if one kegps in m ind that each site appears
In precisely two pairs of neighboring sites.) W e can set—
up the follow ng e ective Ham iltonian (this is just the
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FIG.10: The same as Fjg.:_2:, but for J, = 08t here N =
140). The sin ulations away from half 1ling su er from large
autocorrelation tim es.

restriction of the original Ham iltonian to the assum ed
ground state con gurations, ie., zeroth order in U)
X + +
l:(Rn Rn+ 1 + Rn+ 1Rn )=2+ JZR:} ];

n

which is an xx chain in m agnetic eld, where the \spin"
operator RZ (this tin e denoted by R to avoid confiision
w ith previous soh operators) isde ned by RZ = 1=2
if there is a particle on site n and RZ = +1=2 if site
n is empty. Since the e ective Ham iltonian describbes
the charge part of the H am iltonian the 11l conductance
2@+ g) forthe originalm odel should coincide w ith the
conductance of the new Ham,iktonian which is e=h as
the system is noninteracting 227 Since we have g; = g
by the assum ption ofa spin gap and Eq. (fﬂ), the relation
g= 2(+ g) yleldsg. = 025e’=h = g.

In principle the modelEq. @ 1) can also be analyzed
w ith the M onte Carlo m ethod developed in this paper,
but we found that the sim ulation forthis case isproblem -
atic: W e m easured large autocorrelation tines for nie
J, and (eg. Prthe com putation of the com pressibil-
iy). W e therefore m ust restrict ourselves to J, 0:8t.

For J, = 08t we present results for the Cis— and

T ransconductance in Fig. :_1-(_]l In the brgeU lm it we
nd good agreem ent w ith our prediction that g = g =
025e?=h which gives credit to the sinulation data de—

spite the large autocorrelation tin es.

Here we want to stress once again the rem arkable fact
that the sign of the Transconductance (the direction of
the induced current) changes when we sw itch the m ag—
netic eld and the spinpolarized interaction on. (T he
T ransconductance is for allU negative in FJ'g.EZ w hereas
In the present situation we expect g = g = K =2> 0
forT = 0;U =1 .

O ccupation in the ground state| Sinceweidenti edthe
ground state ofthe Ham iltonian Eq. @) H ( = 0;U !

1 ) wih the ground state of the xx chain in m agnetic
eld, we can calculate the occupation per state of this
Ham iltonian in the large U -lin i, the result being:
X
n; )N =1 arccos(J,=Rt])= :

n;

This prediction may be tested against a M onte Carb
sinulation. W e nd good agreem ent (see Fjg,'_l_:l) .
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FIG . 1l: Occupation per state (away from half Iling) for
the Ham ittonian Eq. @_ﬂ) H( = 0) Prdierent J,. The
predicted high U valies are given as dashed lines. (500 sites,
PBC's, 10°MC sweeps, T = 0:1t.)
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