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Floquet Form alism ofQ uantum Pum ps

Sang W ook K im
Departm entofPhysics Education and Research Center for Dielectric and Advanced M atter Physics

Pusan National University, Busan 609-735, K orea

W ereview Floquetform alism ofquantum electron pum ps.In theFloquetform alism thequantum

pum p isregarded asa tim edependentscattering system ,which allowsusto go beyond theadiabatic

lim it.Itcan beshown thatthewell-known adiabaticform ula given by Brouwercan bederived from

the adiabatic lim itofFloquetform alism . W e com pare variousphysicalpropertiesofthe quantum

pum p both in the adiabatic and in the non-adiabatic regim e using the Floquettheory.

PACS num bers:73.23.-b,72.10.Bg,73.50.Pz

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

A quantum pum p is a device that generatesa dc currentat zero bias potentialthrough cyclic change ofsystem

param eters. The m ostdirectway to create a dc currentwasoriginally proposed by Thouless[1],who considered a

system subjected to a traveling wave potential. This can be realized for exam ple with the help ofsurface acoustic

waves [2]. Another possibility is to utilize quantum dots. In closed system s operating in the Coulom b blockade

regim e,integer num ber ofelectric charge can be transferred by sequentialchanges ofbarriers like a turnstile [3],

whereas in open system s the electron pum ping can be driven by adiabatic shape change in the con�ning potential

or other param eters which a�ect the interference pattern ofthe coherent electrons in the device. In contrast to

the m ore fam iliardissipative recti�cation ofac current,the chargetransferred in each cycle ofadiabatic pum ping is

independentofthe period T. Aftera cycle ofthe adiabatic shape change we return to the initialcon�guration,but

thewavefunction m ay haveitsphasechanged from theinitialwavefunction.Thisistheso-called geom etricorBerry’s

phase [4].Thisadditionalphase isequivalentto som e chargesthatpassthrough the quantum dot,nam ely,pum ped

charge[5].

A basic idea ofadiabatic quantum pum p wastheoretically proposed by Spivak etal. [6]in term sofphotovoltaic

e�ect. Itwasfound thatthe currentlinearly proportionalto the frequency existswhen voltageson the gatesU1(t)

and U2(t)are arbitrary periodicalfunctionswith the sam e period and di�erentinitialphases,and the area enclosed

by thepath in con�guration spacefU 1(t);U2(t)g isnotzero.Zhou etal.[7]dem onstrated thatthereexistsadiabatic

quantum pum ping di�erent from the usualphotovoltaic e�ect. Both the am plitude and the sign of the charge

transferred through a sam pleperperiod arerandom sam plespceci�c(i.e.notquantized)determ ined by thequantum

interference. Switkes et al. experim entally have realized such an adiabatic quantum pum ping through an open

quantum dot under the shape deform ation controlled by two ac gate voltages [8]. At the sam e tim e Brouwer [9]

proposed sim pleand intuitiveapproach to dealwith thequantum pum p using adiabaticscattering m atrix,which can

explain m any aspectsofthe experim entalresultsperfom ed by Switkesetal..Since then,adiabatic quantum pum ps

haveattracted considerableinterestfrom m any researchers[10].

In other sense,the quantum pum p is a tim e dependent system driven by (at least) two di�erent tim e periodic

perturbationswith the sam e angularfrequency and initialphase di�erence �.O ne can dealwith thisproblem using

notonly adiabatic approxim ation exploited by Zhou etal. and by Brouwerbutalso the so-called Floquetapproach

[11].Floquetm ethod allowsusto solvethetim e dependent(m ostly periodic)problem precisely.In physicalponitof

view,an oscillating potentialcan transferan incom ing electron ofenergy E to FloquetsidebandsatE � n~!,where

n isan integerand ! istheangularfrequency oftheoscillation.A scattering m atrix fora tim edependentsystem can

be constructed from the interplay ofthese sidebands[12,13]. The Floquetapproach can bring usbeyond adiabatic

regim e ofquantum pum ps. In thisreview we willpresenta breifreview on the oquetform alism ofquantum pum p

developed recently.

II. FLO Q U ET FO R M A LISM FO R T R A N SP O R T P R O B LEM

M oskaletsand B�uttiker[14],and K im [15]have developed the Floquetscattering theory ofquantum pum p inde-

pendently.First,webreiy introduce the derivation ofpum ped currentunderthe Floquettheory.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0409338v1
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A . D irected charge currents

Considerthe one-dim ensionaltim e-dependentSchr�odingerequation i~(@=@t) = H (t) fora non-interacting elec-

tron with m ass� and H (t)= � ~2r 2=2� + U (x;t),where U (x;t+ T)= U (x;t)and U (x;t)= 0 atx ! � 1 .Due to

the periodicity in tim e,a solution can be written as

	 �(x;t)= e
� i�t=~

1X

n= � 1

�n(x)e
� in!t

; (1)

where � is the Floquet energy which takesa continuous value in the interval[0;~!). Since the potentialis zero at

x ! � 1 ,�n(x)isgiven by the following form

�n(x)=

�
A ne

ikn x + B ne
� ikn x; x ! � 1

Cne
ikn x + D ne

� ikn x; x ! + 1 ;
(2)

where kn =
p
2�(� + n~!)=~.By wavem atching,the incom ing and the outgoing wavescan be connected by m atrix

M
�

~B

~C

�

= M

�
~A

~D

�

: (3)

Ifwe keep only the propagating m odes (kn is real),we can obtain the unitary Floquet scattering m atrix [see the

argum entbelow Eq.(A8)],which can be expressed in the following form [12,13,16]

S(�)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

r00 r01 � � � t0
00 t001 � � �

r10 r11 � � � t0
10 t011 � � �

...
...

...
...

...
...

t00 t01 � � � r0
00 r001 � � �

t10 t11 � � � r0
10 r011 � � �

...
...

...
...

...
...

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (4)

where r�� and t�� are the reection and the transm ission am plitudesrespectively,form odesincidentfrom the left

with an Floquetenergy � which takecontinuousvaluesin theinterval[0;~!);r0�� and t0�� aresim ilarquantitiesfor

m odesincidentfrom the right.

To geta currentletusconsiderthescattering states.Foran energy E = ~
2k2=2� (k > 0)ofthe incom ing particle

the scattering statesasa solution ofthe Schr�odingerequation can be de�ned as

�
+

E
(x;t) =

�
eikx� iE t=~ +

P

E n > 0
r
+

E n E
e� ikn x� iE n t=~; x ! � 1 ;

P

E n > 0
t
+

E n E
eikn x� iE n t=~; x ! + 1 ;

(5)

�
�

E
(x;t) =

�
e� ikx� iE t=~ +

P

E n > 0
r
�

E n E
eikn x� iE n t=~; x ! + 1 ;

P

E n > 0
t
�

E n E
e� ikn x� iE n t=~; x ! � 1 ;

(6)

where E n = E + n~!,kn =
p
2�En=~,and the norm alization isignored. Here we have reection and transm ission

coe�cientsr
+

E n E
and t

+

E n E
,which can be obtained from the unitary Floquetscattering m atricesS obtained above.

[13,15,16]. The above transm ission and reection coe�cients are related to the m atrix elem ents ofS in term s of

t
+

E n ;E
=
p
k�=k�t��,etc.with E = � + �~! and � = n + �.

W ederivethecurrentusing thesescattering states.Thetim edependentelectron �eld operatorcan beobtained in

the following form [17,18,19]

	(x;t)=
X

�

Z

dE �
�
E (x;t)

a�E
p
hv(E )

; (7)

where a�E and v(E ) is an annihilation operator for electrons in the scattering states ��E (x;t) and the velocity,

respectively.Even though thescattering statesdo notform othogonalbasesweneed only thecom pletenessto besure

thatthe expansion ofEq.(7)isvalid.Using this�eld operatorthe currentoperatorisalso expressed as

J(x;t) = (ie=2m )	 + (x;t)r 	(x;t)+ H :c:

=
e

m

X

��0

Z

dE dE
0 Im (��

0
�

E 0 r �
�
E )

a
+

�E
a�0E

h
p
v(E )v(E 0)

: (8)
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The quantum m echanical(ortherm al)averageofthe currentoperatorbecom es

hJ(x;t)i=
e

m

X

�

Z

dE Im (���E r ��E )



a
+

�E
a�E

�

hv(E )
+

e

m

X

��0

X

E n > 0;n6= 0

Z

dE Im (��
0
�

E n
r ��E )



a
+

�0E n
a�E

�

h
p
v(E )v(E n)

: (9)

W e evaluate Eq.(9)taking x ! 1 and averaging overspaceand tim e.O ne can then obtain the pum ped currentas

following

I =
e

h

X

E n > 0

Z

dE
�
T
+

E n E
fL (E )� T

�

E n E
fR (E )

�
; (10)

where we exploit
P

E n
(kn=k)jr

�

E n E
j2 = 1 �

P

E n
(kn=k)jt

�

E n E
j2 and



a
+

�E
a�E

�
= f�(E ). The second term ofthe

righthand sidein Eq.(9)vanishesduetotheunitarity ofthescatteringm atrix [20].Here,T �

E n E
denotes(kn=k)jt

�

E n E
j2.

The �nally obtained current expression (10) sim ply m eans that the pum ped current corresponds to the di�erence

beween the currentsgoing from the rightto the leftand from the leftto the right.

B . A diabatic lim it

M oskalets and B�uttiker [14]have shown that the adiabatic lim it ofthe Floquet form alism is equivalent to the

adiabaticscattering m atrix approach given by Brouwer.Herewesum m arizeit.

Theadiabaticcondition in thequantum pum p im pliesthatany tim escaleoftheproblem considered m ustbem uch

sm allerthan theperiod oftheoscillation ofan externalpum ping [9].W ecan then de�netheinstantaneousscattering

m atrix with tim e dependentparam eters,nam ely X n(t),

Ŝad(E ;t)= Ŝad(E ;fX n(t)g)=

�
r̂ad t̂0

ad

t̂ad r̂0ad

�

(11)

Duetothetim eperiodicity ofX n’s,usingaFouriertransform onecan obtain theam plitudesofsidebandsforparticles

traversing the adiabatically oscillating scattererwith incidentenergy E asfollowing

Ŝad(E ;fX n(t)g)=
X

n

Ŝad;n(E )e
� in!t

; (12)

where

Ŝad;n(E )=
1

T

Z T

0

dte
in!t

Ŝad(E ;fX n(t)g): (13)

Thuswe can constructthe adiabaticFloquetscattering m atrix asfollows

S(E n;E )� S(E ;E � n)� Ŝad;n(E ); (14)

whereE n = E + n~!.

Now we go back to the currentexpression Eq.(10)in the Floquetform alism . Assum ing fL(E )= fR (E )� f(E ),

Eq.(10)can be written as

I =
e

h

X

E n > 0

Z

dE

h

jS+
E n E

j2f(E )� jS�
E E � n

j2f(E � n)

i

; (15)

where we m ake the shiftE ! E � n~! forthe second term in the bracket. Here one can see T
�

E 0E
= jS

�

E 0E
j2 since

tnm (t
0
nm ) = S

+

E 0E
(S

�

E 0E
) with E 0 = � + n~! and E = � + m ~!. Using the adibatic approxim ation Eq.(14) and

! < < 1,weobtain

Iad =
!e

2�

Z

dE
@f(E )

@E

X

E n > 0

nĵSad;n(E )j
2
: (16)

Using Eq.(12),Eq.(16)can be rewritten asfollows:

Iad = i
!e

4�2

Z T

0

dt

Z 1

0

dE
@f(E )

@E
Tr

 

@Ŝad(E;t)

@t
Ŝ
y

ad
(E;t)

!

: (17)

ThisisBrouwer’sform ula.
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FIG .1:Even though thesystem hastim ereversalsym m etry (S = S
T
),thetransm ission probabilitiesfortheoppositedirections

can di�erfrom each other.Note thatin Floquetform alism the transm ission probability isobtained from taking sum m ation of

one colum n.

C . Q uantum pum ping and broken sym m etry

In the adiabatic lim it the pum ped current occurs when the area enclosed by the path in the param eter space

fV1(t);V2(t)gisnotequaltozero.Itim pliesthatthesystem breaksthetim ereversalsym m etry.Thetim ereversability

ofthe tim e dependent system is subtle. W e de�ne that the system is tim e reversible ifthe Ham iltonian satis�es

H (t)= H (� t)afterappropriatetim etranslation H (t+ �)with a certain �.Forsim plicity letusassum ethepotential

V (r;t)isgiven by

V (r;t;�)= V1(r)cos(!t� �=2)+ V2(r)cos(!t+ �=2); (18)

whereV1 and V2 representthespatialdependenceoftwotim edependentperturbations.� istheinitialphasedi�erence

oftwo tim e-dependentperturbations.In case� = 0 one�ndsthat

V (r;t;�)= [V1(r)+ V2(r)]cos!t; (19)

which m eans e�ectively there is only one tim e dependent perturbation,so that no pum ped current exists. Even

though the cosine function is replaced by sine,by adding �=2 to the tim e t,one can m ake the system retain tim e

reversalsym m etry.Itisem phasized thatin theadiabaticlim itthe tim ereversalsym m etry should be broken in oder

to obtain the pum ped current.

In the non-adiabatic case,however,the condition thatthe pum ped currentappearsisquite di�erentfrom thatin

theadiabaticlim it.From Eq.(10)onecan seethepum ped currentexistswhen T +

E n ;E
6= T

�

E n ;E
isful�lled.W eassum e

thatthesystem hasthetim ereversalsym m etry.Thetim ereversed processofthetransition T
+

E n ;E
isgiven by T

�

E ;E n

sincenotonly oneshould changethedirectionsofthe m om enta butalso replacetheem ission by the absorption,and

vice versa.Itm eansthatforthe system with the tim e reversalsym m etry T
+

E n ;E
= T

�

E ;E n
holds.Thisisnothing but

ST = S,whereT representsthetransposeofa m atrix.However,such an equality doesnotguaranteeT +

E n ;E
= T

�

E n ;E
.

In otherwords,the pum ped currentin the non-adiabatic case can stillexisteven when the tim e reversalsym m etry

holds. In the adiabatic lim it (nam ely,! ! 0),T +

E n ;E
approaches T +

E ;E n
. Then the tim e reversalsym m etry,i.e.

T
+

E ;E n
= T

�

E n ;E
,leads us to T

+

E n ;E
� T

�

E n ;E
,i.e. no pum ped current. This is the reason why the pum ped current

vanishesin the adiabaticlim itwhen the tim e reversalsym m etry ispreserved.

To get m ore physicalintuition for the relation between the pum ped current and the broken sym m etry let us

reconsiderthe currentexpression given in Eq.(10).The pum ped currentI isgiven by the di�erence oftwo currents

having theoppositedirections.Thetransm ission probability to therightforan electron with theincom ing energy E

is
P

E n > 0
T
+

E n E
(� T

+

E
). Com paring itwith Eq.(4)one can �nd thatT +

E
correpondsto the sum m ation ofthe m th
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colum n ofapartoftheFloquetscatteringm atrix when E = �+ m ~! (m isan integer).M oreprecisely
P

E n > 0
T
+

E n E
=

P 1

n= 0
tnm .Itisworth m entioning thatin usualm ulti-channelscattering problem swith tim e-independentpotentials

the transm ission probability is given by the sum m ation ofa block ofa scattering m atrix,e.g.
P

m n
tnm ,where m

and n represents the num ber ofm odes or scattering channels ofthe incom ing and the outgoing lead,respectively.

Even though the system considered hastim e reversalsym m etry,i.e. S = ST orequivalently tnm = t0m n,itis not

guaranteed that
P

n
tnm =

P

n
t0nm (seeFig .1),whileitisalwaystruethat

P

nm
tnm =

P

nm
t0nm oncetnm = t0m n

isful�lled,which isrelated to thereciprocity.Thephysicalm eaning ofthesum m ation ofonecolum n in thecasewith

the oscillating potentialto obtain T
�

E
isthe following.The incom ing electron hasa de�nite incidentenergy E since

theenergy iswellde�ned farfrom the scatterer,whereasthe outgoing electron can havevariousenergiesto be taken

into accountsincean oscillating potentialcan transferthe electron with energy E to side bandsatE � ~!.

D . W igner delay tim e

The adiabatic approxim ation im plies thatany tim e scale ofthe problem considered,especially the electron dwell

tim e in a quantum pum p m ust be m uch sm aller than the period ofthe oscillation ofa externalpum ping Tp [9].

Using theFloquetform alism wecan calculatetheW ignerdelay tim e�W ,which istheinteraction tim eoftheincident

electron with the scattering potential[21,22,23]. In this sense �W corresponds to the electron dwelltim e in the

quantum pum p.To obtain the W ignerdelay tim e weuse theeigenvaluesofthe Floquetscattering m atrix S.Dueto

theunitarity ofS alltheeigenvalueslieon theunitcircleand can bewritten in theform exp(i��).TheW ignerdelay

tim e isde�ned by

�W = ~

X

�

d��

dE
jhknj��ij

2
; (20)

wheretheeigenstatecorrespondingto theeigenvalue�� and an inputpropagatingstate(orchannel)with m om entum

kn are denoted by j��iand jknirespectively [24].Itisworth noting thatthe W ignerdelay tim e isa function ofthe

energy ofthe incident particle E (= E F l+ n~!),and jkni and j��i are determ ined by n and E F l respectively. If

hknj��iisignored in Eq.(20)the W ignerdelay tim e �W becom estrivial,i.e.�W (E + n~!)= �W (E ).

III. PA U LI B LO C K IN G FA C T O R S

In m esoscopicsystem sitiswellknown thatthe currentthrough the scatterercan be obtained from

I =
e

h

Z

dE dE
0
�
T
+ (E 0

;E )fL (E )� T
� (E ;E 0)fR (E

0)
�
; (21)

where T + (E 0;E ) represents the transm ission probability for scattering states incident from the left at energy E

and em erging to the right at E 0,and T � (E ;E 0) is de�ned in a sim ilar m anner for the reverse direction. fL (fR )

is the Ferm i-Dirac distribution in the left (right) reservoir. There has been som e debate on using this form ula

[25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32]since Eq.(21) dose not contain the so-called Pauliblocking factors. The ferm ionic

natureofthe electronsistaken careofin an ad hoc way by factors1� f to suppressscattering into occupied states,

so thatthe currentisgiven by

I =
e

h

Z

dE dE
0
�
T
+ (E 0

;E )fL (E )[1� fR (E
0)]� T

� (E ;E 0)fR (E
0)[1� fL(E )]

	
: (22)

UsuallythesetwoexpressionsEqs. (21)and (22)givethesam eresultssincethedi�erencebetween them ,[T + (E 0;E )�

T � (E ;E 0)]fL(E )fR (E 0),vanisheswhen T + (E 0;E )= T � (E ;E 0),i.e.,them icro-reversibility holds.Thequestion can

arise,however,ifthe system lack ofthis m icro-reversalsym m etry is considered. O ne ofthe relevant exam ple is a

quantum pum p.

M orethan two periodically oscillating perturbationswith a phasedi�erence(6= n�,n isan integer)break thetim e

reversalsym m etry [32]asdiscussed in Sec.II.C,and consequently T + (E 0;E )6= T � (E ;E 0). Therefore,the currents

obtained from Eq.(21)and (22)aredi�erentfrom each otherin quantum pum ps[29,32].Thequestion im m ediately

arises:which one iscorrectin quantum pum ps? Itisnoted thatthisproblem stillexistseven in the adiabaticlim it.

W ewould liketom akeaconclusion �rst.Even though thetim edependentscattererlikethecaseofquantum pum ping

notonly causeinelasticscatteringsbutalsobreak them ico-reversibility,thePauliblocking factorisunnecessarywhen

the scattering processthrough the scattereriscoherent.
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The existence ofthe Pauliblocking factors is intim ately related to the \scattering states" [25]. Ifwe �llup the

energy eigenstates with the electrons in both reservoirsindependently and then transfer the electrons from one to

the other reservoir,the Pauliblocking factorscannotbe avoided. Ifthe transportis coherentacrossthe scatterer,

however,one can de�ne a single wavefunction extending from one reservoir to the other (m ore precisely reected

and transm itted wavesin every connected reservoirs)and then �llup these scattering states. In this consideration

the conceptoftransferring the electron from one to the otherreservoiris autom atically elim inated,so is the Pauli

blocking. In Sec.II.A using the scattering states given in Eq.(5) and (6) we have already shown thatthe current

experssion (10)doesnotcontain Pauliblocking factor.

Recently,W agnerhasraised the question on the Pauliblocking factorin quantum pum ps,and concluded that a

m arked di�erence ispredicted forthe tem perature dependence ofthe pum ped currentforthe casewith and without

the Pauliblocking factor[32].Thepum ped currentcan be generated from two contributions:classicaland quantum

origin.M ostinteresthasbeen focused on the quantum m echanicalchargepum ping in chaotic quantum dots,where

the pum ped current has zero average over dot con�gurations and shows the m esoscopic uctuation [8, 9]. The

im portantm easurequantifying the currentspum ped quantum m echanically isa m ean squareaverage


I2
�1=2

.Since

the m esoscopic uctuation ofthe pum ped current results from the electron interfence and is generically quantum

nature, the scattering process in physically m eaningfulquantum pum ps should be coherent. It was observed in

experim ent[8]thatasthetem peratureincreasesthem ean squareaveragedecreasesduetothetem perature-dependent

decoherence.ThePauliblockingfactoristhen unnecessaryfrom thebeginning,which isalsoconsistentwith theresults

obtained from non-equilibrium G reen’sfunction form alism in Ref.[29].

IV . M A G N ET IC FIELD IN V ER SIO N SY M M ET R Y

There has been the puzzle unsolved in the experim ent perform ed by Switkes et al. [8],which is the m agnetic

�eld inversion sym m etry (M IS)in pum ped currents.Itwassuggested theoretically [7]thatthe pum ped currentI is

invariantupon m agnetic�eld reversal

I(B )= I(� B ): (23)

The subsequentexperim enton open quantum dotsappearsto be in a good agreem entwith Eq.(23)[8]. Itbecam e

im m ediately clear,however,that such sym m etry is not valid in theory [33]. In addition,the m easured dc voltage

is 20 tim es larger than the theoreticalestim ation. Furtherm oere,the voltage uctuation decreases upon applying

the static m agnetic�eld breaking tim e-reversalsym m etry,which seem sto be the weak localization-likephenom enon

ofdisordered system s,while such an e�ect cannotbe predicted in the theory. Brouwerproposed thatthe recti�ed

displacem ent current could account for allthese discrepancies [34],which im plies the dc current observed in the

experim entisnotattributed to theadiabaticquantum pum ping.Recently M arcusgroup hasreported thattheorigin

ofthe dc currentism esoscopic recti�cation aswellasadiabtic quantum pum ping [35]. Strictly speaking,a reliable

adiabaticquantum pum ping hasnotbeen realized yet.

Even though in generalquantum pum ps do not ful�llthe M IS,additionaldiscrete sym m etries ofquantum dots

can lead to such M IS.The e�ect ofdiscrete sym m etries on the M IS has been studied by Aleiner,Altshuler and

K am enev [36]in the adiabatic lim it. They found the reection sym m etries give rise to relations I(B )= I(� B ) or

I(B ) = � I(� B ) depending on the orientation ofthe reection axis. In the presense ofinversion I(B ) = 0. Note

thatthe sym m etry considered in Ref. [36]should be keptintactin the pum ping cycle,and the resultsobtained are

available only in the adiabatic regim e. Using the Floquetapproach we can also investigate the M IS ofthe pum ped

currentforthreediscretesym m etries,nam ely LR (left-right),UD (up-down),and IV (inversion),asshown in Fig.2,

both in the adiabatic and in the non-adiabatic cases.Thesesym m etriesareonly applied to thetim e independentpart

ofthescattering potential,which isVn(r)in Eq.(25),with an arbitrary �,so thatthey arenotnecessarily keptintact

during the pum ping cycle[37].

A . Floquet approach

Letus considerthe two-dim ensionalquantum dotdriven by tim e-periodic perturbationsunder a static m agnetic

�eld,which isattached to two leads(see Fig.2),whoseHam iltonian isgiven by

i~
@ 

@t
=

�
(i~r + eA)2

2�
+ V (r;t)

�

 ; (24)
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(c)

B⊗

1V 2V

FIG .2:The schem atic diagram forthree discrete sym m etriesofquantum pum ps,i.e.(a)LR,(b)UD and (c)IV sym m etry.

whereA isthe vectorpotential.ThepotentialV (r;t)isgiven by

V (r;t;�)= V0(r)+ V1(r)cos(!t� �=2)+ V2(r)cos(!t+ �=2); (25)

where V0 representsthe con�ned potentialofa quantum dot,and V1 and V2 are the spatialdependence oftwo tim e

dependentperturbation. � isthe initialphase di�erence oftwo tim e-dependentperturbations,and r denotes(x;y).

Note that V (r;� t;�) = V (r;t;� �). W hen � = n� without m agnetic �eld,the quantum pum p is m icroscopically

reversible(ortim ereversible),i.e.t��nm = t0��m n,wheret
��
nm representsthetransm ission am plitudefrom theFloquetside

band m ofthe channel� in the leftlead to the side band n ofthe channel� in the rightlead,and t0��m n isa sim ilar

quantity fortheoppositedirection.In a quantum pum p thetwo tim edependentperturbationswith a �nite� (6= n�)

aswellasthe m agnetic�eld break the tim e reversalsym m etry asalready discussed in Sec.II.C

Ifwe take the com plex conjugate ofEq.(24)and at the sam e tim e,reverse the vectorpotential(A ! � A)and

tim e (t! � t),weobtain

i~
@ �

@t
=

�
(i~r + eA)2

2�
+ V (r;� t)

�

 
�
: (26)

Com pared with Eq.(24)one can see that � B ;�(r;t)=  �
B ;� �

(r;� t). The com plex conjugation com bined with the

tim einversion ofthesolution in Eqs.(1)and (2)sim ply correspondsto thereversalofthem om entum direction ofthe

incom ing orthe outgoing planewavesand sim ultaneously thereplacem entofabsorption by em ission,and viceversa.

Thissim ply im pliesthatS ! ST (ST isthe transpose ofS),i.e.S��nm ! S��m n.Forcom pletion ofthe m agnetic �eld

inversion operation,� ! � � also hasto be considered.

The totaltransm ission coe�cientto the rightreservoirafterthe m agnetic�eld inversion isgiven by

T
+

� B ;�
(E ) =

X

��

1X

n= 0

�
�t
��
nm (�;� B ;�)

�
�2 (27)
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ωε !m+ ωε !m+

ωε !)2( ++ m

ωε !)1( ++ m

ωε !)1( −+ m

ωε !)2( −+ m

),( φtV

�

�

),( φ−tV

�

�

),( φtV

�

�

(a)

�

�

(b) (c)

FIG .3: Schem atic diagram s fordescribing the con�guration ofside bandswith given channels� and � to calculate the total

transm ission coe�cients through the tim e-periodic perturbation V (t)for (a)T
!

B ;�(E )and (b)the case given in Eq.(28). (c)

The setup (a)(the solid arrows)superim posed by the setup (b)reversed by using IV sym m etry given in Eq.(31)(the dashed

arrows).

=
X

��

1X

n= 0

�
�t
0��
m n(�;B ;� �)

�
�
2

; (28)

where E = � + m ~!. Itm ustbe noted thatEq.(28)isnotequivalentto T�
B ;� �

. Figures3(a)and (b)representthe

usualsetup ofsidebandsforcalculatingthetotaltransm ission coe�cients,e.g.T +

B ;�
(E ),and thesetup forcalculating

Eq.(28),respectively.In general,they aredi�erentfrom each other,so areI(B )and I(� B ).TheM IS isnotvalid in

Floquetform alism ,aswell.

LR sym m etry.Ifweassum eLR sym m etry [V0(x;y)= V0(� x;y)and V1(x;y)= V2(� x;y)],thefollowingrelations

areobtained [seeFig.2(a)]

t
��
nm (�;B ;�) = t

0��
nm (�;� B ;� �);

r
��
nm (�;B ;�) = r

0��
nm (�;� B ;� �): (29)

Theseareexpected from the sym m etriesofclassicaltrajectories[38].Eq.(27)can then be rewritten as

T
+

� B ;�
(E ) =

X

��

1X

n= 0

�
�t
0��
nm (�;B ;� �)

�
�
2

= T
�

B ;� �
(E ): (30)

From Eq.(10)onereachesI(B ;�)= � I(� B ;� �).Sincesuch relationresultsfrom theFloquetapproach,itisavailable

for both the adiabatic and the non-adiabatic cases. Atzero m agnetic �eld one �nds I(�)= � I(� �),consequently

I(� = 0)= 0 even forthe non-adiabaticcase.

U D sym m etry. ForUD sym m etry [V0(x;y)= V0(x;� y)and V1(x;y)= V2(x;� y)],from the sim ilarprocedure

used in Eq.(29)and (30)one �nds I(B ;�)= I(� B ;� �). Like the LR sym m etry,such sym m etry ofthe quantum

pum p iscorrectforboth the adiabatic and the non-adiabatic cases. Atzero m agnetic �eld one �ndsI(�)= I(� �),

which can beunderstood from thefactthattheexchangeofV1 and V2,i.e.� ! � �,doesnotm akeany di�erencein

Fig.2(b).

IV sym m etry. Ifone assum e IV sym m etry [V0(x;y)= V0(� x;� y)and V1(x;y)= V2(� x;� y)],one obtains[see

Fig.2(c)]

t
��
nm (�;B ;�)= t

0��
nm (�;B ;� �);

r
��
nm (�;B ;�)= r

0��
nm (�;B ;� �): (31)

Eq.(28)isreexpressed as

T
+

� B ;�
(E )=

X

��

1X

n= 0

�
�t
��
m n(�;B ;�)

�
�2 ; (32)
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which is di�erent from T
+

B ;�
(E ) since the sum m ation is taken for n as shown in Fig.3(c). In general,there is no

relevantM IS for dots with IV sym m etry. W hen � = 0,however,Eq.(31)leads to T
+

B
(E )= T

�

B
(E ),consequently

I = 0.

B . A diabatic lim it

W e have already investigated the relation between the Floquetand the adiabatic approach in Sec.II.B.O nce the

adiabatic scattering m atrix is found,by using Brouwer’s form ula [9]the pum ped charge Q per one cycle can be

expressed as

Q (B )= g[̂tad(B );̂r
0
ad(B )]�

Z T

0

dtff[̂tad(B )]+ f[̂r0ad(B )]g; (33)

where

f(s)=
e

2�

2X

k= 1

X

��

Im
@s��

@X k

s
�
��

dX k

dt
: (34)

Then,the pum ped current I is Q =T. Below,we willuse Eq.(33) for the current. W e introduce Ir and Il,which

are the pum ped currentto the rightand the left,respectively,so thatIr = � Il. Ir isnothing butI in the previous

notation.

LR sym m etry. The relation (29)im plies t̂(̂r)
��

ad;n
(E ;B ;�)= t̂0(̂r0)

��

ad;n
(E ;� B ;� �)in the adiabatic lim it,which,

by using Eq.(12),im m ediately leadsto t̂(̂r)ad(E ;t;B ;�)= t̂0(̂r0)ad(E ;t;� B ;� �).From Eq.(33)one�nds

Ir(� B ;�) = g[̂t(� B ;�);̂r0(� B ;�)]

= g[̂t0(B ;� �);̂r(B ;� �)] (35)

= Il(B ;� �)= � Ir(B ;� �):

Note that ifthe relation I(�) = � I(� �),which is available only in the adiabatic lim it,is considered,one reaches

sim plerform I(B )= I(� B ).

U D sym m etry. Like the previous subsection one can obtain t̂(̂r)
��

ad;n
(E ;B ;�) = t̂(̂r)

��

ad;n
(E ;� B ;� �) in the

adiabaticlim it,which,by using Eq.(12),leadsto t̂(̂r)ad(E ;t;B ;�)= t̂(̂r)ad(E ;t;� B ;� �).From Eq.(33)oneobtains

Ir(� B ;�) = g[̂t(� B ;�);̂r0(� B ;�)]

= g[̂t(B ;� �);̂r0(B ;� �)] (36)

= Ir(B ;� �):

Note also thatifthe relation I(�)= � I(� �)isconsidered,one reachessim plerform I(B )= � I(� B ).

IV sym m etry.The relation (31)im plies t̂(̂r)
��

ad;n
(E ;B ;�)= t̂0(̂r0)

��

ad;n
(E ;B ;� �)in the adiabaticlim it,which,by

using Eq.(12),leadsto t̂(̂r)ad(E ;t;B ;�)= t̂0(̂r0)ad(E ;t;B ;� �). Considering the m agnetic �eld inversion operation,

onecan obtain

t̂ad(E ;t;B ;�) = t̂
T
ad(E ;t;� B ;�);

r̂ad(E ;t;B ;�) = r̂
0T
ad(E ;t;� B ;�): (37)

From Eq.(33)one �nds

Ir(� B ;�) = g[̂t(� B ;�);̂r0(� B ;�)]

= g[̂tT (B ;�);̂rT (B ;�)]: (38)

Thereisno relevantsym m etry in the adiabaticlim it,again.

Eq.(14)im pliesthattm + n;m � tm ;m � n in the adiabatic lim it. Aftersum m ing up allthe side band contributions,

the two con�gurationsshown in Fig.3(c)(the solid and the dashed arrows)give the approxim ately equivalenttotal

transm ission coe�cients,i.e. T +

B
(E )� T

+

� B
(E ). By applying sim ilarprocedure to the reection coe�cientone can

also �nd R
+

B
(E )� R

�

� B
(E )(m ake sure thatthe arrow isnow reversed). Itisalso satis�ed thatT +

B
(E )� T

�

� B
(E )

sincetheunitarity ofFloquetscattering m atrix requiresT � + R � = 1.From thesetwo relationsthepum ped current
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TABLE I:The sym m etriesofthe pum ped currentsfor the m agnetic �eld inversion. TRS denotestim e reversalsym m etry by

two tim e dependent perturbations,i.e. TRS for � = n� and no TRS for � 6= n�. � represents that there is no relevant

sym m etry.

adiabatic non-adiabatic

TRS no TRS TRS no TRS

LR I = 0 I(B )= I(� B ) I(B )= � I(� B ) I(B ;�)= � I(� B ;� �)

UD I = 0 I(B )= � I(� B ) I(B )= I(� B ) I(B ;�)= I(� B ;� �)

IV I = 0 I � 0 I = 0 �

isshown to be vanishingly sm all,I(B )=
R
dE [T

+

B
(E )� T

�

B
(E )]� 0 since T

+

B
(E )� T

+

� B
(E )� T

�

B
(E ). In Table I,

wesum m arizethe M IS ofthe pum ped currentswith varioussituationsforthe three sym m etries.

O nepossibility to realizetheexperim entally observed M IS,i.e.I(B )= I(� B ),isthatthequantum dotwould obey

LR sym m etry. Then,the M IS isrecovered only in the adiabatic lim it,while itwillbe broken in non-adiabatic case.

In general,however,itisdi�cultthata chaoticquantum dotpossessesany discretesym m etry liketheLR sym m etry.

V . SIM P LE EX A M P LE:T W O O SC ILLA T IN G D ELTA -FU N C T IO N B A R R IER S

Them inim alm odelthatshowsquantum pum ping e�ectisone-dim ensional(1D)twoharm onically oscillatingdelta-

functionsbarriers.W eietal.haveapplied Brouwer’sadiabaticapproach tothism odeltocalculatethepum ped current

[39].Using thissim ple m odelonecan investigatem any im portantpropertiesofquantum pum ps.

A . B rouw er’s adiabatic approach

W e consider 1D two harm onically oscillating �-function barriers with the strengthes X1 = V1 + �1 cos!� and

X 2 = V2 + �2 cos(!� + �) respectively,separated by a distance d. This is a sim pli�ed m odelofthe experim entby

Switkesetal.,butpossessesm any im portantcharacteristicsand can beeasily handled.W eietal.studied param etric

charge pum ping aided by quantum resonance using thism odeland found thatthe pum ped currenthaslarge values

neara resonance level[39]. Due to the double barriergeom etry,resonanttunneling also playsan im portantrole in

charge pum ping. Thisisnotso surprising because the adiabatically pum ped charge isproportionalto the variation

ofthe scattering m atrix to the externalparam eters.Usually the elem entsofa scattering m atrix arevery senstiveto

the variation ofthe externalparam etersnearthe resonance.

The 2� 2 scattering m atrix ofthe doublebarrierswith the strengthesX 1 and X 2 isgiven by

S =

 

r t0

t r0

!

; (39)

wherer and tarethereection and thetransm ission am plitudesrespectively,form odesincidentfrom theleft;r0and

t0aresim ilarquantitiesform odesincidentfrom theright.Thechargeem itted percycleto therightisobtained from

Q 1 = e

Z Tp

0

d�

�
dn1

dX 1

dX 1

d�
+

dn1

dX 2

dX 2

d�

�

; (40)

where

dn1

dX m

= Im

�
@t

@X m

t
� +

@r0

@X m

r
0�

�

(41)

(m = 1;2),and Tp(= 2�=!)isthe period ofthe pum ping. O ne can show thatthe em itted charge to the leftQ 2 is

equalto � Q 1.Equation (40)can be rewritten in the following form by using G reen’stheorem

Q 1 = e

Z

A

dX 1dX 2�(X 1;X 2); (42)

where�(X 1;X 2)= @(dn1=dX 2)=@X 1 � @(dn1=dX 1)=@X 2.The pum ped currentiseasily obtained from I1 = Q 1=Tp.
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FIG .4:TheW ignerdelay tim es(a)with thesam econdition as(c),and (b)as(d).Thepum ped currentI1 calculated by using

Brouwer’s approach (solid curves)and the Floquet approach (dotted curves)with � = �=2 for (c)� = 22:5 m eV� nm and (e)

� = 225 m eV� nm with V = 0,and (d)� = 22:5 m eV� nm and (f)� = 225 m eV� nm with V = 225 m eV� nm .In (d)and (f)the

transm ission resonances are denoted by the �lled circles (� )obtained from considering static double barriers,whose y values

are chosen arbitrarily.The attached errorbarsrepresentthe sizesofthe im aginary energy ofeach resonance.

W e use the param etersd = 50 nm forthe distancebetween the two barriers,the e�ectivem ass� = 0:067m e ofan

electron in G aAs,and Tp = 9:09 psforthe period ofpum ping,which correspondsto ~! = 0:45 m eV.Figure4 shows

thepum ped currentasa function oftheenergy ofan incidentelectron with V1 = V2 = V ,�1 = �2 = �,and � = �=2.

W e presenttwo exam ples;the �rstisa nearly open case (V = 0)in Figs.4c and 4e,and the second isa closed case

(V = 225 m eV� nm ) in Figs.4d and 4f. Allofthem show interesting resonance-like structures (See Ref. [15]for the

detailsofthe resonance-likebehavior).

B . Floquet approach

Now we study the Floquetapproach ofthe problem investigated in Sec.II.Using the scattering m atrix ofa single

�-function with sinusoidaltim e dependence (see Appendix fordetails),we can obtain the totalscattering m atrix of

the oscillating double �-functionsin thefollowing form

S =

 

r t0

t r0

!

; (43)

where r = rL + tL (I� Q rR Q rL)
� 1Q rR Q tL ,and t = tR (I� Q rL Q rR )

� 1Q tL ;r
0 and t0 can also be obtained by

replacing L by R in r and t respectively. Here rR (L ) and tR (L ) are the reection and the transm ission m atrices

respectively,for the right (left) delta function with tim e dependence for m odes from the left,and I is an identity

m atrix.Dueto thereection sym m etry ofeach delta function r0
R (L )

= rR (L ),and t
0
R (L )

= tR (L ).During each one-way
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trip an electron at energy E n = E + n~! picks up a phase factor exp(iknd),which is represented by the diagonal

m atrix Q m n = exp(ikm d)�m n. O nce we have Floquetscattering m atrix S,the pum ped currentto the rightisgiven

by Eq.(10),i.e.

I =
e

h

Z

dE dE
0[t(E 0

;E )fL(E )� t
0(E ;E 0)fR (E

0)]: (44)

W ithoutexternalbias(fL = fR = f)Eq.(44)can be rewritten as

I =
2e

h

Z 1

0

dE f(E )[T + (E )� T
� (E )]; (45)

whereT + (E )=
P

E n > 0
T
+

E n;E
.Atzero tem perature itbecom es

I =
2e

h

Z E F

0

dE [T + (E )� T
� (E )]; (46)

whereE F isthe Ferm ienergy.

Figure4 showsthatin the open case(V = 0)forsm all� (Fig.4c)the pum ped currentobtained from the Floquet

approach isequivalentto thatofBrouwer’swhile forratherlarger� (Fig.4e)they deviatefrom each other,which is

notfully understood yet. W hen V 6= 0 (the closed case),even forsm all� (Fig.4d)they are quantitatively di�erent

nearthe resonances.Itisanswered in the following subsection.

C . W igner delay tim e

Figures4aand b show theW ignerdelay tim esby usingthesam eparam etersexploited in Fig.4cand d,respectively.

In Fig.4a the W ignerdelay tim e decreasesasE increases,which can be understood when one takesitinto account

thatusually theelectron dwelltim eisshortiftheenergyofan incidentelectron islarge.Notethatthesharp spikesfor

low energiesarejustartifactscom ing from thefactthattheFloquetscattering m atrix num erically obtained diverges

atE = n~!.Since the W ignerdelay tim e issm allenough,the adiabatic condition isstillful�led to show very good

agreem entbetween thetwo currentsin Fig.4c.In Fig.4b severalpeaksoftheW ignerdelay tim eisclearly shown.It

can beexplained by thinking thatnow two staticbarriersareplugged into theproblem ,which generatestheso-called

double barrierresonances.The W ignerdelay tim eshavelargevaluesnearthe resonancessince atthe resonancesan

electron can stay in the quantum dotfora long tim e,which im m edeatly im pliesthatthe adiabaticcondition can be

broken down.Itexplainsthe deviation between the pum ped currentsnearthe resonancesobserved in Fig.4d.

D . B roken sym m etry

O neoftheinteresting consequencesfrom Eq.(46)isthatthepum ped currentstillexistseven in thecases� = 0 or

� when �1 6= �2 [40].Since the integration area in param eterspace iszero when � = 0 or�,in Brouwer’sapproach

thepum ped currentde�nitely vanishes.In contrast,even when � = 0 or�,an asym m etry ofthepotentialcan lead to

theasym m etry ofthecurrents[41],which isnothing butthepum ped currentin Eq.(46).Figure5 showsthepum ed

currentasa function ofratio ofthestrength oftwo barriers�2=�1 with � = 0 or�,and E = 6:005~!.Notethatthe

pum ped currentiszero when �1 = �2.The oscillatory behaviorisalso related to the double barrierresonances.

E. Pauliblocking factor

Figure6 showsthe pum ped currentsobtained from Floquetapproach with and withoutPauliblocking factor,and

Brouwer’sform ula in the sam e m odelused above underthe adiabatic regim e asshown in Fig.4c. Itisclearly seen

thatthe currentwith Pauliblocking factordeviatesfrom thatofBrouwer’sapproach which nearly coincide with the

currentwithoutPauliblocking factor.Itisworth nothing thatqualitativebehaviorofthepum ped currentswith and

withoutPauliblocking looksquite sim ilar:the pum ped currentI / �2 sin� asshown in the insetsofFig.6.
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FIG .6:Thepum ped currentsobtained from theFloquetapproach with (thethick solid curve)and withoutPauliblocking (the

thin solid curve),and Brouwer’sform ula (thedashed curve)with thesam eparam etersused in Fig.1.NotethatI0 = e=T = 17:6

nA.Theupperinset:thepum ped currentsasa function ofthestrength oftheoscillating potential� from theFloquetapproach

with (the�lled circles)and withoutPauliblocking (theopen circles),and Brouwer’sform ula (thesolid curve).Thelowerinset:

thepum ped currentsasa function ofa phasedi�erence � from theFloquetapproach with (thesolid curve)and withoutPauli

blocking (the dashed curve).In both insetswe take E = 6:005~!
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V I. SU M M A R Y A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In sum m ary,we have reviewed Floquetform alism ofquantum electron pum ps and shown its variousapplication.

In the Floquet form alism the quantum pum p is regarded as a tim e dependent scattering system ,which allows us

to go beyond the adiabatic lim it. W e have derived the expression ofthe pum ped current using scattering states,

and shown thatthe adiabatic form ula given by Brouwerissuccessfully recovered in the lim it! ! 0. The condition

forobtaining non-zero pum ped currentisrathersubtle when the non-adiabatic case isconsidered. In the adiabatic

case the tim e reversalsym m etry should be broken to have the pum ped current,while itissu�cientto generate the

pum ped currentto break eitherthe spatialreection sym m etry orthe tim e reversalsym m etry in the non-adiabatic

case. Since usually the quantum pum p can break the tim e reversalsym m etry with tim e dependent perturbations,

the issue ofPauliblocking originating from the Ferm ionic nature ofelectronscan occur. Itcan be shown,however,

thatthe Pauliblocking factoris notneccessary atall. Using the Floquet form alism one can discussthe sym m etry

properties ofthe pum ped current over the inversion ofthe static m agnetic �eld for various spatialsym m etries of

quantum dots.Application oftheFloquetform alism dierctly to realisticproblem ssuch as2D quantum dotsisrather

di�cultbecause one should considerm any sidebandsforeach scattering channel. However,we can getm any basic

im portantphysicsofquantum pum psby studying a rathersim ple m odelsystem :a 1D oscillating double �-function

barriers.

The adiabatic charge pum ping does not have any corresponding classicalanalog since it has som ething to do

with Berry phase,which m eans this is com pletely quantum m echanicalphenom ena. The quantum pum p in the

non-adiabatic regim e,however,is som ewhatsubtle because Berry phase concept dose not work any longer. It has

been shown thatthere areseveralotherm echanism sto generatedc currentthrough the non-adiabatictim e periodic

perturbationswith zero average,e.g.quantum ratchets[44,45,46],quantum ballisticrecti�ers[47,48],Ham iltonain

ratchet[49],and quantum shuttles [50,51]. W e believe thatit m ustbe im portantto understand the relationsand

thedi�erencesam ong thesedevices.TheFlouetform alism m ightplay an im portantroleto understand them because

it allowsus to go beyond the adiabatic lim it ofquantum pum ps. Finally,we would like to m ention that it is also

im portant to know what role the decoherence plays in the system with tim e periodic perturbation. It helps us

understand the classical-quantum correspondence ofdc current generation ofquantum pum ps,ratchets,recti�ers,

and shuttles.

The Floquetform alism hasbeen successively used to describe a lotofphysicalpropertiesofthe quantum pum p.

Itisa powerfultoolnotonly forunderstanding quantum pum ps,which isthe m ain topicofthisreview,butalso for

m any kindsofcoherenttransportproblem swith tim e-periodically varying scatterers.
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A P P EN D IX A :FLO Q U ET SC A T T ER IN G M A T R IX IN A SIN G LE O SC ILLA T IN G �-FU N C T IO N

IM P U R IT Y

The scattering problem ofa single �-function im purity with sinusoidaltim e dependence hasbeen investigated by

severalauthors [15,42,43]. W e would like to sum m arize how to construct its Floquet scattering m atrix in this

Appendix.Thesystem isdescribed by the Ham iltonian

H (x;t)= �
~
2

2�

d2

dx2
+ [Vs + Vd cos(!t+ �)]�(x); (A1)

where � isthe m assofthe incidentparticle,while Vs and Vd representthe strength ofthe static and the oscillating

potentialrespectively.Using the Floquetform alism the solution ofthisHam iltonian can be expressed as

	 E F l
(x;t)= e

� iE F lt=~

1X

n= � 1

 n(x)e
� in!t

; (A2)

whereE F l isthe Floquetenergy which takecontinuousvaluesin the interval0 < E F l� ~!.

Since the potentialiszero everywhereexceptatx = 0, n(x)isgiven by the following form

 n(x)=

(

A ne
ikn x + B ne

� ikn x; x < 0

Cne
ikn x + D ne

� ikn x; x > 0;
(A3)
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wherekn =
p
2�(EF l+ n~!)=~.The wavefunction 	 E F l

(x;t)iscontinuousatx = 0,

A n + B n = Cn + D n; (A4)

and the derivativejum psby

d	 E F l

dx

�
�
�
�
x= 0+

�
d	 E F l

dx

�
�
�
�
x= 0�

=
2m

~
2
[Vs + Vd cos(!t+ �)]	 E F l

(0;t): (A5)

Using Eq.(A2)thisleadsto the condition

ikn(Cn � D n � A n + B n)

= s(A n + B n)+ d(e
� i�

A n+ 1 + e
i�
A n� 1 + e

� i�
B n+ 1 + e

i�
B n� 1) (A6)

= s(Cn + D n)+ d(e
� i�

Cn+ 1 + e
i�
Cn� 1 + e

� i�
D n+ 1 + e

i�
D n� 1);

wheres = 2�Vs=~
2 and d = �Vd=~

2.Aftersom ealgebra we havethe following equation from Eqs.(A4)and (A6)

 
~B

~C

!

=

 

� (I+ �)� 1� (I+ �)� 1

(I+ �)� 1 � (I+ �)� 1�

!  
~A

~D

!

; (A7)

where

� =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

...
... 0 0 0

de
i�=ik� 1 s=ik� 1 de

� i�=ik� 1 0 0

0 de
i�=ik0 s=ik0 de

� i�=ik0 0

0 0 de
i�=ik1 s=ik1 de

� i�=ik1

0 0 0
...

...

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (A8)

and I isan in�nite-dim ensionalsquare identity m atrix. Eq.(A7)can also be expressed in the form jouti= M jini,

where M connectsthe inputcoe�cientsto the outputcoe�cientsincluding the associated evanescentFloquetside-

bands.In orderto constructthescatteringm atrix wem ultiply an identity toboth sides,K � 1K jouti= M K � 1K jini,

where K nm =
p
kn�nm . Then we have ~Jout = �M ~Jin,where ~J represents the am plitude ofprobability ux and

�M � K M K � 1.Itshould bem entioned that �M isnotunitary dueto theevanescentm odesincluded.Ifwekeep only

the propagating m odes,weobtain the unitary scattering m atrix S.
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