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N onequilibrium quantum phase transition in itinerant electron system s

D. E. Feldm an
Departm ent of Physics, Brown University, Providence, RI 02912

W estudy thee�ectofthevoltagebiason theferrom agneticphasetransition in a one-dim ensional

itinerant electron system . The applied voltage drives the system into a nonequilibrium steady

state with a non-zero electric current. The bias changes the universality class ofthe second order

ferrom agnetic transition. W hile the equilibrium transition belongs to the universality class ofthe

uniaxialferroelectric,we �nd the m ean-�eld behaviornearthe nonequilibrium criticalpoint.

W hen external�eldsdrivea m any-body system into a nonequilibrium steady state,a param eterchangem ay result

in a transition between two nonequilibrium phases. Such nonequilibrium transitions were observed in 2D electron

gasesdriven with m icrowaveradiation [1,2],granularm atter[3],and m any othersystem s. Scaling and universality

hold nearsecond orderphasetransitionsboth in and farfrom therm alequilibrium [4].Hence,onecan describethem

with renorm alization group.Thishelped toachievesigni�cantprogressin thetheory ofnonequilibrium classicalphase

transitions[4].

The possibility to achieve a high degree ofisolation from environm ent for ultracold atom s [5]opens a way to

study quantum dynam icsin m any-body system sfarfrom equilibrium .Thishasstim ulated interestto nonequilibrium

quantum phase transitions ofstrongly interacting bosons [6]. Another type ofnonequilibrium quantum transitions

ispossible in itinerantelectron system sdriven into stateswith nonzero electric current.In thisLetter,we addressa

nonequilibrium ferrom agnetictransition of1D itinerantferm ions.Sincethistransition existsonlyatzerotem perature,

it cannot be considered as a classicalphenom enon,in contrastto the decay ofsupercurrents ofinteracting bosons

thatcan be understood asa classicalm odulationalinstability [6].

Equilibrium m agnetic phase transitions ofitinerant electrons have attracted m uch attention [7,8,9,10]. The

quantum criticalbehavioratthesetransitionsisa subtleand challenging problem dueto thecoexistenceoftwo types

ofsoftm odes. In addition to the orderparam eteructuations,the theory m ustaccountforgaplessferm ionswhich

induce e�ective long-rangeinteractionsbetween the orderparam eter�eldsin di�erentpoints[7]. M oststudieshave

focused on itinerantsystem sin two and three dim ensions. According to the Lieb and M attis theorem [11]there is

no ferrom agnetism in a wide classofone-dim ensionalm odelswith spin-independentinteractions.Yetferrom agnetic

quantum phase transitionswere found in m any one-dim ensionalitinerantsystem sboth with and withoutm agnetic

anisotropy. In particular,recent num ericalsim ulations [12]discovered a quantum criticalpoint in a tight-binding

m odelwith next nearest neighbor hoping. It was also argued [13]that the 0.7 anom aly in transport properties

ofquantum wires [13,14]could be explained by spontaneous m agnetization ofitinerant electrons. Recently,the

equilibrium quantum phasetransition ofitinerantelectronsin 1D wastheoretically investigated in Refs.15,16.

In thisLetterwe study the e�ectofa voltage biason the quantum ferrom agnetic transition in a one-dim ensional

itinerantelectron system .A low voltagecannotsigni�cantlya�ectthem agnetization farfrom thetransition.However,

it is a relevant perturbation in the criticaldom ain and changes the universality class ofthe transition. W hile the

equilibrium second order transition [16]belongs to the universality class ofthe uniaxialferroelectric [17,18,19],

we �nd thatthe nonequilibrium criticalbehaviorism ean-�eld like,i.e. the m agnetization m �
p
r,where r is the

distancefrom the criticalpoint.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:�rstweintroducethem odel,then briey discussthephasetransition within the

m ean-�eld Stonerapproach,and �nally show thatthe m ean-�eld approxim ation givesthe exactcriticalbehavior.

W e considerthe Tom onaga-Luttingerm odelwith the Ham iltonian

H =

Z

dx

�
X

�

[ 
y

�R
(x)�(� i�h@x) �R (x)+  

y

�L
(x)�(� i�h@x) �L (x)]+

X

�� 0

Z

dyK �� 0(x � y)��(x)��0(y)

�

; (1)

where  
y

�R
and  

y

�L
are the creation operatorsforright-and left-m oving electronswith the spin z-com ponent� =

� 1=2, y� =  
y

�R
+  

y

�L
gives the conventionalelectron creation operator,�� =  y

� � is the electron density,and

K �� 0(x � y)the interaction strength. W e assum e thatthe long-range Coulom b interaction isscreened by the gates

so thatK �� 0(x � y)decreasesrapidly for large (x � y). The spin dependence ofK�� 0 determ ines the sym m etry of

the m odel. As in Ref. 16 we willfocus on the technically sim plest case ofthe Ising sym m etry Z2 � U (1) (U (1)is

responsiblefortheconservation ofSz;Z2 describesthesym m etry with respectto the� ! � � transform ation).Note

thatthenonlinearity ofthespectrum �(k)isrelevantnearthecriticalpoint.Asdiscussed in Ref.15 thisnonlinearity

isim portantforthe very existence ofthe quantum criticalpoint.
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Theequilibrium transition in them odel(1)wasconsidered in Ref.16.W ewillstudy whatchangesin thepresence

ofa voltagebias.W e willshow thatthe non-equilibrium problem isequivalentto a certain equilibrium m odelwhich

lacksthe tim e-reversalsym m etry.The absence ofthissym m etry isrelated to the factthatthe \Ferm ivelocities" of

the right-and left-m oving electronsaredi�erent.The criticalbehaviorofthe latterm odelcan be found exactly.W e

willshow thatthediagram sforthem agnetization arefreefrom infra-red divergencies.Hence,the system belongsto

the m ean-�eld universality class.

Before we develop a system atic approach let us briey discuss the sim pli�ed Stoner picture. Let the num ber of

the right/left-m overs with spin � be N 0 + N R =L �,where N 0 denotes the num ber ofthe states with the negative

energy �(k). The Stonerm odelisdescribed by the Ham iltonian H =
P

�

P

D = R ;L
U (N D �)� K M 2,where U (n)=

R2�(N 0+ n)

2�N 0

�(k)dk
2�
,and the m agnetization M = (N R [1=2]+ N L [1=2]� NR [� 1=2]� NL [� 1=2])=2. The num bers ofthe

right-and left-m oversare integralsofm otion. The chem icalpotentialsofthe right-and left-m overs�R =L = � eV=2

are di�erent. Hence, at zero tem perature the system is in the ground state of the e�ective Ham iltonian H 0 =

H � �R N R � �L N L = H � V (NR [1=2]+ N R [� 1=2]� NL [1=2]� NL [� 1=2])=2. From the energy m inim um condition

@H 0=@N D � = 0 we�nd thatthem axim alenergies�(k)oftheright-m oving particleswith theoppositespinsdi�erby

2�E = K
R�E
� �E

dE [�(E + V=2)+ �(E � V=2)],where�(E )isthedensity ofstates.Expanding �(E � V=2)in powers

ofE ;V one�nds�E [1� 2K (�(0)+ �00(0)V 2=8)]� K �E 3�00(0)=3= 0.Thisequation describesa second orderphase

transition,if�00(0)< 0.Thevoltagebiasshiftsthetransition to thegreaterinteraction strength K = K c,�K c � V2.

The m agnetization exhibits the m ean-�eld behaviorM � �E �
p
K � Kc. W e willsee below thatthe m ean �eld

prediction forthe criticalbehaviorofthe m agnetization isvalid beyond the Stonerapproxim ation.

In the Stonerpicture,electronsm ove in a spin-dependentself-consistent�eld withoutbackscattering. Hence,the

electriccurrentisI = 2e2V=h.The spin currentIs = 0.

In a system atic approach,we need to include the leads into the m odelto describe the voltage bias. W e use the

standard m odel[20,21,22,23]forthe Ferm i-liquid leadsadiabatically connected to the wire. W e assum e thatthe

Ham iltonian (1) is applicable for jxj< L only,where 2L is the wire length. At large jxjthe interaction strength

K (x� y)iszero.W eassum ethatattheinitialm om entoftim et= � 1 theinteraction K�� 0 = 0.Thus,thenum bers

ofthe left-and right-m oversare integralsofm otion att= � 1 . Hence,the initialstate can be described in term s

oftwo di�erentchem icalpotentials �R = eV=2 and �L = � eV=2 for the right-and left-m oving electrons,where V

is the voltage bias. At later tim es t > � 1 the interaction is gradually turned on. It is convenient to switch to

the interaction representation so that the Ham iltonian becom es H 0 = H � �LN L � �R N R ,where N L and N R are

the num bers ofthe left-and right-m overs. The initialstate is the ground state ofH 0 att= � 1 . The interaction

representation introducestim edependenceintotheelectron creation and annihilation operators.Hence,theevolution

ofthe system should be described with the nonequilibrium K eldysh form alism [21,22,23,24]. The bare K eldysh

G reen functionsaredeterm ined by theground stateoftheHam iltonian H 0att= � 1 .W ewillseehowever,thatthe

tim e-dependence dropsoutfrom the problem and a sim plerequilibrium technique can be used.

The bosonization approach [25]allowsoneto reduce one-dim ensionalproblem swith strong electron interaction to

m odelsofweakly interacting bosonswhich can be studied perturbatively in the interaction strength. Following the

standard bosonization procedurewede�ne fourBose-�elds��R and ��L such that

 �R � exp(i��R + ikfR x � iV t=2); �L � exp(� i��L � ikfL x + iV t=2); (2)

where kfR and kfL play the role ofthe e�ective \Ferm im om enta" and are proportionalto the average electron

density ofthe right-and left-m overs,�L =R =
P

�
��L =R = (

P

�
@x��L =R + 2kfL =R )=(2�),h�L =R i = kfL =R =�. W e

om itK lein factorsin Eqs. (2)since they are notim portantforthe following calculations. Two wave vectorskfL =R
di�er since the applied voltage biasleads to the di�erentdensities ofthe right-and left-m oving electrons. In m ost

casesthisdi�erencecan beneglected sincethevoltageism uch sm allerthan thebandwidth.However,itisim portant

in ourproblem . The bosonized action containstwo typesofterm s. The �rsttype isa productofderivativesofthe

Bose-�eldswith respectto tand x (\forward scattering" term s). The second type includes \backscattering" term s

proportionalto exp(in[�c=2+ (kfR + kfL )x � V t]+ il�s=2),where the charge and spin �elds�c =
P

�
(��R + ��L )

and �s =
P

�
2�(��R + ��L ) are related to the charge and spin densities as � = e(@x�c + 2kfL + 2kfR )=(2�) and

m = @x�s=(4�);n and lareintegers,(n+ l)iseven.Thedual�elds�c =
P

�
(��R � ��L )and �s =

P

�
2�(��R � ��L )

do notappearin theexponentsdueto theconservation ofthechargeand thez-com ponentofthem agnetization.The

term s ofthe second type with n 6= 0 are suppressed by their rapidly oscillating coordinate dependence. Hence,as

usualin bosonization they are notim portantforthe low-energy physics[25]which determ inesthe criticalbehavior.

W e willalso see thatthe term swith n = 0;l6= 0 are irrelevantnearthe phase transition. Thus,only the term sof

the�rsttypeshould betaken into account.Thism eansthattheterm swhich should beincluded in theaction do not
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FIG .1: The G inzburg criterion requiresthe calculation ofthe above diagram .

depend on tim eexplicitly.Hence,itbecom espossibleto usetheequilibrium im aginary tim eform alism instead ofthe

non-equilibrium K eldysh technique [21,22,23,24].

The Euclidean action containsfourinteracting chiral�elds��R =L :

L =

Z

dxd�

�
1

4�

X

�

[@x��R (i@�+ vR @x)��R + @x��L (� i@�+ vL @x)��L ]+
X

�;� 0= � 1=2;D ;D 0= R ;L

u�� 0D D 0@x��D @x��0D 0+ :::

�

;

(3)

wheredotsdenotehigherorderterm s.Notethatthe\Ferm ivelocities" vR =L =
d�(k= kf R =L )

dk
aredi�erentfortheright-

and left-m overs. W e rewrite the action in term s of�c;�s;�c;�s and integrate out �s and �c. The sym m etry with

respect to the m agnetization reversalresults in the spin-charge separation,i.e. the quadratic part ofthe resulting

action isthe sum ofa contribution which dependson �c only and a contribution thatdependson �s only:

L
(2) = L

(2)
s (�s)+ L

(2)
c (�c): (4)

In general,thespin-chargeseparation doesnotextend beyond theterm squadraticin theBose-�elds.However,sim ilar

to Ref.16 theinteraction between thespin and chargedegreesoffreedom isnotim portantnearthephasetransition.

O ne can show that this interaction does not change the criticalbehavior. Thus,we can focus on the case when

Eq. (4) is valid in allorders and hence the m agnetization depends only on the spin part ofthe action Ls(�s). A

straightforward m odi�cation ofourapproach dem onstratesthatourresultsare independentofthis assum ption (cf.

Ref.16).

Afteran appropriaterescaling ofthe tim e variable,the action takesthe following form :

L =

Z

d�dx

�
1

2
[(@��s)

2 + 2ic@��s@x�s + r(@x�s)
2]+ :::

�

; (5)

where the dots denote term s with higherpowersof�s and/orgradients. The term s with an odd (even)num berof

tim e derivativesareim aginary (real).Theaction (5)di�ersfrom the standard expression [25]due to thepresenceof

the second im aginary term . Technically this term appears because two \Ferm ivelocities" vR and vL are di�erent.

Itspresencereectsthefactthattheaction (3)lackstim e-reversalsym m etry.In m ostproblem sthesecond term can

be neglected. Indeed,the constantc isproportionalto the voltage biaswhich ism uch sm allerthan the bandwidth.

In particular,the second term is notim portantfar from the transition since it is sm allerthan the sum ofthe �rst

and third term s in (5). However,atthe criticalpoint,r vanishes and hence the second term is not negligible. At

negativer the quadraticpartoftheaction (5)becom esunstable.Thissignalsa phasetransition.To m akesurethat

the system isstable atnegative r one needsto take into accountthe contribution ofthe form L2;2 = b(@2x�s)
2 and

nonlinearterm ssuch asL1;4 = u(@x�s)
4 denoted by dotsin Eq. (5). L2;2 em ergesfrom the coordinate dependence

ofthe interaction K (x � y),Eq.(1),[16].L1;4 describesthe nonlinearity ofthe spectrum �(k)[26].

In the criticalpoint the quadratic part ofthe action is thus proportionalto (@��s)
2 + 2ic@��s@x�s + b(@2x�s)

2.

At each length scale 1=k the poles ofthe propagatordeterm ine two frequency scales !1 � k and !2 � k3. Hence,

sim ilar to other m odels ofitinerant electron system s [9],the choice ofscaling dim ensions is subtle. Indeed,ifthe

scaling dim ension ofthecoordinate[x]= � 1 then two di�erentfrequency scalescorrespond to [t]= � 1 and [t]= � 3.

However,for any ofthese two choices,power counting yields a negative or zero scaling dim ension for allpossible

non-linear operators. This suggests the m ean-�eld behavior. Below we show that the criticalbehavior is indeed

m ean-�eld-likewithoutlogarithm iccorrections.

The idea ofourcalculationscan be understood from the following exam ple. According to the G inzburg criterion,

deviationsfrom them ean-�eld theoryem ergeifthediagram depicted in Fig.1divergesin theinfra-red lim it,i.e.when
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incom ing m om enta and frequenciesarelow.The diagram reducesto the integralI =
R
dkd!k4=[!2 + 2ic!k+ bk4]2.

W esubstitute! = !0� ick and shifttheintegration contourover!0ontotherealaxis.ThisgivesI =
R
dkd!0k4=[!02+

c2k2 + bk4]2.Thelatterintegralconverges.

To calculate the m agnetization we add to the action a weak m agnetic �eld term ,� hqiq�s(q)=(4�),where �s(q)

denotes a Fourier com ponent ofthe spin Bose-�eld. The uniform �eld corresponds to the lim it q ! 0. At h = 0

the m agnetization isa non-analyticfunction ofr butforany �nite m agnetic�eld the m agnetization m dependson r

analytically [27,28].Thus,thecriticalbehaviorofthem agnetization atsm allnegativer can bedeterm ined with the

following three steps[27]: 1)calculate m = h@x�si=(4�)atr > 0 using the perturbation theory aboutthe �s = 0

state;2)analytically continuem (r)to negativer;3)takethe lim ith ! 0.Atr> 0 we getthe standard result[27]

h@x�s(x = 0)i= C

�
h

4�
�

1X

n= 2

1

(2n � 1)!
�2n(~r;q1 = :::= q2n = !1 = :::= !2n = 0)h@x�s(x = 0)i2n� 1

�

; (6)

C = lim
q! 0

lim
!! 0

q
2
G = 1=~r;G = 1=[a!2 + 2i~c!q+ ~rq2]; (7)

where�2n aretheproperverticesatzerom om entum and frequency,and a;~cand ~rdenotetherenorm alized coe�cients

ofthe G reen function G . The form ulasfor the propervertices contain integrals ofthe products ofthe expressions

ofthe form p1p2G (!;q),where p1;p2 = !;q. Itisconvenientto change variables:!0= ! + i~cq=a. Then G ! G 0 =

1=[a!02 + (~c2=a + ~r)q2]. At ~r > 0 the integration path for integrals over d!0 can be deform ed into the realaxis.

(O ne can show this,e.g.,using the representation G 0 =
R1
0

dsexpf� s[a!02 + (~c2=a+ ~r)q2]g in Feynm an integrals.)

The resulting integralshave no infrared divergencesat ~r = 0. Expanding G 0 in powersof~r one can see thatthose

integrals are analytic functions of ~r at sm all~r. Thus,allcoe�cients ofEq. (6) are �nite at ~r = 0 and can be

analytically continued to negative ~r. Eq. (6) has the structure ofthe m ean-�eld equation with the free energy

F = � hm + ~r(4�m )2=2 +
P

�2n(~r)(4�m )
2n=(2n)!. Depending on the coe�cients it m ay describe both �rst and

second orderphase transitions.A second ordertransition ispossible forpositive �4(~r = 0).In thiscase the average

m agnetization followsthe m ean-�eld laws:

m (~r< 0;h = 0)�
p
� ~r;

dm (h = 0;~r> 0)

dh
�
1

~r
;m (~r= 0;h)� h

1=3
: (8)

The m agnetization correlation function does nothave the standard m ean-�eld form . This is notsurprising since

in Luttinger liquids the correlation length is in�nite for any r and not only in the criticalpoint [25]. Using the

perturbation theory about the state with @x�s = 4�m (r) we �nd the large-distance behavior of the correlation

function

h(@x�s(x = 0;t= 0)� 4�m )(@x�s(x = X ;t= 0)� 4�m )i= � @
2
x

Z
dkd!

4�2
exp(ikX )G (!;k)� 1=X2

: (9)

The coe�cientbefore1=X 2 isa non-analyticfunction of~r nearthe phasetransition.

So farwe did notverify thatcos(l�s)isan irrelevantoperator. Thiscan be easily done with the renorm alization

group.Ateach step we represent�s = 4�m x + �<s + �>s asthe sum ofthe average4�m x,slow uctuating part�<s ,

and fast part �>s =
R1
� 1

d!
R

b�< jkj< �
dkexp(i!� + ikx)�s(!;k),where � is the ultra-violetcuto� and b � 1. W e

integrateoutthe fastm odes�>s and m akethe rescaling k ! k=b,! ! !=b.O ne can easily �nd the renorm alization

ofthe cosine term in the zero-loop order. W e see that cos(l�s)! b� 2 cos(4�lm x=b+ l�<s )exp(� l2h�> 2s i=2),where

h�> 2s i �
R
d!

R

b�< jkj< �
dkG (!;k) � � (lnb)=

p
~c2 + a�j~rj. Thus, the scaling dim ension of the operator cos(l�s),

2� const=
p
~c2 + a�j~rj,isnegativeforsm all~c� V and ~r.Hence,theoperatorisirrelevantnearthephasetransition.

The above perturbative argum entappliesonly ifthe coe�cientsw l before cos(l�s)are sm all. Thisexplains why

ourresultsare valid in the case ofthe Ising sym m etry Z2 � U (1)butnotforthe Heisenberg sym m etry group even

though the bosonized action hasthe sam e structure forboth sym m etries. Indeed,in the Heisenberg case w1 and r

arerelated and cannotbe sim ultaneously sm all[25].

Theequilibrium ferrom agnetictransitionisdescribed bytheaction L = (@��s)
2=2+ r(@x�s)

2=2+ b(@2x�s)
4+ u(@x�s)

4

[16]. After the substitution m = @x�s=(4�) this action reduces to the free energy ofthe uniaxialferroelectric [17].

Interestingly,the sam e universality classem ergesin a num berofunrelated non-equilibrium classicalproblem swith
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conserved orderparam eter[18,19]and in equilibrium quantum problem s[29]. Long range dipole forcesreduce the

criticaldim ension oftheuniaxialferroelectricsto 3.Thisisequivalentto 2 in thequantum problem .Non-equilibrium

e�ects are known to suppress uctuations in classicalsystem s [19,30]. O ur results show that the sam e tendency

existsin quantum itinerantsystem swith conserved Sz wherethem ean-�eld behaviorispossiblein 1D.O n theother

hand,non-equilibrium system swhoseorderparam eterdoesnotconserveexhibittypically the sam e criticalbehavior

ascorresponding equilibrium system s[31].

In conclusion, we have shown that the voltage bias m odi�es the criticalbehavior ofone-dim ensionalitinerant

electronsnearthe ferrom agnetictransition.The exactcriticalexponentsaregiven by the m ean �eld theory.
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