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Ab-initio sim ulationsofquantum transportcom m only focuson a centralregion which isconsid-

ered to be connected to in�nite,periodic leads through which the current ows. The electronic

structure ofthese distant leads is norm ally obtained from an equilibrium calculation,ignoring the

self-consistent response of the leads to the current. W e exam ine the consequences of this, and

show that the electrostatic potential,��,is e�ectively being approxim ated by the di�erence be-

tween electrochem icalpotentials,��,and thatthisapproxim ation isincom patiblewith asym ptotic

charge neutrality. In a test calculation for a sim ple m etal-vacuum -m etaljunction,we �nd large

errors in the non-equilibrium properties calculated with this approxim ation,in the lim it ofsm all

vacuum gaps.W e provide a sim ple schem e by which these errorsm ay be corrected.

PACS num bers:05.60.G g,73.40.-c,41.20

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

The last�fteen yearshave seen considerable progress

in the sim ulation of non-equilibrium m any-electron

nanoscale system s1,2,3,4,5,6,7 typically using the Lo-

cal Density Approxim ation (LDA) to Density Func-

tionalTheory (DFT)8,9 within the fram ework of non-

equilibrium G reen’sfunctions(NEG F)10.In thesesim u-

lationsthesystem sunderstudy consistoftwo electrodes

(or leads),placed to the left and to the right ofan ac-

tive centralregion which containsa m olecule and parts

ofthe left and right electrode. Starting from the un-

connected electrode-centralregion-electrodesystem with

each of the electrodes itself in equilibrium but not in

equilibrium with each other11 theNEG F form alism then

providestheform alapparatustoswitch onthecontacting

term softheHam iltonian adiabatically,causingacurrent

to ow through thesystem .Associated with thiscurrent

and related to the resistance ofthe m olecule there is a

\resistivitydipole"arisingfrom thenewlyinduced charge

density,thatcausestheelectrostaticpotentialto drop in

theneighbourhood ofthecentralregion.Them agnitude

ofthe drop in the self-consistent electrostatic potential

isessentially �xed by a chargeneutrality condition,i.e.,

thefactthattheasym ptoticelectroderegionsm ustthem -

selvesbe charge-neutralsince a net charge would cause

the electrostatic potentialto diverge. In the case ofjel-

lium electrodes,thischargeneutrality condition acquires

a strict localform 28 since,asym ptotically,the electron

density exactly cancels the background density at any

point.

Itshould bepointed outthatm ostpracticalim plem en-

tations ofthe NEG F form alism cannot,strictly speak-

ing,properly take into accountthe drop in the electro-

static potentialbetween the leads, since the adiabatic

switchingofthecontactingterm softheHam iltonian (i.e.

the perturbation)changesthe density and the response

to that change cannot be described inside the realm of

static DFT. Furtherm ore the lead self-energies, which

describe the coupling between the leads and the cen-

tralregion,are com m only obtained from an equilibrium

calculation4,5.AttheleveloftheHartreeapproxim ation

and in the non-equilibrium regim e,this m eansthat the

leads do not respond to the ow ofcharge induced by

the applied bias voltage;the electrochem icalpotentials

rem ain �xed to their equilibrium values and the drop

in the self-consistent electrostatic potential,��,is,as

discussed below,e�ectively being approxim ated by the

di�erencebetween electrochem icalpotentials,�� 1,4,5,12.

AttheleveloftheHartree-Fock approxim ation thislack

ofasym ptotic self-consistency also im pliesthatthe non-

equilibrium Fock operatordeep insidetheleadswould be

equaltotheequilibrium one,which isclearlynotthecase

since the Fock operatordependson the non-equilibrium

occupanciesofthecurrentcarryingstates,which aredif-

ferent from the equilibrium ones everywhere. However,

wewillnotfurtherdiscussthee�ectsofthelackofasym p-

toticself-consistency in theFock operator.Them ostse-

veree�ectsappearalready in the self-consistentHartree

potentialwhich we willuse asan illustration in ourpa-

per. W e would like to note thatnon-partitioned NEG F

approaches,as suggested by Cini13 and late elaborated

by Stefanucciand Alm bladh14,15,arein theory freefrom

these objections as they focus on the evalualtion ofthe

non-equilibrium G reen’sfunction in thewholetransport-

ing system .

Therelationbetween theelectrostaticdropandasym p-

totic chargeneutrality isalready im plicitin the original

form ofthe Landauer form ula16,17 I = T

R
��,and has

been explored by som e authorsoverthe years18,19 until

very recently20. In Ref.20 the authors further clarify

the distinction between the di�erence between the elec-

trochem icalpotentials of the left and right electrodes,

��,and the drop in the electrostatic potential,��,as

wellas the role played by the geom etry. However they

do notdiscussin detailthevalidity oftheapproxim ation

�� = ��.

To �x ideas consider the biased system depicted in

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0501667v1
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FIG .1:(coloronline).Schem aticillustration oftheself-consistentelectrostaticpotential(thick solid line)togetherwith itsdrop

��,and thedi�erence between electrochem icalpotentials�� = � R � �L .In (a)and (b)�� = ��.Solid (dashed)arrowsare

indicative ofthe transm ission and reection am plitudes ofright-going (left-going) states. In (a) a thick barrier with neglible

transm ission between �L and �R isshown.In thiscase forthe system to be neutralin itsfarleftand rightregions�� = ��.

The thinnerbarrierin (b)allowsforlargervaluesofthe transm ission coe�cientand hence,since there isa netand signi�cant

ow ofparticles from leftto right,there localdensity ofstatesissm aller on the leftthan on the right. If�� = �� thiscase

leadsto a netaccum ulation ofcharge on the rightregion and a depletion ofitin the leftregion.Therefore �� hasto deviate

from �� in the way schem atically shown in (c).

Fig.1,which is translationally invariant in two ofthe

three spatialdirections and hassom e localized inhom o-

geneity along thez-direction.Sinceleft-and right-going

scatteringstatesareoccupied up to two di�erentelectro-

chem icalpotentials,�L and �R respectively,a current

owsalong z,and therefore there isan electrostatic po-

tentialdrop ��.Ifweassum e that�� = � R � �L = ��,

then itiseasy to show thatin the asym ptotic electrode

regionsthe electronic density,�,isin the caseofjellium

electrodes,given by18,19,21:

�(z ! � 1 ) = �B (z ! � 1 )

�

Z + 1

0

dk� T(E z)[fR (E z)� fL(E z)];(1)

where�B (z)isthe background density,k� arethe m ag-

nitudes of the z-com ponent of the m om entum in the

asym ptotic right(+ ) and left (� ) electrode regions,re-

spectively;E z(k� ) = k2� =2 = k2+ =2� �� is the energy

associated with the m otion in the direction ofthe cur-

rent;T(E z) is the usualtransm ission probabilities and

fR and fL arethe equilibrium Ferm i-Diracdistributions

forright-and left-going electronsaveraged overthecom -

ponentsofthem om entum perpendicularto thedirection

ofthecurrent,each ofwhich ischaracterized by an elec-

trochem icalpotential�R (L ). The latter,asfunctionsof

k� ,aregiven by
18,19,21:

fL ;R (k� )=
1

(2�)2
(k2L ;R � k

2
� )�(k � � kL ;R ); (2)

where kL ;R are the asym ptotic Ferm iwave-vectors for

left- and right-going electrons respectively, in the left

asym ptoticregion.Therefore,when im posing �� = ��,

associated with the presence ofa currentfrom ,say,left

to right,there is a charge depletion in the asym ptotic

left electrode region and a charge accum ulation in the

asym ptoticregion oftherightelectrode18,19,20,21.There-

foreitisclearthatthedrop in theself-consistentelectro-

staticpotentialisnecessarilydi�erentfrom ��.Itisthen

surprising that in m any state-of-the-artab-initio quan-

tum transportsim ulationsthe approxim ation �� = ��

is used withoutfurther explanation or com m entson its

validity1,4,5,12.O fthefew thathaveconsidered thisprob-

lem letusm ention P�otz18,who introducesa driftin the

electronic distribution functions ofleft-and right-going

electronssothattheasym ptoticelectroderegionsrem ain

neutral,Bokesand G odby19 whose proposed m ethod is

appliedin thisworkandDiVentraandLang22 whorenor-

m alize the electron densities deep in the jellium elec-

trodes.

From theabovegiven discussion itshould beclearthat

asym ptoticself-consistency (i.e.thefullnon-equilibrium

G reen’sfunction ofthe leads)isgenerally needed in or-

der to describe the drop in the electrostatic potential

correctly. The lack ofasym ptotic self-consistency natu-

rally leadsto the approxim ation �� = �� which is in-

com patiblewith chargeneutrality in theasym ptoticlead

regions. The rest ofthis paper is organized as follows:

In Section IIwe show explicitly the e�ect thatthe lack

ofasym ptoticself-consistency hasin thecalculated non-

equilibrium propertiesofa sim plejellium m etal-vacuum -

m etaljunction. In Section IIIwe expressthese ideasin

the lenguage ofNEG F’s,showing which term sare com -

m onlyneglectedandprovidingasim plerecipetoincorpo-

ratethem forthecaseofjellium electrodes.W econclude

in Section IV.

II. EX A M P LE:A SY M P T O T IC C H A R G E

N EU T R A LIT Y IN A JELLIU M

M ETA L-VA C U U M -M ETA L IN T ER FA C E

Neglecting the non-equilibrium contributions to the

G reen’sfunction ofthe leadsresults,atthe levelofthe

Hartree or DFT-LDA approxim ations,in the approxi-

m ation �� = ��,which in turn is incom patible with

asym ptoticchargeneutrality in the leads.W e now show

the e�ectsofthisapproxim ation in the calculated prop-
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ertiesofanon-equilibrium m etal-vacuum -m etaljunction.

Even though we will use a scattering-state-based ap-

proach its equivalence with the NEG F form alism m ay

be noted.

The jellium m odel of the m etal-vacuum -m etal

interface1,23,24 isde�ned in term softhebackground den-

sity:

�B (z)= n0[�(� z)+ �(z� L)]; (3)

where n0 = 3=4�r3
s
and L is the length ofthe vacuum

gap.Forthissystem wesolvethe K ohn-Sham equations

self-consistently usingthePerdew-Zunger25 param etriza-

tion of the LDA exchange-correlation potential. His-

torically this system was the �rst to be studied using

conventional ab-initio techniques in a non-equilibrium

regim e1,24,and,for our purposes,constitutes a sim ple

system for which the electrostatic e�ects under study

arisein the m osttransparentm anner.

In orderto ensurechargeneutrality in theasym ptotic

electroderegions,fora given valueof�� weneed to �nd

kR and kL in Eqs.(2)such that

n0 = �(z ! � 1 ); (4)

aresatis�ed.kR and kL arerelated to theelectrodeelec-

trochem icalpotentialssim ply by

�R � �L =
k2
R
� k2

L

2
; (5)

Therefore,ateach step ofthe self-consistency cycle,we

solvethe Poisson equation with Dirichletboundary con-

ditions,�xing �� and calculating thecorresponding ��

thatensuresthattheasym ptoticleftand rightelectrode

regionsrem ain neutral.Strictly speaking thisprocedure

is only justi�ed in the case (such asthe m etal-vacuum -

m etaljunction)thatthereisaone-to-onecorrespondence

between �� and ��, i.e., there is a one-to-one corre-

spondencebetween theapplied biasand thecurrent.For

this particular case our m ethod is equivalent to the al-

ternative one of�xing �� and calculating �� by solv-

ing the Poisson equation with von-Neum ann boundary

conditions7.

W hen studying the inuence of asym ptotic charge

neutrality in the calculated non-equilibrium properties

we solve the K ohn-Sham equations self-consistently us-

ing the procedure described by M cCann and Brown1,

with the approxim ation �� = �� and without it,us-

ing the asym ptotic neutrality condition Eq.(4). In par-

ticular the Poisson equation is solved using Niem inen’s

m ethod1,12,23,which greatly stabilizesthe iterative pro-

cessand fastensthe convergence.

W enextpresenta setofresultsforasym m etricm etal-

vacuum -m etaljunction with electrodescharacterized by

rs = 429,focusing in thedi�erencesbetween �� and ��

asa function ofthe electrode-electrodedistanceand the

e�ectthatthe lack asym ptoticneutrality hasin the cal-

culated resistivity dipoles and currentdensities. Fig. 2

showsa linearrelation between �� and �� fordi�erent

∆φ/EF

∆
µ
/
E

F

0.150.10.050

0.15

0.1

0.05

0

FIG .2:(coloronline)The�gureshowsthedi�erencebetween

electrochem icalpotentials�� asa function ofthedrop in the

electrostatic potential��,in units ofthe equilibrium Ferm i

energy,fordi�erentvaluesoftheelectrode-electrodedistance,

L.L = 0:25rs (solid line);L = 0:5rs (dashed);L = 1rs (short

dashes); L = 1:5rs (dots); L = 2rs (dot-dashed). �� �

�� only forlarge electrode-electrode spacings. Forreference

E F = 3:131 eV

lengths ofthe vacuum gap. Allthe lines fallbetween

two lim iting ones: �� = 0 forL = 0 and �� = �� for

L ! 1 as expected. For L = 0 the system is hom oge-

neousalongthez direction and hencethereisno electro-

staticdrop.Asthedistancebetween electrodesincreases

thetransm ission coe�cientT(E z)decreases,thecurrent

decreasesand �(z ! � 1 )! n0,therefore the electro-

static drop and the di�erence between electrochem ical

potentialsareapproxim ately equalin thatlim it.In fact

�� � �� for L > 2r s. However one should note that

there are no m olecular conducting channels present in

ourm odel.Ifthese werepresentand open,then the de-

viation from �� = �� should,according to Eq.(1),be

largerata �xed value ofthe electrode-electrode separa-

tion. Fig.3 shows calculated resistivity dipoles de�ned

as:

��(z)= �(z;�� 6= 0)� �(z;�� = 0); (6)

for di�erent values of the applied bias. In Fig 3(a)

the dipoles were calculated within the approxim ation

�� = ��.Enforcingthisboundary condition when solv-

ing the Poisson equation leadsto the appearance ofun-

physicalchargeswhich areplaced attheedgesofthenu-

m ericalgrid used in thecalculations.Thesespuriouscon-

tributions to the induced density disappearas �� ! 0

orL ! 1 ,since in these lim its�� = ��. In Fig 3(b)

weshow thecalculated resistivity dipolesby choosing kL
and kR so thatEqs.4 aresatis�ed.Theinduced density

goessm oothly to zeroasz ! � 1 even atsm allvaluesof

L and relatively largevaluesof��.Finally in Fig.4 we

presentcalculated J � �V curves(with �V equalto ��

or�� depending on the pairofcurvesbeing com pared)

for di�erent electrode-electrode spacings. Large di�er-

ence between the J � �� = �� curve and any ofthe

othertwo are presentatsm allelectrode-electrode sepa-

rations.Asargued above,astheseparation between the

electrodesbecom eslargerallthree curvesconverge into
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FIG .3:(coloronline)(a)resistivity dipolescalculated fordif-

ferentvaluesof�� with L = 1:5r s,using �� = ��.The ar-

rowsindicate the presenceofunphysicalchargesattheedges

ofthenum ericalgrid;(b)sam e asin (a)butcalculated using

our neutrality schem e. Solid line ��=E F = 0:075, dashed

��=E F = 0:05,dotted ��=E F = 0:025. The verticallines

indicate the positionsofthe edgesofboth jellium surfaces

a singleone.TableIcontainsnum ericalvaluesofthera-

tiosbetween linearresponseconductances(calculated at

a sm allbut�nitebias)with and withouttheapproxim a-

tion �� = ��.Theperform anceofthisapproxim ationis

poorerforlargervaluesoftheconductance,asexpected.

TABLE I:Ratiosbetween thecalculated linearresponse con-

ductances per unit area G 2P = J=��, G 4P = J=�� and

G � �= � � = J=�V with �V = �� = ��,togetherwith their

corresponding value ofthe transm ission coe�cientevaluated

atE z = E F .

L=rs G 2P =G � �= � � G 4P =G � �= � � T(E z = E F )

1.0 0:89 1:24 0.675

1.5 0:97 1:06 0.347

3.0 1:00 1:00 0.006

III. R ELA T IO N T O T H E PA R T IT IO N ED N EG F

A P P R O A C H

Even though the problem ofasym ptotic charge neu-

trality for jellium electrodes is clear and directly solv-

able through the scattering states as it is done in this

paper,the issue becom esm ore involved within the par-

titioned NEG F approach. W e proceed to show explic-

itly theterm sthatareusually neglected in practicalim -

plem entationsand to provide a sim ple schem e by which

asym ptoticself-consistency m ay be easily im plem ented.

Let us consider a partitioned system ’s Ham iltonian

into two sem i-in�niteleads(left(L)and right(R))and

�nite centralregion (C).The G reen’sfunctionswe con-

siderbelow are allde�ned on the K eldysh contourwith

thecom plextim e-variable�26 and arem eanttorepresent

m atriceswith two indexesm ;n belonging to som e com -

plete set ofspatially localised basis functions. Each of

these can belong to any ofthe aboveintroduced regions

L,R orC.W e em ploy the notation

[G �]nm � � ihT�fĉn2�(� )̂c
y

m 2�(�
0)gi � = L;R;C (7)

forthe disconnected system sand

[G �� ]nm � � ihT�fĉn2�(� )̂c
y

m 2�
(�0)gi �;� = L;R;C(8)

forthe contacted ones.W e also use 1� �nm �(� � �0).

Before we turn on the contacting between L and C

and C and R the uncontacted G reen’s functions ful�ll

the equationsofm otion

(i@� � H L)G L = 1 (9)

(i@� � H C )G C = 1 (10)

(i@� � H R )G R = 1: (11)

Thiscan be also written in a block form as
2

4i@�1 �

0

@

H L 0 0

0 H C 0

0 0 H R

1

A

3

5

0

@

G L 0 0

0 G C 0

0 0 G R

1

A = 1;(12)

orm oreconcisely as

(i@� � H )G 0 = 1: (13)

Nextweturn on theinteraction term swhich couplethe

leftand centraland the rightand centralparts,written

as VL and VR respectively. The coupling,however,in-

ducesalsoachangein Ham iltoniansviathechangeofthe

density in the Hartree and the exchange-correlation po-

tentialswhich wetogetherwriteas�H� for� = L;C;R.

Using the block G reen’sfunctionswehave

(i@� � H � �H � V )G = 1: (14)

where

H + �H =

0

@

H 0
L
+ �HL VL 0

V
y

L
H C + �HC VR

0 V
y

R
H R + �HR

1

A ;

and

G =

0

@

G L L G L C G L R

G C L G C C G C R

G R L G R C G R R

1

A :
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FIG .4:(coloronline)J � �V characteristicsfordi�erentelectrode-electrodespacings.(a)L = 1r s;(b)L = 1:5rs;(c)L = 3rs.

Forthe solid lines�V = �� = ��,forthe dotted lines�V = �� and forthe dashed lines�V = ��

Thesolution oftheEq.(14)can bewritten usingEq.(13)

in the form ofthe Dyson equation as

G = G
0 + G

0 [�H + V ]� G ; (15)

where� standsfortheintegralalongtheK eldysh contour

overan internaltim e variable.

TheG reen’sfunction ofthecentralregion corresponds

to the �nite system and isusually solved num erically in

the self-consistentm anner.Itsolvesthe Dyson equation

G C C = G C + G C �HC � GC C

+ G C VL � GL C + G C VR � GR C (16)

which can be found asthe ’C C ’com ponentofEq.(15).

To have a closed system ofequations we need to �nd

G L C and G R C . These are sim ilarly given as ’LC ’and

’RC ’com ponentsofEq.(15)as

G L C = G L VL � GC C + G L �HL � GL C ; (17)

and

G R C = G R VR � GC C + G R �HR � GR C : (18)

The lattertwo can be form ally inverted (in m ;n aswell

asin �)to give

G L C = [1� G L �HL ]
� 1

� GL VL � GC C (19)

G R C = [1� G R �HR ]
� 1

� GR VR � GC C : (20)

Com bining Eqs.(16),(19)and (20)we �nally obtain

G C C = G C + G C (�HC + �C C )� GC C ; (21)

�C C = VL [1� G L �HL ]
� 1

� GL VL

+ VR [1� G R �HR ]
� 1

� GR VR (22)

= VL
~G L VL + VR

~G R VR ; (23)

wherewehaveintroduced theself-energy �C C represent-

ing theleadsforthecentralregion and de�ned new aux-

iliary G reen’sfunctions ~G L =R thatful�lltheequationsof

m otion

(i@� � H � � �H�) ~G � = 1; � = L;R: (24)

The ~G � need tobesuch thatthey correspond totheequi-

librium situation with �HL =R being turn on but with

chem icalpotentials (or Ferm i-Dirac occupation factors

fL and fR ) being kept the sam e as in G L =R . For this

reason theonly signi�canceoftheauxiliaryG reen’sfunc-

tionsistheirpresencein theexpressionfortheself-energy

�C C ,having no otherdirectphysicalm eaning
30. Using

the calculated G C C in the Eq.(19)one can now em ploy

the usualderivation ofthe expression forthe currentin

term sofG <

L C

27

I =
2e

~

<fTr
�
V G

<

L C

�
g: (25)

The usualtreatm ents3,5,6 do not considerthe change

in the leads’Ham iltoniansdue to the change in density

�HL =R that arises in the non-equilibrium regim e. This

results in a sim pli�cation ofour equationssince the re-

solventoperators[1� G R �HR ]
� 1

and [1� G L �HL ]
� 1

do

nothaveto becalculated in thenon-equilibrium regim e.

W e note that the evaluation of these would require a

com plete calculation ofG L L and G R R forthe contacted

system sincethesegivethenon-equilibrium density that

in turn determ ines the changes �HL =R . This can be

m ost easily achieved for sem i-in�nite jellium electrodes

which is equivalent to the calculations presented in the

previous section ofthis paper (see also reference15 for

m odel1D casestreated directlyusingthenon-partitioned

NEG F form alism ). However com pletely ignoring these

changesresultsin a violation ofasym ptotic charge neu-

trality in the leads! A practically usefulschem e would

beto considerthischangeto bejusta constantshift,i.e.

�HL =R = �UL =R . This is exactfor jellium electrodes if

leadsaretakentobesu�cientlyfarfrom theconstriction.

Asitcan beseen from Eq.(24),thisshiftm ovesthebot-

tom softhe bands in the leads’density ofstates,which

isthe only characteristic ofleadsthateventually enters

into the �nalexpression for the current Eq.(25). The

relation between thedrop in thechem icalpotentials,the

drop in the induced potentialand theseshiftsissim ply

�� + �U L � �UR = �R � �L; (26)

which isalso clearfrom Fig.1c.Unfortunately thisrela-

tion �xesonly the di�erencesbetween the shifts�UL =R .



6

W e stillneed to have one m ore equation to determ ine

them uniquely. Thiswould com e from the com putation

ofnon-equilibrium localcharge neutrality in one ofthe

electrodes.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have shown that in an exact tim e-dependent

density-functional form ulation of the partitioned

K eldysh-NEG F approach the changes in the Ham il-

tonian of the leads due to the contacting needs to be

included.Itisim portantfora correctdescription ofthe

electrostaticpotentialpro�leatlargecurrentsorjunction

with transm ission close to one. Using a sim ple jellium

m odelofa biased m etal-vacuum -m etaljunction wehave

exam ined quantitatively the e�ects of�xing �� = ��.

Signi�cant di�erences between the non-equilibrium

properties calculated using this approxim ation and a

m ore reasonable treatm ent ofthe electrostatic problem

based on asym ptotic charge neutrality arise in the

lim it of sm all electrode-electrode separation. These

e�ects would be even m ore pronounced for resonant

m olecular junctions where both electrostatics and high

conductance acting sim ultaneously m ay signi�cantly

inuence the I� V characteristicsofthe system .
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