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T he phase diagram of a dissipative particlke in a periodic potentialand a m agnetic eld is studied
In the weak barrier 1im it and in the tightdiding regim e. For the case ofhalf ux per plaquette, and
for a w ide range of values of the dissipation, the physics of the m odel is detem ined by a non trivial

xed point. A com bination of exact and variational results is used to characterize this xed point.
Finally, it is also argued that there is an interm ediate energy scale that separates the weak coupling

physics from the tightdinding solution.

PACS numbers: 03.65Y z, 03.75Lm

Introduction A quantum particle interacting w ih an
environm ent with a m acroscopic num ber of degrees of
freedom , the Caldeira-T.eggett (CL) m odel t_]:], is one of
the sin plest m odels used In the study of decoherence in
quantum system s. This m odel has been generalized to
Include the m otion of a dissipative particle In a periodic
potential [_Z], In a niemagnetic eld E_ﬁ], and in a com —
bination of both situations EI]. T he problem describbed
by such a m odel applies to a large num ber of situations
In condensed m atter, quantum com putation, and string
theory. A fow examples are: ux qubit dephasing In
quantum com puters i_E;], defects in Luttinger liquids i_d],
Junctions between m any Luttinger liquids Ej], and non-—
trivial backgrounds In open string theory E]. The CL
m odel is also relevant to the study of the dephasing in—
duced In m esoscopic system sby extermalgates i_é, -'_ﬁ], and
it alw ays reproduces the short tin e dynam ics ofparticles
nteracting w ith ohm ic environm ents [16]. The m odel
also describes the quantum m otion of a vortex in a lat—
tice. This m odel has attracted interest in the study of
d-wave superconductors w ith strong phase uctuations
f[1]. Note that, in this context, dissipation due to low
energy m odes arises naturally.

A though the phase diagram ofa dissipative particle in
a periodic potential is well understood {12, 13], there is
no sin ilar degree of understanding when a m agnetic eld
is also added to the probkm K, 14]. Thism odelbecam e
known as the dissipative H ofstadter m odel, and in the
present work we analyze its phase diagram w ith a square
lattice sym m etry, the renomm alization group RG) ows
and xed points. W e usem appings into soin and ferm ion
H am iltonians, and variational m ethods in order to ob-—
tain further nform ation on the phase diagram , which, as
discussed below , presents a num ber a new features w ith
regpect to the m odelw ithout a m agnetic eld.

The model. In the absence of dissipation, the Hofs—
tadter problem hasa com plex energy soectrum [_I;'n] The
m odelhas a duality between the weak coupling and tight
binding lin its of the periodic potential [16] and, in both
cases, the spectrum can be descrbed by H arper’s equa-

tion fI7]. A sin ilar duality holds in the disspative case
1, which adm its further extensions (sse below ).

W e start by considering the lin it where the periodic
potential is weak. It was shown in Ref. Eﬁ] that from
perturbation theory on the lowest Landau’s lkevels the
dissipative m odel can be described by a boundary con—
form al eld theory in (1+ 1) din ensionsw ith action we
use units such that ~= 1= kg ),
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where i isthe totally antisym m etric tensor. T he parti-
cle’s coordinates are represented by the boundary degrees
of freedom ofthe eld, R ()= 10; )&+ 2(0; )é.
In addition, the particle m oves In a periodic potential of
lattice spacing a and am plitude ( = V= 1, where
V is the potential strength, and is a high energy cut-
o ), and is sub fct to a perpendicular m agnetic eld of
ampliude = Ba’?=  Where o is ux quantum).D is-
sipation arises from the rsttem in the rhs. ofEq. @)
when the buk modes ( ;(x; ) wih x > 0) are traced
out. T he dissipation strength isgivenby = a? where
is the dissjpation coe cient).
In the absence of the potential the theory is G aussian
and the eld propagator reads EZJ:, :_7., :_l-Z_L']
hi0;) 000 = 2~InjJ 555+ 1 Tsan () 445 2)
where ~= =( 2+ 2?)and "= =( 2+ ?). The
rst tem in Eq. @) is the well studied Jogarithm ic cor-
relations. The second part of the propagator is the
Aharonov-Bohm phase that the particlk picks due to the
m agnetic eld. U sing this resul, it is sin ple to w rite the
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partition function as an expansion in powers of
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whereA () =e ' +© 9 Eq. @) hasa sinpl physical

Interpretation: each nsertion ofX representsa jum p of
the centerofthe paﬁjc]e’sﬁandau orbibya i5ector ofthe

\dual" bttice#, ;n = ma= 2+ Z&+na= 4+ 2¢&
(n andm are integers) {_14]. W hich, for = 0 isadistance
proportionalto the Lamorradius (¢~ =  =2a).

The com plem entary lim it to the physics of Eq. @) is
to consider very large barriers. T hus, instead ofthe low —
est Landau orbits, a tight binding approxin ation to the
spectrum In the absence of dissjpation is natural start-
ng pojntEr_Z, :fl]. T he partition function is now expanded
In powers of the nearest neighbor hopping am plitude, t,
betw een them inin a ofthe periodic potential. The result
is denticalto Eq. {§) with the substitutions of Tabk 1.

| g 1=q

Il
<
Il
14

weak barriers
tight binding t

I
i

TABLE I: Duality relations between the strong and weak
coupling 1im its of the dissipative H ofstadter m odel.

In the follow ng, we focus on a cross section of the
phase diagram , “or = 1l=gqwih g2 Z, that contains
m ost of the interesting features. W e found convenient to
re-w rite the problem in an uni ed H am iltonian form align

Z
H = E ' dz i|:@ (Z)]2+ 2g[ (Z)]Z
2 29 ° o
n T, @+ T, ev@ 4+ hes; @)
wherewesstv= 1, [xy (Z1); xyy @)1= x;y @ 2)

and Ty, are p-dinensionalm atrices (T, .} = T} ) that
satisfy the algebra

T,T, = &

T, 5)
T he correspondence between the param eters of Eq. @)
and the dissipative m odelare sum m arize on Tab]e:_i. The
stability of the both lim is is given by the lowest order
renom alization group RG) equation

¢. =0 9 ; ©)

where d'= d = . Since the scaling din ension of (V)
In the strong coupling case is not the inverse of the one
at weak coupling, there are values of ( ; ) where both
and thave munaway ows. This is sin ilar to the case
considered in Ref. t_l-g, :_fg'], where it was shown that a

particle In a triangular Jattice can have a non trivial xed
point at intermm ediate coupling.
Variational treatment. For g < 1, (') scales to—

ward strong coupling. This usually suggests that the

elds ;y (0) becom e \pinned" at som e value xyy Q). We
can gain insight into this \pinned phase" using the Self-
C onsistent H amm onic A pproxin ation (SCHA) !_2-(_)'] This
approxin ation replaces the origihalperiodic potentialby
ham onic wells ad justed selfconsistently. W ithin SCHA
we replace the boundary term in Eq. 62!) by

X Kala0 ,F

5 W, + T, ' Pi

Vg =

a= x;y

where K y and K, are variational param eters. The p-
din ensional state Pi has also to be adjusted variation—

ally, and x;y = argh0dly,, Pi.

FIG.1: Set of degenerate m inin a obtained using the SCHA
for g = 2. The arrows denote the ordentation of the state
Jn ;niorm ;n = 1;2. Possbl hopping tem s between these
m Inin a are also sketched.

Because of the periodicity of the potential, states hi
such that lmy;, hi di er by a phase, have the same
ground state energy. It can be shown that the lowest
energy is obtained for 0, Pij= O, Pij= T and

T(T) ¢+ : 7

Given a state i, and using the relations in Eq. @),
we can construct p? states, jn ;ni = TP® T, Pijm ;n =
1; P
SCHA lads to a degenerate set of states labeled by
the m ininum In the periodic potential. The situation
is ilustrated In Fjg.i_]:], where the case g = 2 is shown.
T he scaling din ension of the hopping between m inim a
In the sublattice de ned by a given vector Tn ;ni is 1=g.
A Ythough tunneling is also possible between m nima In
di erent sublattices, it is reduced by the overlap factor
Jm ;nin %n%3 Thesem inin a are closer in realspace, and
their scaling dim ension is 1= 4g). Hence, for1=4< g< 1
both the weak and strong coupling lin its are unstable
further supporting the existence of an intermm ediate xed
point. For a generalvalie of ¥ (or ) = 1=p this result
generalize to 1=p* < g < 1. M oreover, the overlap of
the states 1 ;ni de ne an e ective Berry’s phase gen—
erated when m oving around each plaquette. It is easy

1 that lead to the sam e energy. Thus, the



to show that the ux per plaquette needed to generate
this Berry’s phase is p. Hence, wihin the SCHA the
weak barrier problem has an additionalduality property,
which Jeaves ~ ( ) unchanged, but replacesg $ 1=(p %q).
M apping to a spin chain for g= 2. For "= 1=2 In
the weak coupling case, or = 1=2 in the tight binding
Iim it, the operators Ty and T, in Eg. ('_4) reduce to Pauli
m atrices, 4; y. This equivalence suggests the use ofa
soin Ham iltonian w ith the sam e universal properties for
the environm ent. Thus we replace Eq. @) by two sem i-
In nite XX Z chalns

X
H = r}§§+l+ gry]+1+ irzwl
né 1;0
+ v (Y5 T D) ®)
w here = oos[ (1 g)]l and vg = Jsin(g)F( +

2arcsincos( 9)).
The spin Ham iltonian provides a di erent perspec—
tive of the in nite coupling lin i studied by SCHA .AS
' 1 ,the low energy sector tends towards the tensor
product of two sem in nite chains (starting from sites
2) plus the low energy excitations of the three strongly
coupled spins at sites -1, 0 and 1. As the SCHA sug—
gested, there are four degenerate states (see F1ig. @')).
W hen we consider < 1 , the interaction between sites
2 and 1 can be treated as a perturbation of order
1= and we the degeneracy is lifted to a doublet. In fact,
this doublket is protected by a hidden symm etry (see be-

low). A fregde ning dualspin variablesfl], *= * X,
and 7= ", | Y,we ndthat [§;H]= 0. This con-

served quantity is non-localin the origihal soin (dissipa—
tive) problem , thus it correspond to a topologicalcharge.

W e can further understand the intem ediate xed
point by solving the \non-nteracting" problm, g =
1=2. A's a bonus to be solvable, it is also believed that
this point separates four di erent phases n the (; )
p]aneiff]. U sing the dual spin variables, the H am iltonian
breaks into three independent parts,

X X

H = At oao1a * At onoae1 TV 0O
n§ 0 n

wih the de nitions: 1 = 1, 1= 1 —andv =

vs 1) 5§+ %1 G .Eq.(r_.cj)jmpljesthattheodd sites
of the origihal chain are m apped into two sem n nite
quantum Ising chains wih open boundary conditions.
T he even sites are m apped into a single quantum chain
and an in purity tem (V). A fter ferm ionizing the three
chains and taking the continuous lim i, it is straightfor-
ward to show that V is an irrelevant operator of dim en—
sion 2. Hence, the m anifestly conform al invariant RG
xed point isvy = 1. In the ferm ionic language, the

conservation of the topological charge is represented by
a sihgle M aprana ferm don localized at the origin. In ad-—
dition, we just showed that for g = 1=2 the xed point
is the resonance condition to a fermm ionic channel. Since

din V = 2 at the \non—-interacting" point, it is very lkely
that V will also be an irrelevant operator for other val-
ues g. Eventually, as we consider g ! 1, the repulsive
Interaction between ferm ions becam e su ciently strong
to close the ferm ionic channel through the localization of
aseocond M aprana (! 0 xed point).

T he correspondence w ith the SCHA give us as sin ple
picture about the particles m obility. In SCHA , the four
m inin a of the potential are organized In sub-lattices de—
picted In Fig. @). W ith the m apping to the spin chain,
they can also be classi ed accordantly to the two possble
values of the topological charge ( §). This fact suggests
that at the interm ediated xed point the lattice breaks
Into two sub-lattices. Tunneling between m Inim a of dif-
ferent sub-lattices does not occur, whilke the am plitude
for wells in the sam e sub-lattice is given by the renor-
m alized value of 1= . This is very sim ilar to the inter—
mediated xed point of a Brownian motion in a trian-
gular ]attjcel_lgl], w here there are three geom etrical sub—
lattices. For Intermm ediate values of dissipation, there isa
regin e where the particle avoids one of the sub-lattices,
butm oves on the othertwo. T his scenario ofan interm e~
diated m obility can be further supported by noticing that
for the exact solution, g = 1=2, the current operator also
becom es quadratic in the ferm ion operators. Since the
correlationsw illdecay as 2 at Jong tin es, the particlke

mobility, i5= m.:o!'h ;0;!) 50; !)i,is nieat
the xed point R31.
Fixed point at or near g = 1. W hen ;~= 1 the

diagonalcorrelationsbetw een thee! * @ ;e v ©) operators
decay as 2. The RG equation can be derived in an
=1 g[l4,23] expansion schem e,

Q. = Csn? (=g *+0 ?; % ; 0)

where C is a constant oforderunity. Forg= 2,Eq. {_i(_i)
Inplies a renom alized / . Asg ! 1, this xed
point m erge w ith the trivial = 0. The physicalm ean—
ing of = 0 is straightforward when we look from the
perspective of a quantum im purity problem . In Eq. (ZJ:),
the two bosonic elds favor the localization of the spin
variable along orthogonaldirections. Thus, when g= 1,
the \frustration" decouples the spin from the bathsP4].
Phase diagram forhalf uxperunitcell. W enow focus
on a magnetic led which corresponds to half ux per
plquette, = 1=2, which illustrates the di erent xed
points m entioned above. W e sum m arize the discussion
on Fi. {_2) .
In the tight binding lin i, the particlke is localized for
1. Clo%to_/ 1 there is an intemn ediate xed
point, t / 1 For 1=2 the exact solution
show s that ¢ 1. Finally, the duality transform ation
obtained by variationalm eans indicates that a localized
solution is unstable for 1=4, so that an interm ediate
xed point exists or1=4 < < 1.
In the weak barrier lim i, exospt at
xed point isunstable forallvaluesof . For

= 1=2,the =0
= 1=2the



line of fixed points

(@) weak barrier lim it. () tight binding lim it.

FIG . 2: Phase diagram of the dissipative H ofstadter m odel
with half ux perunit cell, = 1=2. The lnes and symbols
show the expected xed points.

RG ow of iszero, lkading to a line of xed points [4'_1 .
Thispoint in the phase diagram is equivalent to the well
known line of xed pointsofthem odelw ithout them ag—
netic eld I_Z]. T his happens because as the particle hops
n the \dual" lattice, ¥, it picksa phase 0of2 around each
plaquette. For = 3=2, the partition fiinction is iden—
tical to the partition finction in the tightbiding lm it.
Since them odel is self-dual there ought to be at least one

xed point at intem ediate coupling. For = 1=2 3)
we nd 7= 3=2. Them odelhas the sam e properties as
when ~= 1=2, and the action, eq.(ib, is form ally equiva-—
lent to the action obtained in the tight binding lm it. &t
seam s lkely that the xed point cbtained from the vari-
ational approach in this regim e has the sam e properties
as the one in the tight binding 1im it.

In the region 0 < < 1=4 the weak and tight binding
limn tshaveRG ow towards strong coupling. The SCHA
suggests that the particle is indeed delocalized with a
phenom enology quite di erent from the = 0 xedpoint.
Instead ofm oving in the \dual" lattice, ¥, it freely m oves
in the Jattice induced by the potential P5].

The existence of the selfdual point strongly sug—
gests that for som e param eters both the weak and the
tight binding lim its can be used to describe the m odel
However, at = 1=2 the di erent approaches lead to
m arkedly di erent results. Sin ilar discrepancies do exit
In m any otherpartsofthe phasediagram . Hence, it isnot
obvioushow to extrapolate the results from theweak bar-
rier case to the tight binding lim it and viceversa. T hese
di erences between the weak barrier and tight binding
lim its are related to the range ofvalidity ofthe eld the-
ordes that describe each one. For instance, when the RG

ow of the weak coupling case leads to energy scales of
the order of max( ;!.), Eq. ('_]:) is no longer jasti ed.
T hen, the theory m ust be supplem ented w ith operators
due to transitions to higher Landau levels. T his is clear
In the = 1=2 case, where the particle In the weak bar-
rier lin it e ectively hops n a \dual" lattice w ith lattice

param eterpia. Hence, starting from Eg. (:g:) it is not
possible to account for the e ects of the particle tunnel-
Ing between m inin a of the periodic potential ssparated
by a. Thism eansthat at a certain energy scale the line of

xed points stops, and the problem starts to renom alize
to the exact solution that we discussed in the text. Con—
versely, using the duality properties of the m odel, there
are other regions of the phase diagram where the tight
binding su ersby the sam e problem .

In conclusion, we studied the dissipative H ofstadter
m odel using scaling, exact resuls, and a variational ap—
proach. T his allowed us to characterize the interm ediate
coupling xed point of the m odel. Finall, we showed
that resuls obtained in weak barrier or tight binding
lim its cannot be straightforw ard connected.
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