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A diabatic pum ping through interacting quantum dots
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W e present a general form alisn to study adiabatic pum ping through interacting quantum dots.
W e derive a form ula that relates the pum ped charge to the local, Instantaneous G reen’s function of
the dot. This form ula is then applied to the in niteU Anderson m odelboth for weak and strong

tunnelcoupling strengths.
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Introduction. The idea of producing a DC current at
zero bias voltage by changing som e param eters ofa con—
ductor periodically in tin e dates back to the work of
Thouless [1]. Thism ethod ofexploiting the explicit tin e
dependence of the Ham iltonian of the system is known
as pum ping. If the param eters change slow ly as com —
pared to all ntemaltin e scales of the system , pum ping
is adialatic, and the average tranam itted charge doesnot
depend on the detailed tin e dependence of the param —
eters. For non-interacting m esoscopic system s, B rouw er
2], using the conospt of em issivity proposed by Buttiker
et al. [3], related the charge pum ped In a period to the
derivatives of the Instantaneous scattering m atrix of the
conductor w ith respect to the tim evarying param eters.
In case of noninteracting electrons, a general fram ew ork
for the com putation of the pum ped charge has been de-
veloped [4,14]. Pum ping through open quantum dotshas
also been Investigated experim entally [E].

The situation is profoundly di erent for pum ping
through Interacting system s. In fact, there are only few
works that address this problem [@, 17, 18] w ith m ethods
suited to tackle speci c system s or regines. As far as
pum ping through interacting quantum dots is concemed,
the work by A ono [l] exploits the zero-tem peraturem ap—
pihg ofthe K ondo problem [9]to a noninteracting system
and uses the noninteracting form alisn . On the other
hand, Cota et al. [] study adiabatic pum ping In a
doubledot system In the sequential tunneling lim i.

The ain of this Letter is to derive a formula for the
charge pum ped through an interacting quantum dot,
which isvalid from the high-tem perature lm it where se—
quential tunneling dom nates down to low tem peratures
w here K ondo correlations are relevant.

M odeland form align . W e consider a sihgle—level quan-—
tum dot coupled to two noninteracting leads. T he system
is described by the H am iltonian

H = Hiadast Haot + Hwunis 1)
P
with H eaqs = 4, , k), cx jwherecy (& )
is the ferm ionic annihilation (creation) operator for an
electron with spin =";# and momentum k in lead =
L;R . The leadsare assum ed to be in them alequilbrium

w ith the sam e chem icalpotential and to have at bands
w ith constant density of states

Thquuantu.m dot is describbed by Hgor = [ +

t)] n +Unwywithn = &d ,whered (@) is
the fermm ionic annihilation (creation) operator for a dot
electron wih soin . The kvel position of the dot con—
tains a tin e-independent part and a tin edependent
part, (). Coulomb interaction in the dot is described
kPJy the gp-site energy U . Tupneling ism odeled by H tyn =

w;; V (O, d + H.c. wih tin edependent tunnel

matrix elementsV (). W e only allow for the m odulus,
but not the phase, 0ofV (t) to vary in tin e, sihce a tin e~
dependent phase would correspond to a bias volage.

By periodically changing (@t last two of) the three
quantities Vg, (), Vr (£), and (t), a nite charge can be
pum ped through the quantum dot. The charge Q that
is pum ped after one cycle T is connected to the tin e-
dependent current Jy, (% ow ing through the lkft barrier
via the relation Q =  J.()d . The starting point
for our analysis is the exact relation that expresses the
current in termm s of the dot G reen’s fiinction [1(]
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with 1 (@i)=2 LV, ®V, (@), and £(!) istheFem i
function. The lesser, retarded, and advanced G reen’s

finction are de ned asusual, G < t) = i ¢®)d ©1i,
G )= it Bhd ;& ) i,andG® Gt =
GT t)] . The G reen’s functions are diagonal in spin
space since tunneling is soin conserving. Furthemm ore,
spin degeneracy yieds G (1Y) = G4 ) G D).
W e rem ark that the G reen’s functions G ;t°) are de—
ned w ith a H am iltonian that explicitly dependson tim e.
T hey are detem ined by the D yson equation
Z
G G) = g+  duduG Gh) Eiit)gh;t); @)
AT A<
0 A®
ful1 G reen’s function G, and the selfenergy

in m atrix notation A = for the bare, g, and

. The lat-
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ter takes into account the tunnel coupling &) to the
Jeads, the C oulom b interaction U in the dot,and the tim e~
dependent part  (t) of the level position. Note that
C1ite) = E1iifH ()9 ;4 ;) iSa functionalofthe
tin edependent H am ittonian H ( ) on the Interval k& ;% 1.
W e are Interested in the behavior of the selfenergy
and, thus, the Green’s function for a slowly varying
Ham itonian H ( ). This means that the tine scale
over which the system param eters are varying is large
com pared to the lifetin e of the system . To construct
the adiabatic expansion of the selfenergy we st lin-—
earize the tin e dependence of the Ham iltonian, H () !
H (t)+ ( B )H-(to), with respect to some xed time ty,
and expand the selfenergy up to linear order in the tin e
derivative, w here the tin e ordering In H l%to ) is stilldone
w ith J:especﬁto tie The relation ° H-(p)d =
(1+ 2)=2 12 H-(tg)d , valid or each segm ent of tim e
evolution between two vertices at tines ; and , in
the selfenergy, m otivates a global replacem ent of the
tin e variable wih the average tine (G + ©)=2 In
the selfenergy. This replacem ent de nes an approxi-
m ation, which we refer to as the average—tim e approx—
Ination [11]. As a result, the dependence of the self-
energy on the fiinction H ( ) over the mnterval ;%] is
replaced by the dependence on the three times ty, &,
and t, only, and we arrive at the adiabatic expansion

C1iitH ()9 51 ) oitito) + 1 itit)
w ih
oitit) = (it fH ©)9); @)
a+t @ oaitity)
Y = : 6
1 itito) > ot ©)

The lowest term in the adiabatic expansion corresponds
to replacing the tin edependent H am iltonian H ( ) with
the constant valuie H (). Then, ¢ ({;t%;t) depends

on § and t only via the dierence &, @nd we
can Introduce the Fourfer transform o (! ;) = d(u
blexpli! @ ®)=h] o G;kit).

The adiabatic expansion G Gt ! G, ttt) +

G (%) Prthe G reen’s function Hllow s from that for
the selfenergy via the D yson equation Eq. [§). Again, we
can introduce Fourder transform s G o-; (! ;t9) = dft
YYexpi! € ©)=hlG,; €t%t). Sihce our goal is an
adiabatic expansion of the current at tine t as given In
Eq. @), we choose from now on tg = t. This resuks in
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W e specify these matrix equations for the retarded
and lesser part and make use of the equilb-
rium relations § (!;0) = 2ifF (1) 5(';0) and

Go(l;D: (7)

Gy (19 = 2if (1) G (! ;£), where G5 (!;) =
i L(1;6)]" . Furthem ore, the adiabatic expan-—
sion r 1 (t%t) canbe constructedas 1 €%t ! 1 ()
R ®wih 1 © 1 Y. P lggingeverything into
Eq. B) we nd that the zeroth-order term of the adi-
abatic expansion for the current vanishes (@s it should
sihce it is equivalent to tim e-independent problem at
equilbriim ). The rst-order correction is given by
Z
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A factor 2 accounts for the spin degeneracy. Equation [8)
is the central result of this Letter [1Z]. It generalizes
Brouwer's formula 2] to Interacting quantum dots. W e
em phasize that this result relies on the average-tin e ap—
proxim ation forthe selfenergy. T he latter is exact w hen—
ever the selfenergy contains two vertices (either tunnel-
ing or interaction) only. This is the case or U = 0
but also or U ! 1 as long as the selfenergy is cal-
culated up to linear order in the tunneling coupling ,
aswell as for arbirary interaction at zero tem perature,
w here the interacting problem can be m apped to a non—
interacting one. W e now specialize Eq. [B) to the case
of weak pum ping due to tin edependent tunneling bar-

riers, t) = + (t), where j 3 at
any Em e t. To the lowest order in (t) the charge
Q= OTJL( )d In oneperiod T is

e ? RE @ (1)

Q= d! — T () )
L R @!
RT

where = .+ g, and = , 1O r@Odt
The symbol (!) denotes the phase of the G reen’s finc-
tion Gy (1) = F$§5(!)jexpl (!)]computed with t) re—-
placedby ,and T (/)= 2 1 = InG[j (! )] can be

Interpreted as the transm ission probability through an
Interacting quantum dot [13].

Exampls. W e now consider only weak pum ping

w ith the barriers, and we restrict ourselves to the case

L = r = =2. We start by studying the nonin—
teracting single-level quantum dot, using Eq. [@), with
Gy(l)y= (! +1 ) ! .From inspection ofEq. [@ i is
clear that there isno pum ping in the noninteracting case
if the level is resonant ( = 0). In the high-tem perature
Iim it 1 With = 1=kyT), the pumped charge
readsQ = S £9().

W e now tum our attention to weak pum ping w ith the
barriers in the lim i of Jarge electron-electron interaction,
U ! 1 . For tem peratures larger than the K ondo tem —
perature (de ned below ), we approxin ate the instanta-
neous G reen’s finction ofthe dot w ithin the equation-of-

m otion m ethod [14]. Replacing t) by one nds
1

GE() = 1 mi ! SA(M)+ L+ £,
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FIG .1: Pum ped charge in unitsofe = ? asa function ofthe
levelposition In unitsof forU ! 1 (solid line) and U = 0

(dashed line). The tem perature iskg T = 5 ,and E . = 20

n h io
where A (1) = 1 i+-2s Re I+it
and i = L G5(!) £(!) is the occupation of

the lvel per soin, the D igamm a function, and E.
a high-energy cuto . For the high-tem perature lim i,
1, we obtain the analytical expression
£9()
1+ £¢()

0 27 ()= .
f()+71+f() 1 (10)

e
= — 90+
Q > £°0

Figure [[ show s the pum ped charge as a fiinction of
the level position in the high-tem perature lm it. The
enhancem ent of the pum ped charge as com pared to the
noninteracting case, is m ainly due to the fact that, in
the presence of interactions, the bare level is renom al-
ized by an am ount which depends on (t), and hence
the level position becom es tin e dependent. The oscil-
lation of the level increases the pum p e ect third tem
in Eq. [@)] [18]. Also the fact that the level width is
energy dependent, 3 L+ £()], hassome analle ect on
the pum ped charge [second term in Eq. [[0)]. W e note
that or ! 0,thethird tem mh Eq. ([0) goesas 2 E .,
w hile the othertwo term sgo as ( )2 [L4]. The shape of
the curves in Fig.[ll are easily understood from the de—
pendence of @ =@ around j j< kg T on the bare kvel
position . In the noninteracting case, the scale on which
the phase varies around the level position increases
Iinearly with ;ie., @ =Q changessign when tuning the
level position through the Fem ienergy. In presence of
Interaction, though, the dom lnant m echanisn is the vari-
ation ofthe level renom alization, w hich shifts (!) along
the ! axis, with no sign change in @ =@

T he equation-ofm otion m ethod gives qualitative, re—
liable results dowg to the K ondo tem perature, given by
kg T kTxk = E. =2exp i ¥ h Fig.@, we
show the tem perature dependence of the pum ped charge
for the interacting quantum dot, obtained by num erical
integration of Eq. [@) and for com parison, the noninter—
acting result. At very high tem peratures the pum ped
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FIG.2: Pumped charge in units of e = 2 as a function of

tem perature (in units ofthe levelposition), orU ! 1 (solid
line) and for U = 0 (dashed line). The lkevelposition is xed
at = 235 . In both cases a maxinum appears at aln ost
the sam e tem perature. The cuto energy isE .= 20 .

Inset: Pum ped charge as a function of tem perature (n units
of Tx ) orU ! 1 . For0< T < 05Tk, Q is obtained by
m eans of the m ean— eld slavedboson m ethod , perform ing a
Som m erfeld expansion. For T > 15Tk it is com puted num er—
ically using the equation-ofm otion G reen’s fiinction.

charge tends to zero. D ecreasing the tem perature the
charge exhibits a m axinum both In the Interacting and
noninteracting case. It occurs when the level position
and the tem perature are of the sam e order. Its position
is detem ined by the spectral weight of the integrand
finction in Eq. [@) which falls in the energy window set
by tem perature through the derivative ofthe Fermm i func—
tion. A pproaching the K ondo tem perature, the pum ped
charge in the interacting system increases rapidly, indi-
cating K ondo correlations.

To address the Iim it T Tk we resort to the slave-
boson m ethod [L7] In the m ean— eld approxin ation in
the boson eld. The istantaneous dot G reen’s func—
tion can be written as G§ (! jt) = p(ft()t)G;f(! ;t), where
the pseudofem ion G reen’s function is G;f(! ;0= (

pe@+ 1 pe@=2) ' . W e are interested .n G5, (! ), where

(t) is replaced by . The renom alized level position

pfand the renom alized rate rhave to be found asthe
solutions of the non-linear system of equations:

z
d
2 -Re GI:(1) £()+ pr = 0; (la)
Z
g & Ly £(0)=1 -5 a1
2_1—m pr(-) (-)_ T . ( )

At zero tem perature the pum ped charge can be expressed
by m eans of Friedels sum rulk [1€]and Eq. [@), as

de @mMi ,
— sin

mi ; 12)

w hich relates the pum ped charge to the average occupa—
tion per spin mi only. The full know ledge of the latter,
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FIG .3: Pum ped charge in units ofe = ? asa function ofthe
levelposition in unitsof ,forU ! 1 ,T=0andE.= 20 ,

com puted by m eans of the m ean— eld slaveboson m ethod.

eyg. from num erical renom alization group, would estab—
lish an exact solution ofthe problem . W ithin the m ean—
eld slaveboson approach we get mi= 1=2(1 pt=)
[19], and ¢ is com puted from Egs. [). In the unitary
Im i ( pr and T Tk , such that mi ! 1=2)
the Jevel is renom alized to resonance pr ! 0, and the
pum ped charge is zero. T his result is consistent w ith the
fact that In the unitary lin it the problem m aps to the
noninteracting dot w ith the lvel shifted to resonance,
and that for the freeelectron case there is no pum ped
chargew hen the levelisat the Ferm ienergy. O n the other
hand, in experim entally relevant situations the renom al-
ized Jevel is not exactly at the Fem i energy and non-—
negligble charge pum ping occurs.

Ih Fig.[dwe show the charge pum ped at zero tem pera—
ture obtained solving num erically Egs. [[l) . A s expected
the charge tends to zero when the level is desp enough
below the Fem i energy. The behavior of the pum ped
charge around T Tx can be obtained by perform ing a
Somm erfeld expansion in Eq. [@), and in Egs. [[). The
pum ped charge goes as T 2. C om paring the tem perature
behavior of the charge for T Tx wih the one for T
jast above Tx [see inset of Fig.[d], we expect a m axi-
mum at around Ty . Roughly speaking, this extrem um is
analogous to the one that occurs at higher tem peratures.
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