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W e study the electric currentin the non-equilibrium K ondo m odelat zero m agnetic �eld,using

real-tim eperturbation theory in theSchwinger-K eldysh form ulation.W eshow thattheperturbative

coe�cients to allorders have a �nite lim it at large switch-on tim e (t 0 ! � 1 ), and we give a

prescription for generaloperators to give �nite coe�cients in this lim it. W e explain how this is

related to the factthatthe leads play the role oftherm albathsand allow relaxation to occurand

thesteady stateto form .Thisprovesperturbatively thata steady stateisreached in theSchwinger-

K eldysh form ulation,and speci�eswhich operatorscorrespond to quantitiesthathavea well-de�ned

valuein thesteady state.Then,weshow thatthesteady statecan bedescribed by a specialtypeof

density m atrix (related to Hersh�eld’sconjecture fortheparticularexam ple ofthenon-equilibrium

K ondo m odel.) In the second part ofthe paper we perform a renorm alization-group analysis of

the perturbative series. W e give a generalargum ent that strongly suggests that the perturbative

series ofany average in the steady state satis�es the equilibrium Callan-Sym anzik equations,and

show in detailhow it works to one-loop order for the electric currentoperator inside any average.

W e �nally com pute to two loops order the average ofthe electric currentin the steady state,and

perform a renorm alization-group im provem ent.From this,wegivea universalprescription,valid in

the perturbative regim e,forcom paring the e�ectofthe electric currentto thatofthe tem perature

on the \K ondo cloud".

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N A N D D ISC U SSIO N

The description ofan out-of-equilibrium strongly correlated system is a long standing problem . Even in the

sim plest case where the system is in a steady state and its properties no longer change with tim e,the usual

form alism ofquantum statisticalm echanicsisinadequate.Theoreticalunderstandingofsuch system sbecam eall

the m orepressing with therecentspectacularprogressin nanotechnology,which hasm adeitpossibleto study

the K ondo im purity,oneofthe bestunderstood strongly correlated system s,in out-of-equilibrium conditions.

TheK ondoim purity wasrealized experim entally asa quantum dot,atiny island ofelectron liquid,attached via

two tunneljunctionsto leads(bathsorreservoirsofelectrons)held atdi�erentelectric(orchem ical)potentials.

Thisset-up allowsan electriccurrentto ow acrossthedot,and m easurem entsofthe currentwerecarried out

asa function ofthe potentialdi�erence V ,thetem perature T and the m agnetic�eld B [1].

W hen the dotcarriesa netspin in the Coulom b blockade regim e,itcan be m odeled by a K ondo Ham iltonian

with two channels� = 1;2,corresponding to the two leads,to which the spin ofthe dot, ~S,couples[2]. The

resonanttunneling through the dot(elastic co-tunneling)allowsthe electronsfrom each bath to jum p on the

dot and back to the sam e bath,leading to the form ation ofK ondo resonance around the Ferm ilevel�� in

each lead.Further,electronsfrom onebath can jum p on the dotand onto the otherbath,giving \o�-diagonal

coupling" ofthetwo channelsto each other.W ith them atrix ofcouplingsJ�;� 0 and atzero m agnetic�eld,the

Ham iltonian is

H =
X

�

X

~k;a

(�~k � ��)c
y

�;~k;a
c
�;~k;a

+
X

�;� 0

X

~k;~k0;a;a0

J�;� 0c
y

�;~k;a
~�a;a0c� 0;~k0;a0

�~S : (1)

Herea denotesthe spin index a = � 1=2,and~S isin the spin-1/2 representation.

The process corresponding to o�-diagonalcoupling induces a current when the baths are held at nonzero

potentialdi�erence,V = �2 � �1.The developm entofthe K ondo resonanceastem peratureislowered enables
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FIG .1: (Coloronline)(A)The system .(B)The system unfolded.

thesystem toovercom etheCoulom bblockade,producingasigni�cantincreaseoftheconductance.Theunitarity

lim itisreached asT ! 0;V ! 0.

Asweareinterested in theuniversalpropertiesofthesystem ,weshallconsiderthem odelin therangeT;V �

D �,where D � = D are the bandwidths ofthe leads,each lead being considered a very large conductor(the

bandwidths can be assum ed to be the sam e for both channels). W e are allowed therefore to carry out the

standard steps(linearizingaround theFerm ilevel,keepingonly thes-wavecom ponentin theexpansion ofc
�;~k;a

in sphericalm odes),to obtain a representation ofeach lead as a free electron gas on the halfline consisting

ofleft and rightm overs �;L (x); �;R (x);x � 0,interacting with the im purity localized at x = 0. It willbe

convenientforusto \unfold" the baths,m aking leftand rightm overson the halfline into rightm overson the

fullline (de�ning  �;R (x)=  �;L (� x);x � 0).See Figure1.

The �eld-theoreticHam iltonian isthen:

H = � i
X

�

Z 1

� 1

dx 
y
�(x)@ �(x)+

V

2

Z 1

� 1

dx ( 
y

2 2 �  
y

1 1)+
X

�;� 0= 1;2

J�;� 0 
y
�(0)~� � 0(0)�~S

= H 0 + V H z + H I (2)

wherewework in unitssuch thatvF = 1.W e also denote,

H z =
1

2

Z 1

� 1

dx ( 
y

2 2 �  
y

1 1)

and

H I =
X

�;� 0= 1;2

J�;� 0 
y
�(0)~� 

0
�(0)�

~S:

The coupling ofthe bathsto the quantum dotisparam etrized by the Herm itian m atrix

J�;� 0 = �

�

�d �

� �d

�

�;� 0

(3)

where�d and � arereal(thefactor� isintroduced forlaterconvenience).Itispossibletodiagonalizethem atrix

ofcoupling J�;� 0 by a change ofbasisin the channelspace. In the sim ple situation ofa single levelquantum

dot,described by the Anderson m odel,coupled to identicalleadsonenaturally �ndsthe relation �d = �.This

m akesthe m atrix ofcoupling constantsdegenerate,one ofthe eigenvaluesbeing zero. After diagonalizing it,

theterm srepresentingtheinteraction with ~S becom ethatofa decoupled freeferm ion and a one-channelK ondo

m odel.M oregenerally,for�d 6= �,diagonalizing them atrix ofcouplingsgivestheinteraction term oftheusual

2-channelK ondo m odel.O utofequilibrium ,forV 6= 0,diagonalizing the m atrix ofcouplingsdoesnotlead to
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a sim pli�cation oftheproblem ,sincetheout-of-equilibrium term V H z inducesextra coupling between thenew

ferm ion �elds:itisnotinvariantunderchangeofbasis.W ewillnotperform thisdiagonalization here,in order

to keep the term V H z sim ple.Also,we willconsiderthe generalcase�d 6= �.

In thispaper,we are interested in studying the electric currentasfunction ofvoltage and tem perature in the

steady state ofthis m odel. As in the usualSchwinger-K eldysh form ulation ofa non-equilibrium steady state

[15,16],we willim agine coupling the dot to the leads at som e tim e t0 in the past when the system is in a

therm alequilibrium state,then allowing the system to evolve tillt= 0 when the current is evaluated. O ne

expectsthataftera transitory regim e,ast0 ! � 1 ,the system willrelax into a steady state with a constant

currentowing through the dot.

M any questionsariseconcerning thisform ulation.Probably them ostobviousoneis:Isthe m odelsu�cientto

describe the establishm entofa steady state current? O r does one have to contem plate additionalrelaxation

m echanism s(certainly presentin actualexperim ents)to absorb the continuousow ofenergy ofthe electrons

m oving from thehigherFerm i-levellead to thelowerone? In thefram ework ofreal-tim eperturbation theory,a

related (butnotequivalent)question thatonecan answeriswhetherornotthe\infrared"lim itt0 ! � 1 exists

fortheintegralsrepresentingtheperturbativecoe�cientsin an expansion in � and � d.W edevelop thereal-tim e

K eldysh perturbation theory (in som e wayssim ilarto [3]and [17]),and use itto establish the convergence of

every term ofthe perturbativeseriesasthe switch-on tim e t0 issentto m inusin�nity.

Thisresultishighly non-trivial.Real-tim eperturbation theory often givesdivergencesastheswitch-on tim eis

sentto m inusin�nity,unlessa good relaxation phenom enon isincluded in them odel.In equilibrium ,thisissue

can be easily overcom e: an infrared-divergentreal-tim e perturbation theory for a system in equilibrium only

m eansthattheparticularm odelweareconsideringdoesnothavetheproperrelaxation m echanism .Butwith an

additionalinteraction,howeversm all,representingaproperrelaxation m echanism ,thesystem willhaveinfrared

convergentreal-tim e perturbation theory.Then,forequilibrium m odels,thiscan be equivalently described by

the always-infrared-convergent\im aginary tim e" perturbation theory (where the integrals in im aginary tim e

areon a �nite interval)com ing from the description ofthe m odelusing itsequilibrium density m atrix.There,

the additionalinteraction representing relaxation can be sentto zero from the beginning.

O utofequilibrium ,however,there isno a prioristeady-state density m atrix description ofsteady quantities.

Thus,ifthereal-tim eperturbation theory isinfrared divergent,thereisno sim pleway to describesteady state

physics. This isvery natural: in contrastto the equilibrium case,the relaxation m echanism isused notonly

to reach the steady state,but also to form it,since we need a continuous absorption ofenergy. Hence,such

infrared divergencesarefarm orepathological.Ifthelim itoflargenegativeswitch-on tim eexistsorderby order,

thissuper�cially seem sa good indication thatthe steady stateisreached and thatthe m odelindeed describes

the steady state (although,strictly speaking,one would stillhave to analyse the possible non-perturbative

contributions ifthe perturbative series is asym ptotic). But ifno such lim it exists,certainly m ore questions

arise:doesthem odelreach asteadystatenon-perturbatively(thatis,divergencesarean artifactofperturbation

theory),orare otherinteractionsnecessary? These questionsofcourse appeared in the literature before (see

for instance [12,13]). An interesting exam ple is the case studied in [12],where it was shown that when the

m odelwe are discussing is put into a m agnetic �eld,the lim it t0 ! � 1 and �;�d ! 0 do not com m ute,

leading to divergencies in the perturbation theory as t0 ! � 1 . Assum ing that a steady state exists in the

m odel,the correctresultast0 ! � 1 should then be non-perturbative,and itwaspartially evaluated under

thisassum ption (the \zeroth order" wasevaluated),withoutexternaltherm alreservoircoupled to the dot.

Butthe convergenceofthe perturbativeseriesorthe technical\way around" itsdivergenciesasjustdescribed

above do notguarantee thatthe resultsare describing the correctphysicalsteady state. Indeed,ifthe m odel

is believed to have a steady state,perturbatively or not,two questions should stillbe answered: Is there an

elem ent in the m odelplaying the role ofa good therm alreservoir to sustain the correct steady state in the

m odel? And ifnot,isthere a guarantee thata coupling to an externalreservoirwould nothave an im portant

e�ect?

These lasttwo questions have m ore bearing than it m ay seem . In the usualSchwinger-K eldysh form ulation,

one doesnotassum eany exchangewith a therm albath while the system isevolved:onestartswith a therm al

equilibrium state,then turnson thecoupling to thedotand letsthesystem evolvewithouttherm albath.This

is certainly not the true physicalsituation;in fact,understanding how a therm albath a�ects the evolution

ofa quantum system was am ongst the m ain points ofthe study ofCaldeira and Leggett [4]. W e carry out
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the real-tim e perturbation theory both in equilibrium (that is,in the case V = 0; note that the real-tim e

form alism includes a transitory non-equilibrium region where the system relaxes to equilibrium ) and out of

equilibrium (V 6= 0),and show that it is the sam e phenom enon that m akes the perturbative series infrared

convergentin equilibrium and outofequilibrium .Thisphenom enon isa factorization atlargetim e separation

ofthecorrelation functionsinvolved in theperturbativecoe�cients;interpretingtheintegralsovertim ede�ning

these coe�cients in term s ofphysicalprocesses,this signals a decoherence in tim e induced by the leads and

suggests that the leads are good therm albaths. The convergentexpression in equilibrium is indeed the right

equilibrium density m atrix,con�rm ing that the leads them selves play the role oftherm albaths for the dot

degreesoffreedom .Theconvergentexpression outofequilibrium should then be\theright" steady state.Note

thatthefactorization signaling decoherencein tim eoccursbecausetheHam iltonian fortheleadsisconform ally

invariant: indeed,in conform al�eld theory,a large tim e separation is a large distance separation,which,by

locality,givesrise to factorization.Physically,thisoccursbecause the separation between the energy levelsof

the baths is m uch sm allerthan allotherscalesin the problem and essentially energy-independent(although,

aswillbecom e clearfrom ourinvestigation,these two conditionsm ay notbe su�cient).Note thatthese ideas

are not entirely new: in [5]the resultsofCaldeira and Leggettfor constructing a therm albath coupled to a

quantum m echanicalsystem were re-interpreted ascoupling a bulk conform al�eld theory in a disk to degrees

offreedom on the boundary. O urresultsgeneralize thisto the behaviorofthe im purity in the K ondo m odel.

W earecurrently investigating how thiscan befurthergeneralized (forexam ple,whatthegeneralpropertiesof

the conform al�eld theory should be).

O ur proofalso allows us to describe the steady-state physics in term s ofa \steady state density m atrix," as

conjectured by Hersh�eld [6]. The essentialdi�erence between the usualdensity m atrix and the steady-state

density m atrix can be seen asa non-locality in the latterwhich capturesthe build-up ofthe steady state.

Note that a proofofconvergence to allorder was developed in [3]for a non-equilibrium free boson m odel

with boundary interactions,but the argum ents there were very m odel-dependent (and do not apply to the

non-equilibrium K ondo m odel)and quitedi�erentfrom ours.In particular,ourargum entshavea m uch deeper

physicalm eaning and scope,asexplained above.

Let us stress here that it is quite im portant to know that no externalbath is required for reaching a non-

equilibrium steady state in an im purity m odel. Indeed,this m eans that we can use the real-tim e form alism

withoutaddition ofa coupling to an externalbath in orderto 1)study theperturbativescaling propertiesofthe

m odelaswe did in this paperfor the K ondo m odel(see below),2)constructm ore orlessexplicitly,without

strong assum ption,the steady state asan eigenstate ofthe Ham iltonian,forinstance using the the form alism

ofthe \steady-statedensity m atrix";thiseventually can giveaccessto the infrared behaviorofthe m odeland

to the integrability properties ofthe steady state (work in progress). The real-tim e form alism m ight not be

the easiestway oftrying to obtain thisunderstanding,butitisprobably the clearest,asitisthe m ostclosely

related to the actualexperim entalsituation.

O therquestionsthatneed to beaddressed in thestudy ofthisout-of-equilibrium steady stateare:How willthe

K ondoe�ect,thequenchingoftheim purity spin asthetem peratureislowered below theK ondoscaleTK ,evolve

in thepresenceofa current? W illnew scalesm aketheirappearance? W hich quantitiesareuniversal? To what

extent the powerfulideas ofthe Renorm alization G roup (RG ) apply there? M any interesting attem pts were

carried out,m ainly perturbatively,to understand theow ofcouplingsasthecut-o� (band width)D isreduced

[7,8,9,10,11,12,14].W eshallpursueadi�erenttrack and study aquestion related totheuniversalityfeatures

ofthem odel,nam ely:doesa lim itD ! 1 exist? In thislim itallresultsareuniversal.W eshallestablish that

such a lim itexistsby running the RG equations\backwards",referring to them in the �eld theoretic context,

in theusualway,astheCallan-Sym anzik equations.W eshalldeducean out-of-equilibrium �-function carrying

outthe calculation directly in the steady stateand willshow thatitisthesam easthe equilibrium �-function.

This m ay notbe too surprising since the singularity structure ofthe system usually does not depend on the

state in which they are evaluated,so that the ground state and the highly excited steady state produce the

sam e singularities. The �nite parts ofcourse are di�erent. W e show that only one scale arises,the K ondo

tem perature,TK ,and thecurrentcan bewritten in a universalform asa function oftheratiosT=TK ;V=TK ;C ,

with C an additionaldim ensionlessparam etercharacterizingtheasym m etry between � and �d (in otherwords,

specifying theRG trajectory).W e carry outthecom putation ofthecurrentto two-loop orderand verify these

statem entsexplicitly. W e then use the RG argum entsto re-sum the leading logarithm s. O urresultsare valid

in the regim e where both the bias voltage and the tem perature are sm aller than the band width,and where

the biasvoltage orthe tem perature islargerthan the K ondo scale: V;T � D ,and TK � V orTK � T. In
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particular,weverify thatthereareno divergenciesatT=V ! 0 in theperturbativeresults.Thism eansthatto

two-loop order,the voltageplaysthe roleofa good infrared cuto�.From the RG analysis,we givea universal

prescription,valid in thisregim e,forcom paringthee�ectoftheelectriccurrentto thee�ectofthetem perature

on the destruction ofthe K ondo cloud.

W ealso exam ined thee�ectofa localm agnetic�eld on thedotbut,asexpected,wereunableto show thatthe

perturbation seriesconvergesin thiscase. W e willcom e back to a discussion ofthiscase,in relation with the

resultsof[12],in the lastsection ofthispaper.

II. FO R M U LA T IO N O F T H E P R O B LEM A N D G EN ER A L C O N SID ER A T IO N S

T he Schw inger-K eldysh form ulation [15,16].

Firstform ulation.

W e shallbe interested in the electric currentthatpassesfrom lead 2 to lead 1 acrossthe quantum dotunder

the action ofthe potentialdi�ence V . Itcan be calculated by evaluating the average ofthe currentoperator

J with respectto a density m atrix thathasevolved oversu�ciently long tim e from the initialnon-interacting

density m atrix

�0 = e
� �H0

underthe action ofthe fullevolution operator

S
(V )(t1;t2)= e

� i(t1� t2)H = e
� i(t1� t2)(H 0+ V H z+ H I) : (4)

Theoperationalm eaning ofthisform ulation isthefollowing.Thenon-interactingleadsareinitially,say attim e

t0,broughtto therm aland chem icalequilibrium at zero potentialdi�erence exchanging energy and particles

with a com m on externalreservoirat�xed tem peratureand chem icalpotential.Theenergy levelsoflead 1 and

lead 2 are�lled up to the sam eenergy (with therm aland particleuctuations).

Justaftertim e t0,they are separated from the externalreservoir,then a potentialdi�erence V isapplied and

the interaction isturned on.The application ofthe potentialV justaftertim e t0,asusual,causesa raising of

the energy levelsoflead 2 with respectto those oflead 1. Forthe clarity ofthe discussion below,itisworth

being m oreprecisehere.O neshould im agineboth leadshavinga continuum ofavailablestatesfrom thebottom

oftheirbandwidthswith increasing energies(theenergiesgrow in a continuousway forin�niteleads,ofcourse,

so oneshould think aboutdensitiesofstates).Attim et0,theavailablestatesoftheleadsare�lled up to equal

energies. Then,just after tim e t0,when the potentialis applied,one shifts the energies ofallstates oflead

2 by,say,V=2 (towardshigher energies),and the energies ofthose oflead 1 by � V=2,without changing the

occupationsofthe states.Hence,the levelsoflead 2 arenow �lled up to a higherenergy than thoseoflead 1.

Sincethereservoirisdisconnected and theinteraction isturned on,thereisa current.Thesteady statecurrent

isobtained afteran in�nite tim e,which we willtaketo be tim e 0 (thatis,wewilltaket0 ! � 1 ).

In theequation (4),theraising oftheenergy levelsand theturning on oftheinteraction strength seem instan-

taneousand sim ultaneous.Butone can m ultiply both term sV H z and H I by a factorthatsm oothly increases

from 0 at tim e t0 = � 1 to 1 at tim e 0,for instance the factor e� �t,in order to im plem ent a sim ultaneous

adiabatic increase ofboth the potentialand the interaction strength. Sending � ! 0 (the adiabatic increase

occurring farin the past)givesthe steady state.Thisisreally whatisunderstood in thisform ulation.

Itisnotobvious,a priori,thatthisform ulation representsadequately the usualexperim entalsituation,where

the leads and the quantum dot are always connected to a com m on therm alreservoir(but not a reservoirof

electrons),even while the steady state is being reached. However,it is naturalto think that the leads can

them selvesplay theroleoftherm alreservoirs.Asdiscussed in theintroduction,thisisindeed thecase,and will

be m adem oreprecisebelow.
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The averageofan operatorO in the steady stateisthen given by

hO iss = lim
t0! � 1

Tr
�

S(V )(0;t0)e
� �H0 S(V )(t0;0)O

�

Tr[e� �H0]
: (5)

The operators act in the Hilbert space for H 0 (which is a tensor product ofthe two-channelfree m assless

ferm ion Hilbertspaceand oftheim purity space)obtained by im posing asym ptotically vanishing conditionsfor

theferm ion �elds(correlation functionsofferm ion �eldsvanish atin�nitedistancefrom each otherand from the

dot).To bem oreaccurate,wecould startby taking theferm ion �eldson a linesegm entoflength L containing

thedot,with som efreeboundary conditions;forinstance, �(� L)=  �(L)(thiscorrespondsto theusualfree

boundary conditionswhen ferm ionsarefolded back on thehalfline),then send L to in�nity.Thesteady state

would be obtained in the region

L
� 1 � jt0j

� 1 � V;T (6)

wherethe energy scaleofswitch-on,jt0j
� 1,su�cesto sm earoutthe energy levelspacing L � 1.

Second form ulation.

Anotherform ulation can begiven.Theinitialidea ofthissecond form ulation isthatthecurrentcan becreated

not only by a shift ofthe energies ofthe states ofleads 1 and 2 (com ing from the application ofan electric

potential),butalso by putting additionalelectronsin lead 2 and taking away electronsfrom lead 1.In orderto

im plem entthis,onestartsagain,attim et0,with theuninteracting leads,both connected to a com m on therm al

and particle reservoir,and in them aland chem icalequilibrium ;but now the chem icalequilibrium is not at

potentialdi�erence0,butratherata potentialdi�erence � V .The initialdensity m atrix isthen

~�0 = e
� �(H0� V Hz) :

Thispotentialdi�erenceshiftstowardslowerenergiesthe statesoflead 2 with respectto thoseoflead 1 by an

am ountV .Butsince thereisequilibrium ,the statesoflead 1 and lead 2 arestill�lled up to the sam eenergy.

Notethatthen,ascom pared to the�rstform ulation attim et0,therearem oreavailablesatesoflead 2 and less

oflead 1 thatare�lled.

Justaftertim e t0,the reservoirsare disconnected,then the potentialissetto 0 and the interaction isturned

on.Thedensity m atrix ~�0 then evolveswith the evolution operatoratzero biasvoltage �S(t1;t2),

�S(t1;t2)= S
(V = 0)(t1;t2)= e

� i(t1� t2)(H 0+ H I) : (7)

Putting the potentialto 0 has the e�ect ofraising the energy levels oflead 2 with respect to those oflead

1 by an am ountV ,the sam e e�ect that occurs in the �rstform ulation just after tim e t0 when the potential

is applied. In contrast,though,this bringsusto a situation where the available states ofleads 1 and 2 have

exactly the sam e energiesasin the �rstform ulation attim e t0 (thatis,atpotential0),butwith m ore states

�lled in lead 2 and less in lead 1,so thatthe leadsare �lled up to unequalenergies. Thisindeed im plem ents

having putadditionalelectronsin lead 2 and extracted electronsfrom lead 1.W ith the interaction on and the

reservoirdisconnected,a currentiscreated. Again,afteran in�nite tim e,the steady state should be reached.

The currentisthen given by

hJ iss = lim
t0! � 1

Tr
�
�S(0;t0)e

� �(H0� V Hz) �S(t0;0)J
�

Tr
�

e� �(H0� V Hz)
� (8)

(form oregeneraloperatorsO ,see(32)).

Ifthe size ofthe bandwidth can be sentto in�nity (when evaluating quantum averagesofoperatorsthatgive

�nite resultsin this lim it),then the operationaldescription above forthe second form ulation isequivalentto

thatofthe �rstform ulation,since then only the Ferm ienergiesofleads1 and 2 m atter.In particular,raising

the energy levelsor�lling stateswith electronsareexactly the sam eoperation in thiscase.

However,there isanotherdi�erence between both form ulations.In the second form ulation,we can now think

aboutputting a factore� �tforadiabatically increasing theinteraction strength,butthereisno such possibility
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foradiabatically increasing the potential(one would have to add the term � (1� e� m ut)V H z in the evolution

Ham iltonian). In other words,for practicalcalculations,this second form ulation naturally im plies that the

energy levels oflead 2 are raised (or the states are �lled),with respect to those oflead 1,by an am ount V

instantaneously,and that the interaction is then turned on adiabatically. This is to be contrasted with the

�rst form ulation,where both the potentialdi�erence and the interaction strength were understood as being

sim ultaneously increased adiabatically.

W e willshow below thatboth form ulationsareequivalent.

Sym m etry currents. The Ham iltonian H 0 is conform ally invariantand has a large algebra ofsym m etries

associated with it. It is a W ZW \current algebra" ofthe sym m etry currents (not to be confused with the

physicalcurrent J ) and it willbe convenient to carry out m any ofthe calculations in term s ofsym m etry

currents.Introducethe following operators,

Jz = � :( 
y

2 2 �  
y

1 1):

~Jx = i�( 
y

2~� 1 �  
y

1~� 2)

~Jy = �( 
y

2~� 1 +  
y

1~� 2)

~Jd = � :( 
y

2~� 2 +  
y

1~� 1): : (9)

They form the following subalgebra ofthe su(4)1 currentalgebra:

[Jid(x);J
j

d
(y)] = 2i�

�

�ijk J
k
d(x)�(x � y)� �ij �

0(x � y)
�

[Jix(x);J
j
x(y)] = 2i�

�

�ijk J
k
d(x)�(x � y)� �ij �

0(x � y)
�

[Jiy(x);J
j
y(y)] = 2i�

�

�ijk J
k
d(x)�(x � y)� �ij �

0(x � y)
�

[Jz(x);Jz(y)] = � 2i� �0(x � y)

[Jid(x);J
j
x(y)] = 2i� �ijk J

k
x(x)�(x � y) (10)

[Jid(x);J
j
y(y)] = 2i� �ijk J

k
y(x)�(x � y)

[Jid(x);Jz(y)] = 0

[Jix(x);J
j
y(y)] = 2i� �ij Jz(x)�(x � y)

[Jiy(x);Jz(y)] = 2i� Jix(x)�(x � y)

[Jz(x);J
i
x(y)] = 2i� Jiy(x)�(x � y):

In term softhesecurrentsthe fullHam iltonian H = H 0 + V H z + H 1 can be expressed asfollows:

H 0 =
1

4�

Z 1

� 1

dx

�

:~Jd(x)�~Jd(x):+ :~Jx(x)�~Jx(x):+ :~Jy(x)�~Jy(x):+ :Jz(x)� Jz(x):

�

;

H z =
1

2�

Z 1

� 1

dxJz(x)

H I = �d ~Jd(0)�~S + �~Jy(0)�~S : (11)

The operatorH z isthe total(norm alized)isospin z-com ponent.[19]

T he electric current.W e now turn to discussin m oredetailthe currentacrossthequantum dot(wesetthe

electric charge e = 1),and expressitalso in term softhe sym m etry currents. The electric currentJ isgiven

by the operatorm easuring the di�erence between the ferm ion density on,say,the second channeljustbefore

hitting the im purity and the ferm ion density on the sam echanneljustafterhitting it:

J = lim
�! 0+

�

 
y

2 2(x = � �)�  
y

2 2(x = �)

�

=
1

2�
lim
�! 0+

(Jz(� �)� Jz(�)): (12)

(weuseherethe\unfolded set-up").Equivalently onecan expresstheelectriccurrentastherateofdecreaseof

the chargeon lead-2 (orincreaseon lead-1),

J = �
d

dt
N 2 =

d

dt
N 1 = � i[H ;Hz]

= �~Jx(0)�~S : (13)
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Itiseasy to see thatthe two de�nitionscoincide.W e rewrite the �rstde�nition using \im purity conditions" -

operatorrelation inherited from boundary conditions.Boundaryconditions,in general,arepartoftheequations

ofm otion and lead tooperatorrelationsvalid on thefullHilbertspaceofaboundaryquantum �eld theory.They

are often derived from the action ofthe m odelin the sam e way asone derivesthe equationsofm otion. From

ourview point,after\unfolding" the K ondo m odel,we have a m odelwith an im purity instead ofa boundary.

Aswith boundaries,im puritiesgiveriseto \im purity conditions" which arepartoftheequationsofm otion and

are operatorrelationsvalid on the fullHilbertspace. In operatorlanguage (which ism ore convenientforour

purposes),the im purity condition associated to a localoperatorO (x)can be written

lim
�! 0+

�Z � �

� 1

dx +

Z 1

�

dx

�

[H ;O (x)]=

Z 1

� 1

[H ;O (x)]:

Considerthe im purity condition associated to the operatorJz(x)with the m odelwith Ham iltonian H (2),

lim
�! 0+

�Z � �

� 1

dx +

Z 1

�

dx

�

[H ;Jz(x)]=

Z 1

� 1

[H ;Jz(x)]: (14)

O n theleft-hand side,only thefreepartH 0 oftheHam iltonian isinvolved,becausetheoperatorJz(x)isnever

atthe site x = 0 (and H z com m uteswith Jz(x)).Using the factthatwith the freeHam iltonian H 0,Jz(x)isa

right-m oving operator[H 0;Jz(x)]= id

dx
Jz(x),and using the asym ptoticconditionsJz(1 )= Jz(� 1 ),wehave

lim
�! 0+

�Z � �

� 1

dx +

Z 1

�

dx

�

[H ;Jz(x)]= lim
�! 0+

i(Jz(� �)� Jz(�)):

O n the otherhand,on the right-hand side of(14),since the integration ison the fullinterval,the free partof

the Ham iltonian doesnotcontribute.O nly the im purity term ,atx = 0,contributes,and itgives

Z 1

� 1

[H ;Jz(x)]= 2i��~Jx(0)�~S :

asexpected.

Having now discussed the system and the variousoperatorsdescribing itweturn to discussin m oredetailthe

natureofnon-equilibrium in the system .

III. EQ U ILIB R IU M V S.N O N -EQ U ILIB R IU M

O urm odel,a quantum im purity coupled to leadsatdi�erentchem icalpotentials,describesa non-equilibrium

situation { a currentisowing from onelead to another.W hatisthe the precisem eaning ofthisstatem ent?

In thissection weshow in whatsensean out-of-equilibrium m odeldi�ersfrom an equilibrium m odel.W ebegin

by showing how the K eldysh form ulation leads,when the system is in equilibrium ,to the usualequilibrium

density m atrix description.W e prove,in otherwords,the following:

�S(0;� 1 )e� �H0 �S(� 1 ;0)

Tr[e� �H0]
=

e� �H0P exp

�

i
R0

� i�
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

Tr

h

e� �H0P exp

�

i
R0

� i�
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�i=
e� �H jV = 0

Tr[e� �HV = 0]
(15)

as an equation to hold when evaluated inside traceswith insertion ofany num ber oflocaloperatorsat �xed

positions.

A localoperatoris,by de�nition,an operatordepending on the position x (in the sense thatitscom m utator

with them om entum operatorisa derivativewith respectto x),such thatitscom m utatorwith theham iltonian

densityatposition yiszeroforx 6= y.Notethatlocalcharges,forinstanceconservedchargesoftheHam iltonian,

are integrals oflocaloperators,and are not localoperators them selves. Hence,the lim it (15) does not hold

with insertion oflocalcharges.Thism akesphysicalsense,sinceconserved chargesarenotexpected to relax to
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theirequilibrium values.Technically,onem ustrem em berthatthedensity m atrix isan operatorwith in�nitely

m any m atrix elem ents,hence any lim it applied to itcannotbe expected to converge to an objecthaving the

sam eproperties(orto convergeatall)independently from which subsetofm atrix elem entswearelooking at.

Thisderivation isim portantforwhatfollows,so we presentitin som e detail.Recallthat �S(t1;t2),Eq.(7),is

theevolution operatoratzero voltage.W enow establish som eusefulidentities.In theinteraction picturewith

respectto H 0 wehave,

�S(0;t0)e
� iH0t0e

� �H0 = P exp

�

i

Z t0

0

dtH
(0)

I
(t)

�

e
� �H0 = e

� �H0P exp

 

i

Z t0� i�

� i�

dtH
(0)

I
(t)

!

(16)

wherein the interaction picture

H
(0)

I
(t)= e

iH 0tH Ie
� iH0t = �d ~Jd(� t)�~S + �~Jy(� t)�~S :

In (15)and in thelasttwo expressionsof(16),thesym bolP indicatespath-ordering in tim e:theoperatorsare

positioned from leftto rightwith theirtim eargum entgoing from the lowerintegrallim itto theupperintegral

lim it.In the �rstoccurrencein (16),integralsareordered from 0 on the leftto t0 on the right.In the second,

the integration contourisfrom � i� on the leftto t0 � i� on the right.O n the otherhand,we have,

e
iH 0t0 �S(t0;0)= P exp

�

i

Z 0

t0

dtH
(0)

I
(t)

�

: (17)

The K eldysh evolution isthen (m ultiplying (17)with (16)and dividing by the traceofthisproduct),

�S(0;t0)e
� �H0 �S(t0;0)

Tr(e� �H0)
=

e� �H0P exp

�

i
Rt0� i�

� i�
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

Tr

h

e� �H0P exp

�

i
Rt0� i�

� i�
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�i

jt0j� �
=

e� �H0P exp

�

i
Rt0

� i�
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

Tr

h

e� �H0P exp

�

i
Rt0

� i�
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�i : (18)

The last equality is valid perturbatively ifthe integration from t0 � i� to t0 is negligible at every order in

perturbation theory.

Note thatthe lastequality involvestaking jt0jm uch greaterthan �. Atzero tem perature,when � ! 1 ,this

condition cannot hold,and since the correlation functions then m ay have algebraic decay with power � 1 at

largedistances,ourproofsbelow (atequilibrium and in thesteady state)do notapply.Nevertheless,aswillbe

seen,ourtwo-loop perturbative resultsforthe non-equilibrium currenthave�nite zero-tem peraturelim it;this

willbe discussed furtherin the lastsection.

To show thelastequality in (18)weevaluatetheexpectation valueofa localoperator(orproductofany local

operatorsat�xed positions)O ,inserted atthe right-hand side ofthe �rstequation of(18).Denoting by

hh� � � ii0 =
Tr
�

e� �H0 � � �
�

Tr(e� �H0)
(19)

the averaging in the free theory attem perature�� 1,we consider,

DD

P exp

�

i
Rt0� i�

� i�
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

O

EE

0
DD

P exp

�

i
Rt0� i�

� i�
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�EE

0

: (20)

Allcorrelation functions involved are correlation functions where the H I(t)’s are connected to O . Connected

correlationfunctionsarede�ned,in theusualway,bysubtractingfrom correlationfunction appropriateproducts

ofexpectation values. In Appendix A we recalltheir precise de�nition and m ain properties. O nly connected
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correlation functionsoccur,because in (20)wedivide by the correlation function ofthe operatorwhere allthe

H I(t)’sareinvolved.

In Appendix B weshow thatcorrelation functionsofthe type

hhH
(0)

I
(t+ t1)H

(0)

I
(t+ t2)� � � H

(0)

I
(t+ tn)O ii0

factorize,ast! � 1 ,into

hhH
(0)

I
(t1)H

(0)

I
(t2)� � � H

(0)

I
(tn)ii0 hhO ii0 ;

with sub-leading asym ptoticcontributionsvanishing exponentially for�nite �.

The last step of (18) follows from the factorization property. Due to this property, connected correlation

functionsofthe type

hhH
(0)

I
(t1)H

(0)

I
(t2)� � � H

(0)

I
(tn)O ii0;connected

vanish exponentially whenever any subset ofconsecutive tim e variables fti;ti+ 1;:::;tjg (corresponding to a

subsetoftim e-ordered operatorsH I(t)’s)goesto negative in�nity sim ultaneously. Thisim pliesthatorderby

orderin perturbation theory of(20),allintegrandsvanish exponentially in any large-tim eregion,in particular

in the segm entt0 � i�,which then factorizesand cancelsbetween num eratorand denom inator.Hence,in the

lim itwheret0 ! � 1 the laststep of(18)isexactorderby orderin perturbation theory,and wehave(15),as

claim ed.SeeFigure2.

W ewish tonotethatourargum entin Appendix B relied on thefactthatH I(t)isalocal,right-m ovingoperator,

and thatitcouplesto theexternaldegreeoffreedom ~S (theim purity)in an SU (2)-invariantway.Forelectronic

degreesoffreedom large tim e m eanslarge distance,and atlargedistances,correlation functionsoflocal�elds

factorize.Com bined with SU (2)invariance,thisim pliesthe factorization ofcorrelation functionsofH I(t)’sat

largejtj.

The im plications ofthe well-de�ned lim it t0=� ! � 1 ,and in particular ofthe factorization at large tim e

separation ofthe correlation functions involved in the perturbative coe�cients,are im portant. It was not

necessary to invoke any externalrelaxation m echanism : the factorization signals a decoherence in tim e and

suggests that H 0 represents a good therm albath, and this bath by itselfprovides such a m echanism . As

in Caldeira-Leggett m odels,H 0 can be seen as an in�nity offree oscillators with an appropriate frequency

distribution in order to represent a therm albath. The loss oftim e-reversalsym m etry associated with this

relaxation m echanism occurswhen taking the lim itjt0j=� ! 1 .

The sam e derivation can be carried out for m ore generalunitary conform al�eld theories perturbed by an

interaction H I atonepoint,orde�ned on a �niteregion ofspace.Inferring from ourderivation,theinteraction

can be due to an externaldegree offreedom coupled to any linear com bination of�elds that factorize into

right-and left-m overs,and the coupling has to be invariantwith respectto a sym m etry group acting on the

fullcon�guration space.

T he steady state current. The derivation fails when out ofequilibrium ,V 6= 0. The step that becom es

incorrect,ifwe startwith expression (5) for the steady-state average,is the shifting ofthe integration lim its

t0 � i� ! t0.Indeed,the correlation functionsinvolving V H
(0)
z (t)= V H z arenotsuppressed atlargenegative

tim es since H z is a conserved charge ofthe Ham iltonian H 0. M oreover,due to quantum uctuations ofthe

chargeH z,m adepossibleby theinteraction H I (thatis,[H I;H z]6= 0),connected correlation functionsinvolving

H z are notzero. These two conditionsare atthe origin ofthe appearance ofa non-equilibrium situation. In

physicalterm s,the�rstcondition isthatthebath represented by H 0 doesnotprovidea relaxation m echanism

forreaching Boltzm ann’sdistribution ofstatesassociated to theenergy H 0+ V H z+ H I;thesecond condition is

thatnevertheless,H z issubjectto quantum uctuationsand evolveswith tim e.In thiscasethen the K eldysh

form ulation doesnotreduce to an equilibrium description.

O uranalysis,however,hasnotyetestablished thata steady stateoccurs.W eshallpresentbelow a fullproofto

thise�ect.To m otivate the proofwe begin with a physicalargum ent,based on the �rstform ulation described

around Eqs. (4)and (5),by considering the respective ground statesofH 0 and H (instead ofthe associated



11

(C)

βt 0−iβ

−iβ

−iβ

t 0

t 0

t 0

t 0−iβ

t 0−iβ

0

0

0

(A)

(B)

−i

FIG .2: (Color online) D eriving the equilibrium form ulation starting from realtim e (K eldysh) form ulation. (A) The

K eldysh integration contouron the com plex tim e plane;the directions ofthe arrows indicate the ordering ofoperators

from leftto right.(B)Adding thesegm ent(t0;t0 � i�)isallowed by the factorization property (thisstep isnotallowed

when the system isoutofequilibrium ).(C)The equilibrium contour.

therm aldensity m atrices)and showingthatthey are\far"enough and thattheevolution ofH z is\slow"enough

in the lim itL ! 1 so thata steady state is established. Under other circum stances,we m ightexpectsom e

oscillating behavior.

Thatthe ground state ofH isfarenough,and the evolution ofH z isslow enough,can be m ade m ore precise

in the following way. To begin with,consider the ground state j0i ofH 0 and the ground state jV i ofthe

Ham iltonian H 0 + V H z.Laterweshallconsiderthee�ectofthecouplings� and �d.Theground statejV ican

be obtained in the following way.Considerthe operator

UV = e
iV
�

R

1

� 1
dx xJz(x) (21)
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(in orderforitto be wellde�ned,we assum e an appropriate ultravioletregularization ofthe operatorJz(x)).

Thisisa unitary operator,and itse�ecton H 0 is:

U� Ve
� �H0UV = e

� iV
�

R

dx xJz(x)e
� �H0e

iV
�

R

dx xJz(x)

= e
� �H0e

� iV
�

R

dx xJz(x+ i�)e
iV
�

R

dx xJz(x)

= e
� �H0e

� iV
�

R

dx (x� i�)Jz(x)e
iV
�

R

dx xJz(x)

= e
� �H0e

� �V Hze
V
2

2� 2

R

dx1dx2 (x1� i�)x2 [Jz(x1);Jz(x2)] : (22)

The last exponentialfactor is a realnum ber,scaling with the system size L (it could be absorbed into the

de�nition ofU � V,atthe price oflosing itsunitarity).Hence,the operatorU� V takesH 0 to H 0 + V H z,up to

an additive num ber,and the ground stateofH 0 + V H z can be obtained by

jV i= U� Vj0i: (23)

Com puting the expectation values ofH z (tracing over the two-dim ensionalim purity space) in these ground

stateswehave,asL ! 1 ,

h0jH zj0i= 0 ; hV jH zjV i� � V L : (24)

In particular,U� V hasthe e�ect,in the in�nite-L lim it,ofchanging the asym ptotic conditionsto Jz(� 1 )=

� �V=2.W ediscussed theground stateofH0 + V H z.However,theactualground stateofH yieldscorrections

to the expectation values that are ofhigher order in the couplings with a �nite lim it as L ! 1 ,and our

conclusion thereforeapply to the fullHam iltonian.

W hile the expectation values are in�nitely distant in an in�nite system ,the rate ofchange ofhH zi as the

interaction isswitched on is�nite since the operatorH I giving rise to the currentislocal. This willbe seen

explicitly in the perturbativecalculationsofthe currentJ below (recallthatJ = � i[H ;Hz]).

Hence,asL ! 1 ,itwould takem oreand m oretim eto getfrom j0ito jV i.Hereweassum ethattheaverageof

H z would decrease m onotonically.Thisisexpected forL largeenough and elapsed tim e large enough,though

notin�nite.M oreprecisely in the region (6),weexpectthe expectation varlueofH z to decreasesteadily;this

isthe steady state.In otherwords,weexpecta steady stateto occurbecauseH z scaleswith the length ofthe

system ,whereasitsvariation doesnot. Fora �nite L,itdoesnotdecrease m onotonically atalltim es,and we

m ighteventually seean oscillating behaviorofperiod characterized by L.

W e proceed now to the m ain resultofthissection:weshow thatto allordersin perturbation theory the lim it

ofvery large negative tim es,t0=� ! � 1 in (5),is wellde�ned for any localoperator,O ,supported at a

pointoron a �nite interval.Thisshowsthatthereisindeed a steady state:the currentoperatorJ acquiresa

well-de�ned expectation value.

Using the interaction picturewith respectto H 0 + V H z,wecan writethesteady-stateaverageofany operator

O as

hO iss = lim
t0=�! � 1

1

Tr[e� �H0]
Tr

�

P exp

�

i

Z t0

0

dtH
(V )

I
(t)

�

e
� �H0 P exp

�

i

Z 0

t0

dtH
(V )

I
(t)

�

O

�

(25)

with

H
(V )

I
(t)= e

i(H 0+ V H z)t H I e
� i(H0+ V H z)t = e

iV H ztH
(0)

I
(t)e� iV Hzt : (26)

The operatorH
(V )

I
(t)can be expressed in term sof\deform ed" current-algebra operators.Consider

~J
(V )

d
(x) = e

� iV Hzx ~Jd(x)e
iV H zx

~J
(V )
x (x) = e

� iV Hzx ~Jx(x)e
iV H zx

~J
(V )
y (x) = e

� iV Hzx ~Jy(x)e
iV H zx :
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Itisa sim plem atterto use the com m utation relations(10)in orderto obtain

~J
(V )

d
(x) = ~Jd(x)

~J
(V )
x (x) = cos(V x)~Jx(x)+ sin(V x)~Jy(x)

~J
(V )
y (x) = � sin(V x)~Jx(x)+ cos(V x)~Jy(x): (27)

Using these operators,wehave

H
(V )

I
(t)= �d ~J

(V )

d
(� t)�~S + �~J

(V )
y (� t)�~S : (28)

The proofthat the lim it t0=� ! � 1 exists in (5) proceeds from argum ents sim ilar to those in the previous

subsection.Letthe operatorO be supported on a �nite interval.M oving the operatore� �H0 to the leftinside

the tracein (25),wehave

hO iss = lim
t0=�! � 1

Tr

h

e� �H0 P exp

�

i
Rt0� i�

� i�
dt ~H

(V )

1 (t)

�

P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(V )

I
(t)

�

O

i

Tr

h

e� �H0 P exp

�

i
Rt0� i�

� i�
dt ~H

(V )

I
(t)

�

P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(V )

I
(t)

� i (29)

where

~H
(V )

I
(t) = e

� �V HzH
(V )

I
(t)e�V H z

= �d ~Jd(� t)�~S + �sin(V (t+ i�))~Jx(� t)�~S + �cos(V (t+ i�))~Jy(� t)�~S :

Theexactform of ~H I isactuallynotim portant;noteonlythatitisalinearcom binationoflocaloperatorsevolved

in interaction-picturetim e.Again using the factthatonly connected correlation functions(whereH
(V )

I
(t)and

~H
(V )

I
(t)areconnected to O )occurorderby orderin perturbation theory,and thefactthatcorrelation functions

involving H
(V )

I
(t) and ~H

(V )

I
(t) factorize at large tim es t,one can see that allintegrals are convergentin the

lim itt0=� ! � 1 orderby orderin perturbation theory.

Physically,this m eansthatthe bath represented by H 0 providesthe sam e m echanism forthe steady state to

occurasthe m echanism itprovidesforthe system to reach equilibrium in the caseV = 0.

W e now casttheexpression forthesteady stateaveragesin anothersuggestiveform and derivethealternative

form ulation,expressed in (8),with thesteady stateobtained by coupling thedot(i.e.turning on thecouplings

�;�d)to leadsinitially equilibrated attem peratureT and atpotentialdi�erence� V .

O bserve that the operators with superscript (V ) form the sam e current algebra,Eq. (10),as those without

superscriptsincethey areobtained by the unitary transform ation UV (21):

~J
(V )

d
(x) = U� V

~Jd(x)UV

~J
(V )
x (x) = U� V

~Jx(x)UV

~J
(V )
y (x) = U� V

~Jy(x)UV

J
(V )
z (x) = U� VJz(x)UV = Jz(x)+

V

2
(30)

Hence,the steady-stateaverageofan operatorO can be written

hO iss = lim
t0=�! � 1

Tr

h

P exp

�

i
Rt0

0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

UV e� �H0 U� V P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

UV O U� V

i

Tr[e� �H0]
(31)

where we recallthatH
(0)

I
(t)isthe operatorevolved with H 0 only. Recalling the transform ation ofH 0 under

UV (22),we �nd

hO iss = lim
t0=�! � 1

Tr
�
�S(0;t0)e

� �(H0� V Hz) �S(t0;0)O
(� V )

�

Tr
�

e� �(H0� V Hz)
� (32)
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where

O (� V )= UV O U� V : (33)

In (32),itwasnecessary to includethefactore�V H z insidethetracein thedenom inatoroftheright-hand side.

Fora system on a �nite interval,the inclusion ofthisfactorhasthe e�ectofcancelling the constantterm that

appearsin (22).Then,the lim itofin�nite intervaliswellde�ned.

Sinceforthecurrentoperator(12)wehaveJ (� V )= J ,thisshowstheequivalence,forthesteady statecurrent,

between theform ulation (5)and theform ulation (8).In general,wewilldenotethesteady stateaveragein the

latterform ulation by

hO iss0 � lim
t0=�! � 1

Tr
�
�S(0;t0)e

� �(H0� V Hz) �S(t0;0)O
�

Tr
�

e� �(H0� V Hz)
� : (34)

Thatis,

hO iss0 = hU� VO UV iss : (35)

Below,we carry out som e form alm anipulations which are justi�ed only ifwe can establish a m ore stringent

convergenceproperty asthatused above.W e need to establish thatthe following expression:

hO iss0 = lim
t0=�! � 1

lim
t0
0
=�! � 1

Tr
�
�S(0;t00)e

� �(H0� V Hz) �S(t0;0)O
(� V )

�

Tr
�
�S(0;t00)e

� �(H0� V Hz) �S(t0;0)
� ; (36)

with thelim itson t0 and on t
0
0 taken independently,willyield a resultindependentoftheorderthelim itswere

taken. Note thatwe have included factors �S(t0;0)and �S(0;t00)in the denom inator. They assure convergence

and cancelby cyclicity ofthe traceifthe lim itexists.To proveconvergencein (36),weconsider

hO iss = lim
t0=�! � 1

lim
t0
0
=�! � 1

Tr

h

P exp

�

i
Rt0

0

0
dtH

(V )

I
(t)

�

e� �H0 P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(V )

I
(t)

�

O

i

Tr

h

P exp

�

i
Rt0

0

0
dtH

(V )

I
(t)

�

e� �H0 P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(V )

I
(t)

�i : (37)

Indeed,the sam e argum ents we used to establish the connectedness and factorization allow us to take,for

instance,�rstthe lim itwith jt00jlarge,then the lim itwith jt0jlarge,orviceversa.The resultisunique.Using

the operatorUV in a m annersim ilarto the one above,itisa sim ple m atterto obtain (36)from (37)and the

resultthen isthe sam easthe oneobtained from the form ulation (34).

A lternative description of the Steady State. W hat replaces the density m atrix e� �H description of

equilibrium ? W e could translate the proofestablishing equilibrium when (V = 0) to the proofestablishing

steady state when (V 6= 0) by m eans ofthe currentalgebra ofsym m etries. By sim ilar m eans we shallshow

thata new operatorwillplay forthe system in itssteady state a sim ilarrole to the one played by the density

m atrix in equilibrium .Such a steady-state density m atrixcan beobtained from sim plem anipulations,now that

wehaveestablished the convergenceofthe integrals.

Consider the form ulation (36) ofthe steady-state problem ,with O in (33) an operatorsupported on a �nite

intervalin the theory H 0.Bringing e
� �H0 com pletely to the left,the right-hand side of(36)can be written as

follows:

lim
t0=�! � 1

lim
t0
0
=�! � 1

Tr

h

e� �H0 P exp

�

i
Rt0

0
� i�

� i�
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

e�V H z P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

O (� V )

i

Tr

h

e� �H0 P exp

�

i
Rt0

0
� i�

� i�
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

e�V H z P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�i :

Since we showed thatthe lim itscan be taken independently,we can shiftt00 � i� to t00 both in the num erator

and in the denom inator,withoutshifting t0,with vanishing errorin the lim it. W e can then take t00 = t0 and

keep only one lim itsym bol.Inserting

1 = P exp

�

i

Z 0

t0

dtH
(0)

I
(t)

�

P exp

�

i

Z t0

0

dtH
(0)

I
(t)

�
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justbeforethe operatore�V H z wehave,

lim
t0=�! � 1

Tr

h

e� �H jV = 0 P exp

�

i
Rt0

0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

e�V H z P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

O (� V )

i

Tr

h

e� �H jV = 0 P exp

�

i
Rt0

0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�

e�V H z P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH

(0)

I
(t)

�i :

De�ning the operator:

Y = lim
t0=�! � 1

�S(0;t0)H z
�S(t0;0) (38)

allowsusto write the steady-stateaverageofa localoperatoras

hO iss0 =
Tr

�

e� �H jV = 0 e�V Y O
�

Tr
�

e� �H jV = 0 e�V Y
� : (39)

Note thatthe lim it(38)cannotbe expected to existasan operator(recallthatwe are dealing with operators

with in�nitely m any m atrix elem ents),butonly when inserted intoappropriatetraces(oronly when appropriate

m atrix elem entsareconsidered).M oreprecisely,wehaveonly proven that(38)isa well-de�ned operatorwhen

it is evaluated in expressions like (39),and that the result is the steady-state average ofthe localoperators

inserted.Thisisastatem entsolely aboutasm allpartofthem atrix elem entsoftheoperator(38).Them eaning

ofEq.(39)isthatonem ust�rstevaluatethetracesand theirratio with theexpression (38)at�nitet0=�,then

takethe lim itindicated in (38)on theresult.ThepropertiesofY asan operatoracting in a Hilbertspacewill

be discussed elsewhere.

O bserve,however,that in allsituations where the operator Y is wellde�ned (that is,when we consider the

appropriatem atrixelem ents),then itisaconservedcharge.Indeed,when itiswellde�ned,then thelim itt0=� !

� 1 ofS(0;t0)H zS(t0;0)(orofany function ofthisoperator)m ustexist.Since S(t1;t2)= S(t1 + dt;t2 + dt),

wehave d

dt
lim t0=�! � 1 S(t;t0)H zS(t0;t)= 0,hence[H jV = 0;Y ]= 0.Then we can �nally write

hO iss0 =
Tr
�

e� �(H jV = 0� V Y )O
�

Tr
�

e� �(H jV = 0� V Y )
� : (40)

Thatis,averagesin the steady-statecan be obtained by tracing with an appropriatedensity m atrix[20].

W hatdi�erenceistherebetween theequilibrium and thesteady state? Considera quantum m echanicalsystem

described by a Ham iltonian H .Putthesystem atequilibrium with a bath wheretherecan beexchangeofheat

and ofany quantity Q thatisconserved by the dynam icsH . The averageofobservablesisthen described by

the density m atrix e� �(H + �Q )where � is the chem icalpotentialassociated to Q : the energy broughtto the

system by increasingQ by oneunit.In expression (40),theaverageofa localoperatorO in thesteady stateisa

tracewith a density m atrix ofexactly thesam eform .Them ain di�erenceisthattheoperatorY isa non-local

conserved charge.A localconserved chargecan be written asan integraloverspace ofa localoperatorofthe

theory H jV = 0 plusa localoperatoratthe im purity site,with possible non-trivialim purity-space com ponents.

The operatorY (38)cannotbe written in thatway.To seethis,wecan write itasfollows:

Y = H z +

Z 0

� 1

dtJ (t) (41)

where

J (t)= �S(0;t)J �S(t;0) (42)

isthe tim e-evolved currentJ with respectto the theory H jV = 0.Then itissim ple to write itasan integralof

a chargedensity:

Y =

Z 1

� 1

dxj
tot(x;0) (43)

with

j
tot(x;t)=

1

�
Jz(x;t)+ �(x)

Z t

� 1

dt
0J (t0): (44)
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Thechargedensity hasa localbulk part,buttheterm attheim purity isnota local�eld ofthetheory H jV = 0:

itisthetim e integralofthe current,and the currentisnotthe tim e derivativeofa local�eld.

The non-locality ofY is the m ain di�erence between the description ofa steady state and ofan equilibrium

state. In the form ulation (40),only a restricted setofoperatorsO have well-de�ned average:those thathave

stationary expectation values.Alllocaloperatorsareofthistype,but,forinstance,itissim pleto seethatthe

operatorH z doesnothavea well-de�ned steady-statevalue.

Notealso thatthe operatorY givesin principlea description oftheasym ptotic state thatonecan usein order

to describe the steady state: quantities in the steady state can be evaluated as averages in an appropriate

asym ptoticstate.Furtheranalysisin thisdirection willbe presented in ourfuture works.

W ewish to rem ark thatsom etim eagoHersh�eld [6]hasconsidered steady-stateow and hasargued thatunder

som eassum ptionsconcerningtherelaxation ofcorrelation function an expression (40)would govern thesteady-

state current. He gave then im plicitequationsto determ ine Y . Itappearsto usthatourexplicitexpressions

fortheoperatorY satis�eshisim plicitequations,and should hencecorrespond to thesam eoperator(although

we have notthoroughly ascertained the conuence ofthe two approaches). W e m uststress,however,thatno

assum ptionswerem ade in ourderivation.

IV . R G -IM P R O V ED R EA L-T IM E P ER T U R B A T IO N T H EO R Y

T he perturbative expansion.W enow turn to real-tim eperturbation theory forthecurrent(8).W etakethe

form ulation wherethesystem isinitially broughtto equilibrium with a nonzero biasvoltage,then disconnected

from the externalbath before the voltage isturned o� and the interaction isturned on. Itwillbe convenient

to consideradiabatically turning on the interaction in the in�nite past:we introduce a large-tim eexponential

cuto�,e�tH I,with � a positive scale with dim ension ofenergy,and take the lim it t0=� ! � 1 in (8). The

quantity �� willbe sent to 0 at the end ofthe calculations. This m eans,physically,that the two leads are

slowly broughttowardsthe dotafterthe voltagehasbeen turned o�.O urproofthatthere areno divergencies

ast0=� ! � 1 in the previoussection showsthatthere are no divergenciesas�� ! 0. The currentcan then

be written

hJ iss = lim
��! 0+

Tr
�

e� �(H0� V Hz)S�(� 1 ;0)J S�(0;� 1 )
�

Tr
�

e� �(H0� V Hz)
� (45)

with [21]

S�(t1;t2)= P exp

Z t2

t1

i
�

H 0 + e
�t
H I

�

dt: (46)

M oreprecisely,

hJ iss = lim
��! 0+

1X

k= 0

i
k

Z 0

� 1

dt1e
�t1

Z 0

t1

dt2e
�t2 � � �

Z 0

tk� 1

dtke
�tk hh[H I(t1);[H I(t2);� � � ;[HI(tk);J ]� � � ]]iiV (47)

where

hh� � � iiV =
Tr
�

e� �(H0� V Hz)� � �
�

Tr
�

e� �(H0� V Hz)
� : (48)

Theintegralsin thisexpansion areplagued with ultravioletdivergencieswhich wehavetoregularize.Thiscan be

donein severalways.Forourpurposes,itwillbeconvenienttom odifytheoperators ~Jd(x); ~Jx(x); ~Jy(x)in order

to rendertheircorrelation functionsregularatcoinciding points. M ore precisely,we choose the regularization

schem ewherealloperators(in theHam iltonian and in correlation functions)attheim purity siteareregularized,

whereas alloperators away from it are una�ected. Since the interaction is only at the im purity site,this is
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enough to regularize the theory. De�ne the m om entum space (m ode)operators ~Jd(p); ~Jx(p); ~Jy(p)and Jz(p)

in the following way:

~Jd(x)=

Z 1

� 1

dp ~Jd(p)e
ipx

; ~Jx(x)=

Z 1

� 1

dp ~Jx(p)e
ipx

;

~Jy(x)=

Z 1

� 1

dp ~Jy(p)e
ipx

; Jz(x)=

Z 1

� 1

dpJz(p)e
ipx

:

The m odeoperatorssatisfy the following setofcom m utation relations:

[Jid(p);J
j

d
(q)] = i�ijk J

k
d(p+ q)+ p �ij �(p+ q)

[Jix(p);J
j
x(q)] = i�ijk J

k
d(p+ q)+ p �ij �(p+ q)

[Jiy(p);J
j
y(q)] = i�ijk J

k
d(p+ q)+ p �ij �(p+ q)

[Jz(p);Jz(q)] = p �(p+ q)

[Jid(p);J
j
x(q)] = i�ijk J

k
x(p+ q) (49)

[Jid(p);J
j
y(q)] = i�ijk J

k
y(p+ q)

[Jid(p);Jz(q)] = 0

[Jix(p);J
j
y(q)] = i�ij Jz(p+ q)

[Jiy(p);Jz(q)] = iJ
i
x(p+ q)

[Jz(p);J
i
x(q)] = iJ

i
y(p+ q):

W e then introducethe regularized operators

(~Jd)� (x)=

Z 1

� 1

dpR �(p)~Jd(p)e
ipx

; (~Jx)� (x)=

Z 1

� 1

dpR �(p)~Jx(p)e
ipx

;

(~Jy)� (x)=

Z 1

� 1

dpR �(p)~Jy(p)e
ipx

where R � (p)isa function thatvanishesasjpj! 1 ,and whose com plex conjugate satis�esR � (p)
� = R � (� p)

in orderto preserveherm iticity ofthe regularized operators.Thefunction R � (p)can be chosen in m any ways,

and the choiceisa m atterofconvenience.W e willchoosea gaussian regularization,

R �(p)= e
� p

2
=(2�

2
)
: (50)

Theparam eter� playstheroleofan e�ectiveband width (wedonotdenoteitD sinceitiscertainly notexactly

theband width).Theuniversalpartofthelim it� � V;T isthesam easthatofthelim itoflargeband width.

The tim e integralsin (47)can now be traded to m om entum integrals:

hJ iss =

1X

k= 0

(� 1)k
Z

dp1 R � (p1)

p1 + i�

Z
dp2 R �(p2)

p1 + p2 + 2i�
� � �

Z
dpk R �(pk)

p1 + p2 + � � � + pk + ki�

Z

dsR � (s)hh[~H I(p1);[~H I(p2);� � � ;[~H I(pk); ~J (s)]� � � ]]iiV (51)

where

~H I(p)= �d ~Jd(p)�~S + 2~Jy(p)�~S (52)

and

~J (p)= ~Jx(p)� S : (53)

The param eter � can be set to zero with the requirem ent that the m om entum integrals be taken on a line

parallelto the realaxisin the p-planewith a slightpositive im aginary part:

hJ iss =

1X

k= 0

(� 1)k
Z

+

dp1 R �(p1)

p1

Z

+

dp2 R �(p2)

p1 + p2
� � �

Z

+

dpk R � (pk)

p1 + p2 + � � � + pk

Z

dqR � (q)hh[~H I(p1);[~H I(p2);� � � ;[~H I(pk); ~J (q)]� � � ]]iiV : (54)
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Notethatthiscan bedonesinceR � (p)doesnothavea singularity atp = 0 oranywhereon therealp-line.No

singularity atp1 + � � � + pj = 0 (for j = 1;:::;k)can occurin the averageshh� � � iiV in the expression above,

sincewe know thatthere areno divergenciesas�� ! 0.

In fact,forexplicitcalculations,itwillbe m ore convenientto integrateoverthe realline in m om entum space,

and to usethe form alism ofprincipalvalueintegrals.Forthispurpose,recallthat

Z

+

dp
f(p)

(p+ q)n
=

Z

dp

�
(� 1)n

(n � 1)!
i��

(n� 1)(p+ q)+ P
1

(p+ q)n

�

f(p) (55)

whereP saysthatwe m usttakethe principalvalue ofthe integral:

Z

dp

�

P
1

(p+ q)n

�

f(p)= �nite partof

�Z � �

� 1

+

Z 1

�

�

dp
f(p)

(p+ q)n
in powerexpansion as� ! 0 : (56)

Explicit one-loop calculations.The traceovertheim purity spaceofthe operators

[~H I(p1);[~H I(p2);� � � ;[~H I(pk); ~J (q)]� � � ]]

can be obtained by using the following generalform ula,valid forany vectoroperators ~A and ~B thatcom m ute

with ~S:

[~A �~S;~B �~S]=
i

2
fA i

;B
jg�ijk S

k +
1

4
[A i

;B
i] (57)

wheref� ;� g istheanti-com m utator.Using thecom m utation relations(49)forevaluating thecom m utators,one

isleftthen only with m ultipleanti-com m utatorsofthem odeoperators.To oneloop wewillneed thefollowing

com m utators:

C1 = [~Jy(q)�~S;~Jx(k)�~S]

C2 = [~Jd(p)�~S;[~Jy(q)�~S;~Jx(k)�~S]]

C3 = [~Jy(p)�~S;[~Jd(q)�~S;~Jx(k)�~S]]: (58)

Undertraceoverthe im purity space,they give

Trim purity(C1) = � 3iJz(q+ k)

Trim purity(C2) = 2fJiy(q);J
i
x(p+ k)g� 2fJiy(p+ q);Jix(k)g

Trim purity(C3) = � 2fJiy(p+ q);Jix(k)g : (59)

The traceshh� � � iiV overthe bulk-CFT Hilbertspace ofthese anti-com m utatorscan be calculated withoutthe

need to constructthe HilbertspaceforH 0 � V Hz,butonly by using the following exchangerelations:

~Jd(p)e
� �(H0� V Hz) = e

� �(H0� V Hz) ~Jd(p)e
� �p

Jz(p)e
� �(H0� V Hz) = e

� �(H0� V Hz)Jz(p)e
� �p

~J+ (p)e
� �(H0� V Hz) = e

� �(H0� V Hz) ~J+ (p)e
� �(p+ V )

~J� (p)e
� �(H0� V Hz) = e

� �(H0� V Hz) ~J� (p)e
� �(p� V ) (60)

whereweuse the following linearcom binations:

~J+ (p)=
1

2

�

~Jx(p)+ i~Jy(p)

�

; ~J� (p)=
1

2

�

~Jx(p)� i~Jy(p)

�

: (61)

The exchangerelationsim ply forany operatorO

hhO ~Jd(p)iiV = e
� �phh~Jd(p)O iiV

hhO Jz(p)iiV = e
� �phhJz(p)O iiV

hhO ~J+ (p)iiV = e
� �(p+ V )hh~J+ (p)O iiV

hhO ~J� (p)iiV = e
� �(p� V )hh~J� (p)O iiV : (62)
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Using the com m utatorform ulas(49),using these relationsand using the tracesofsingle operators,alltraces

can becalculated.Tracesofsingleoperatorscan becalculated from thefactthathh~Jd;x;yii0 = hhJzii0 = 0,and

from hhO iiV = hhU� VO UV ii0.In term sofm odes,the operatorU� V hasthe representation

U� V = e
2V J

0

z
(0) (63)

whereweform ally de�ne J0
z(p)= dJz(p)=dp.The tracesofsingleoperatorsarethen given by

hh~Jd;x;y(p)iiV = 0 ; hhJz(p)iiV = V �(p): (64)

The traceofthe only type ofanti-com m utatorappearing in (59)isthen given by

hhfJiy(p);J
j
x(q)giiV = �

i

8
F (p)�(p+ q)�ij (65)

where

F (p)= (p+ V )
1+ e� �(p+ V )

1� e� �(p+ V )
� (p� V )

1+ e� �(p� V )

1� e� �(p� V )
: (66)

From (54)and using (55),the integralsto be calculated atoneloop are

I1 = �

Z

dqR � (q)

�

� i��(q)+ P
1

q

� Z

dkR � (k)hhC1iiV

I2;3 =

Z

dpR � (p)

�

� i��(p)+ P
1

p

� Z

dqR �(q)

�

� i��(p+ q)+ P
1

p+ q

�

�

Z

dkR � (k)hhC2;3iiV : (67)

The currentwillthen be given by

hJ iss = �
2
�

I1 + �d(I2 + I3)+ O (�2d;�
2)
�

: (68)

Since allintegrals are real,it is clear that in the expressions (67),only term s with an odd num ber ofdelta

functionsin the m om entum variablesgivenon-zero contributions.Itisa sim ple m atterthen to obtain

I1 =
3�V

2
(69)

I2 = I3 =
3�V

4

Z

dpP
1

p
f(p)R �(V p)

2 (70)

wherep isnow a dim ensionlessm om entum variable,and

f(p)= (p+ 1)
1+ e� w (p+ 1)

1� e� w (p+ 1)
� (p� 1)

1+ e� w (p� 1)

1� e� w (p� 1)
(71)

and

w = �V : (72)

Using the sym m etry f(� p)= � f(p),the integralI2 can be calculated in the following way,keeping only the

divergentand �nite partsas�! 1 :

I2 = I3 =
3�V

2

Z 1

0

dp

p
f(p)e� p

2
V

2
=�

2

�
3�V

2

�Z 1

0

dp

p
(f(p)� 2+ 2e� p

2

)� 2

Z 1

0

dp

p
(e� p

2

� 1)e� p
2
V

2
=�

2

�

� 3�V

�

P (w)+ ln

�
�

V

��

(73)
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wherethe sym bol� m eansthatequality isvalid only forthe �nite and divergentpartsas� ! 1 and where

P (w)=
1

2

Z 1

0

dp

p
(f(p)� 2+ 2e� p

2

)=

Z 1

0

dp

p

�
p+ 1

ew (p+ 1)� 1
�

p� 1

ew (p� 1)� 1
+ e

� p
2

�

: (74)

Thisisa well-de�ned function forallw with positiverealpart,and iseasy to evaluatenum erically.

Itwillbeusefulto havethe asym ptoticbehaviorofthe function P (w),atlargeand sm allw.Thisisevaluated

in Appendix D.Theasym ptotic expansion atlargew isgiven by

P (w)� 1+


2
� �

�2

3
w
� 2 as w ! 1 ; (75)

whereasthe expansion atsm allw is

P (w)= ln(w)+

p
�

2
+  � ln(2�)+ O (w) as w ! 0 : (76)

Sum m arizing,the zero-and one-loop divergentand �nite contributionsto the currentare(with T = 1=�)

hJ iss = 3�V �
2

�
1

2
+ 2�d

�

P

�
V

T

�

+ ln

�
�

V

���

(77)

with P (w) given by the integralsin (74),P (w) =
R1

0

dp

p

�
p+ 1

ew (p+ 1)� 1
�

p� 1

ew (p� 1)� 1
+ e� p

2
�

. Note that only the

com bination P (V=T)+ ln(�=V )appearsatoneloop.Thiscom bination hasthe lim its

P

�
V

T

�

+ ln

�
�

V

�

� �

�

ln

�
V

�

�

� 1+


2

�

as T � V � �

� �

�

ln

�
T

�

�

�

p
�

2
�  + ln(2�)

�

as V � T � � : (78)

Theone-loop calculation wasalsoperform ed in [17](although theanalysisdid notgoin asm uch detailasours),

and itcan be veri�ed thattheirresultsagreewith ours.

R esults for the tw o-loop calculations.Two-loop integralscom efrom thecom m utators(here p,q,r and k

areallm om entum variables):

C4 = [~Jd(p)�~S;[~Jd(q)�~S;[~Jy(r)�~S;~Jx(k)�~S]]]

C5 = [~Jd(p)�~S;[~Jy(q)�~S;[~Jd(r)�~S;~Jx(k)�~S]]]

C6 = [~Jy(p)�~S;[~Jd(q)�~S;[~Jd(r)�~S;~Jx(k)�~S]]]

C7 = [~Jy(p)�~S;[~Jy(q)�~S;[~Jy(r)�~S;~Jx(k)�~S]]] (79)

appearing inside the tracesin the integrandsof(54). Calculating the tracesand using (55),we can �nd the

corresponding set oftwo-loop integrals,I4;I5;I6 and I7 (written in Appendix E). These integrals enter the

currentas

hJ iss = �
2
�

I1 + �d(I2 + I3)+ �
2
d(I4 + I5 + I6)+ �

2
I7 + O (�3d;�

2
�d)

�

: (80)

Explicitcalculation oftheseintegralslead to the following divergentpartsas� ! 1 :

I4 + I5 + I6 � 3�V

�

10P (w)+ 5ln

�
�

V

�

� 1

�

ln

�
�

V

�

+ �nite

I7 � 3�V

�

2P (w)+ ln

�
�

V

�

� 1

�

ln

�
�

V

�

+ �nite : (81)

The �nite contributionsarem uch m ore com plicated,and are reported in Appendix F.Letusonly notice that

the lim itT=V ! 0 ofthese contributionsis �nite,asin the one-loop results. Thisindicates thatthe voltage
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V plays the role ofa good infrared cuto� for the perturbative calculation ofthe current to two loops: the

tem peraturem ay be setto zero withoutdivergencesto thisorder.

Sum m arizing,the zero-,one-and two-loop �nite and divergentcontributionsto the currentare,

hJ iss = 3�V �
2

�
1

2
+ 2�d

�

P (w)+ ln

�
�

V

��

+

+ �2d

�

10P (w)+ 5ln

�
�

V

�

� 1

�

ln

�
�

V

�

+ �
2

�

2P (w)+ ln

�
�

V

�

� 1

�

ln

�
�

V

��

+

+ �2�2d [I4 + I5 + I6]�nite + �
4 [I7]�nite (82)

where[I4 + I5 + I6]�nite and [I7]�nite aregiven in Appendix F.

T he R enorm alization G roup equation (T he C allan-Sym anzik equation). In system satequilibrium ,

W ilson’srenorm alization group ideasallow usto understand how physicalquantitiescan haveuniversalform s

(independent ofthe precise form ofthe interactionsat the m icroscopic level) when allphysicalenergy scales

(tem perature,voltage,etc.) are m uch lowerthan the m icroscopic scales(band width,inverse lattice spacing,

etc.).O utofequilibrium ,itisnotobviousthatW ilson’srenorm alization group ideasstillapply.

A di�erent,butequivalent,way to look atuniversality isto study thelim itwherethecut-o� � isincreased and

sentto in�nity,while the couplingsdependence on the cut-o� is again governed by an RG equation,valid at

very largecut-o�.Ifsuch a lim itexiststhen allquantitiestend to theiruniversalform .

W e willargue thatthe steady-state average ofthe currentoperator(orofany operatorhaving a well-de�ned

averagein thesteady state)satis�estheCallan-Sym anzik equation with thesam ebeta function and anom alous

dim ension asthey occurin any averageevaluated atequilibrium .M oreprecisely,wewillarguethat

 

�
@

@�

�
�
�
�
�;�d

+ ��(�;�d)
@

@�
+ ��d(�;�d)

@

@�d

!

hJ iss
�! 1
= 0 (83)

where�� and ��d arethebeta functionsoftheanisotropictwo-channelK ondo m odel.Notethattheanom alous

dim ension term doesnotoccur:the currentoperatorJ haszero anom alousdim ension (thisisnaturalfrom a

physicalperspective,as the currentis a physicalobjectwhich should notchange with a change ofscales;we

willverify thisexplicitly to oneloop,and indirectly to two loops,below).

W eshould notethattheCallan-Sym anzikequationswith one-loop betafunctionsand zeroanom alousdim ension

waswritten in [17]forthe steady-stateaverageofthe current,from physicalargum ents[22].Herewepresenta

quantum �eld theoreticargum entthatappliestoallorders(and allm atrix elem ents),and in thenextsection we

explicitly verify thisargum entand calculatethebeta functionsand anom alousdim ension in a universalfashion

(so thatitautom atically appliesto the steady state)to one-loop order.

TheCallan-Sym anzikequation em bodiesW ilson’srenorm alization group ideas:ittellsushow achangeofcuto�

� (forinstance,theband width)can becom pensated by a changeoffew relevantcoupling constant,aslong as

allphysicalenergy scalesare m uch lowerthan �. Solving the Callan-Sym anzik equations(thisisdone below

forthe currentin thesteady state)allowsusto describethelow energy behaviorofthesteady-statecurrentin

term s ofthe ratiosV=TK and T=TK ,where TK is an integration constant,aswellas ofone extra param eter

(invariantunder the RG ow)characterizing the asym m etry between the couplings�d and �;we willdenote

thisparam eterby C . The integration constantTK and the extra param eterC characterizethe quantum �eld

theory;when they are�xed,allaveragescan beevaluated unam biguously.Theseparam etersarenotuniversal:

di�erent m icroscopic theories have low-energy behaviors described by di�erent values for them . Up to these

non-universalquantities,the quantum �eld theory description is universal,independent ofthe precise choice

ofthe cuto� procedure (precise structure ofthe band,for instance) and ofirrelevant couplings (interactions

that give vanishing contributions at low energies). The integration constant TK is the K ondo tem perature:

the tem perature above which the \K ondo cloud" gets destroyed by the therm alenergy. It is related to the

m icroscopic valuesofthe couplings� and �d (the valueswhen � ischosen to be ofthe orderofthe realband

width),and itdecreasesifthe couplingsare decreased.Atzero couplings,the K ondo tem perature iszero and

allscalesofthe low-energy physicsdisappear:thisisa quantum criticalpoint.The quantum �eld theory with

�nite ratiosV=TK and T=TK describesthe situation TK � �:the couplingsaresentto zero atthe sam e tim e
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asthe voltageand tem peraturearem ade m uch sm allerthan �.Thisisthe scaling lim it,describing the region

around thequantum criticalpoint� = �d = 0.In particular,one�ndsthattheperturbativeexpansion isvalid

in the region TK � V orTK � T.

W ewillseethatin thesteady state,itwillbem oreconvenientto introducea scaleM K characterizing both the

e�ectsofthetherm alenergy and oftheelectricpotentialdriving thecurrenton theK ondo cloud.W ewillthen

be ableto com parethese e�ects,using a com parison param eterthatisexactin one-loop perturbation theory.

It is naturalthat the Callan-Sym anzik equation is stillvalid in the steady state,since the steady state can

be understood asan appropriateasym ptotic state,characterized by a scale V ,and since averagesofoperators

in asym ptotic states satisfy the Callan-Sym anzik equation. In particular,V should ow trivially with the

renorm alization group. However,it is instructive to see explicitly how this works in real-tim e perturbation

theory.

W e willargue thatEq.(83)holdssim ply from the factthatthe Callan-Sym anzik equation issatis�ed forany

averagein equilibrium . The m ain observation isthe following. Considerthe Hilbertspace H � V associated to

the Ham iltonian H 0 � V Hz. It is not form ed ofvectors that are in the Hilbert space H 0 associated to the

Ham iltonian H 0.In particular,itsground statej� V ican be form ally de�ned as

UV j0i;

wherej0iistheground stateofH 0.Thisde�nition indeed m akessenseforany �nitelength ofthesystem ,and

in factallowsto calculatem atrix elem entsofany operatorsalso atin�nitelength,butitdoesnotgivea vector

in H 0 atin�nite length. Nevertheless,the m ode operatorsassociated to currentalgebra operatorsstillhave a

well-de�ned action on H � V.In orderto seethis,itisconvenientto constructtheHilbertspaceH 0 by de�ning

a vacuum state j0isatisfying ~J+ ;� ;d(p)j0i= 0 and Jz(p)j0i= 0 forallp � 0,and by constructing otherstates

oftheHilbertspaceby acting with ~J+ ;� ;d(p)and Jz(p)atp < 0.Then,itisa sim plem atterto see,using (63),

that

~J+ (p)j� V i = 0 ifand only if p � � V

~J� (p)j� V i = 0 ifand only if p � V

~Jd(p)j� V i = 0 ifand only if p � 0

Jz(p)j� V i = 0 ifand only if p > 0 : (84)

Them ain observationisthatanynorm alorderingoperation valid on H 0 isstillagood norm alorderingoperation

on H � V.Indeed,a stateofthe form

J
i1
+ (p1)� � � J

ia
+ (pa)J

j1
� (p01)� � � J

jb
� (p

0
b)J

k1
d
(p001)� � � J

kc
d
(p00c)Jz(p

000
1 )� � � Jz(p

000
d )j� V i

giveszero whenever

p1 + :::+ pa + p
0
1 + :::+ p

0
b + p

00
1 + :::+ p

00
c + p

000
1 + :::+ p

000
d + (a� b)V > 0 :

Since (a� b)V isa m uch sm allerthan � forany �nite a and b,a norm alordering ofthe type

:J(p1)J(p2)� � � J(pk):= J(pi1)J(pi2)� � � J(pik ) with pi1 � pi2 � � � � � pik ; (85)

where the indicesim ’sare alldi�erentand drawn in appropriate fashion from the setf1;2;:::;kg asto m ake

the setofinequalitiesforthe pim ’svalid,isstilla good norm alordering on H � V.

Thisobservation isenough in orderto see thatthe Callan-Sym anzik equation isstillvalid in the steady state.

Indeed,theCallan-Sym anzikequation isreallyan equationforoperators,ratherthan justforparticularaverages.

Recalling the regularized real-tim eperturbation theory (54),considerthe operator

�J� =

1X

k= 0

(� 1)k
Z

dp1 R �(p1)

�

� i��(p1)+ P
1

p1

� Z

dp2 R �(p2)

�

� i��(p1 + p2)+ P
1

p1 + p2

�

�

� � � �

Z

dpk R � (pk)

�

� i��(p1 + p2 + � � � + pk)+ P
1

p1 + p2 + � � � + pk

�

�

Z

dsR � (s)[~H I(p1);[~H I(p2);� � � ;[~H I(pk); ~J (s)]� � � ]]: (86)
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Itgivesthe interacting currentoperatorwith respectto the freeHilbertspaceH 0 (atequilibrium )orH � V (in

thesteady state).Thevalidity oftheCallan-Sym anzik equationsatequilibrium m eansthatallm atrix elem ents

of �J� in the HilbertspaceH 0 satisfy the Callan-Sym anzik equations.Thiscan be written:

 

�
@

@�

�
�
�
�
�;�d

+ ��(�;�d)
@

@�
+ ��d (�;�d)

@

@�d

!

�J�
�! 1
= 0 on H 0 : (87)

Indeed,such m atrix elem entscorrespond,in perturbation theory,to m atrix elem entsofthecurrentoperatorJ

in thebasisofeigenstatesofthefullHam iltonian H jV = 0 (allofwhich obey thesam eCallan-Sym anzikequation).

W e give an argum entforthe validity of(87)in Appendix C. In (87),the lim it� ! 1 should be perform ed

aftera m atrix elem enthasbeen calculated,holding the m om enta associated to thism atrix elem ent�xed.W e

now extractthe divergentand �nite partofthe operator �J as� ! 1 :

�J� �

1X

j= 0

1

j!
ln
j
(�):O j : (88)

whereO j’sareoperatorsbuiltoutofthe m odeoperatorsforthe currentalgebra along with possibleim purity-

spaceoperators(thenorm alordering isde�ned in (85)).Thisisalwayspossibleto do by rewriting �J� in term s

ofnorm al-ordered operators and evaluating the coe�cients as � ! 1 . The Callan-Sym anzik equation ( 87)

then states,

:O j+ 1 :+

�

��(�;�d)
@

@�
+ ��d(�;�d)

@

@�d

�

:O j := 0 (j= 0;1;:::;1 ): (89)

Sincethe norm alordering operation (85)isalso valid on theHilbertspaceH � V,itisclearthattheexpression

(88)also givesthedivergentand �nitepartofthecurrentoperatoron H � V,so thattherecursion relation (89)

am ong operators:O j :im pliestheCallan-Sym anzik equation (83)also holdsforthesteady-stateaverageofthe

current.O fcourse,the sam eistrueforany operatorthathasa well-de�ned averagein the steady state.

Allthiswillbe explicitly veri�ed forthe currentoperatorto one loop in the following sub-section.

D ensity-m atrix-independent calculation ofthe beta functions and ofthe anom alous dim ension of

the current to one loop.Letuswrite �J� using tim e variablesinstead ofm om entum variables:

�J� =

1X

k= 0

i
k

Z 0

� 1

dt1

Z 0

t1

dt2 � � �

Z 0

tk� 1

dtk[(H
(0)

I
)� (t1);[(H

(0)

I
)� (t2);� � � ;[(H

(0)

I
)� (tk);(J

(0))� (0)]� � � ]]:(90)

Here

(H
(0)

I
)� (t)=

�

�(~Jy)� (� t)+ �d(~Jd)� (� t)

�

�~S (91)

and

(J (0))� (t)= �(~Jx)�(� t)�~S : (92)

In the regularization schem e thatweconsider,characterized by the regulatorR � (p)(50),itisa sim ple m atter

to observethat

�
@

@�
(H

(0)

I
)�(t)= �

1

�2
(H

(0)

I
)00� (t); �

@

@�
(J (0))� (t)= �

1

�2
(J (0))00� (t) (93)

whereprim esm ean tim e derivatives.Considerthe �rstfew term sof(90):

�J� = (J (0))� +

Z 0

� 1

dt[i(H
(0)

I
)�(t);(J

(0))� (0)]+

+

Z 0

� 1

dt1

Z 0

t1

dt2 [i(H
(0)

I
)� (t1);[i(H

(0)

I
)� (t2);(J

(0))� (0)]]+ ::: (94)
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Using integration by parts,we�nd

� �
@

@�
�J =

1

�2

 

(J (0))00� (0)+

+ [i(H
(0)

I
)0� (0);(J

(0))�(0)]+

Z 0

� 1

dt[i(H
(0)

I
)� (t);(J

(0))00� (0)]+

+

Z 0

� 1

dt[[i(H
(0)

I
)0� (t);i(H

(0)

I
)� )(t)];(J

(0))� (0)]+

+

Z 0

� 1

dt[(H
(0)

I
)� (t);[(H

(0)

I
)0� (0);(J

(0))� (0)]]+

+

Z 0

� 1

dt1

Z 0

t1

dt2 [i(H
(0)

I
)� (t1);[i(H

(0)

I
)� (t2);(J

(0))00� (0)]]+ :::

!

: (95)

W e wantto evaluate allthisat� ! 1 in orderto �nd the beta function using the equation (87). Inside the

parenthesis,we need only keep the contributionsoforder�2 ln
j
(�)fornon-negative integersj. The very �rst

operatorofcoursedoesnotcontribute,butallothersdo.Theseleading contributionshaveto becom pared with

the leading contributionsof

�
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@

@�
+ ��d

@

@�d

�

�J =

�

��
@

@�
+ ��d

@

@�d

� �

(J (0))� (0)+

Z 0

� 1

dt[i(H
(0)

I
)� (t);(J

(0))� (0)]+ :::

�

(96)

where we wrote only the term s contributing to the one-loop order. The beta functions appearing there can

be obtained by requiring thatwhen the derivativeswith respectto the couplingsare applied to the operator

i(H
(0)

I
)� (t),they give the operator[i(H

(0)

I
)0� (t);i(H

(0)

I
)� )(t)](appearing on the third line of(95))in the lim it

� ! 1 .Them ain contribution in thislim itofthisoperatorcan be obtained from

1

�2
[i(H

(0)

I
)0�(t);i(H

(0)

I
)�)(t)]= � i

�

(�2d + �
2)(~Jd)p 2�

(� t)+ 2��d(~Jy)p 2�
(� t)

�

�~S +
1

�2
:O : (97)

whereO containsproductsofcurrentalgebra operatorsatthesam epointx = � t;theexplicitform ofO isnot

im portanthere.Equating the leading behaviorofthisoperatoras�! 1 with thatof

�
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@

@�
+ ��d

@

@�d

�

iH
(0)

I
(t)

gives

��d = � (�2d + �
2)+ O (�3d;�

4
;�

2
d�

2); �� = � 2��d + O (��2d;�
3): (98)

Notethatwehad to takethelim it� ! 1 oftheoperator[i(H
(0)

I
)0� (t);i(H

(0)

I
)� )(t)]ratherthan oftheintegral

whereitisinvolved on thethird lineof(95),sincethebeta function doesnotdepend on theparticularaverage

that we are calculating. The sub-leading operatorsin (97) m ay give contributionsto this integral,but these

aretwo-loop contributionsto theanom alousdim ension oftheoperatorJ (ofcourse,sincethisoperatorshould

havezero anom alousdim ensions,allsuch contributionsshould cancelout).

The totalone-loop contributionsto the anom alousdim ension ofJ can be veri�ed to be zero by checking that

when thederivativeswith respectto thecouplingsin (96)areapplied to theoperator(J (0))� (0)(the�rstterm

inside the parenthesis),they give the two term sappearing on the second line of(95)in the lim it� ! 1 . In

thislim it,the second term on the second line of(95)can be written

Z 0

� 1

dt[i(H
(0)

I
)� (t);J

00]�

Z 0

� 1

dt[i(H
(0)

I
)00�(t);J ]= [i(H

(0)

I
)0� (0);J ]: (99)

Thatis,itisequalto the �rstterm .Together,theirleading behaviorat� ! 1 can be obtained from

2

�2
[i(H

(0)

I
)0� (0);(J

(0))� (0)]= � 2�d(J
(0))p

2�
(0)+

1

�2
: ~O : (100)
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where ~O isofthe sam eform asO .Butsince

�

��
@

@�
+ ��d

@

@�d

�

J = �
� 1
��J = � 2�dJ + O (��2d;�

3);

weim m ediately concludethatthe anom alousdim ension ofthe currentiszero to one loop.

Itisa sim ple m atterto verify thatthe one-loop steady-statecurrent(68)with the values(69)and (73)indeed

satis�esthe Callan-Sym anzik equation
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hJ iss
�! 1
= 0 : (101)

Notethatourderivation oftheCallan-Sym anzik equation to one-loop did notusetheparticularinitialdensity

m atrix e� �(H0� V Hz);only the fact that norm al-ordered operatorsare �nite when averaged with this density

m atrix.

T w o-loop beta functions. The two-loop result(80)with two-loop divergentparts(81)and one-loop �nite

and divergentparts(69)and (73)is

hJ iss � 3�V �2
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: (102)

Thissatis�esperturbatively the Callan-Sym anzik equation with beta functions

��d = � �
2
d � �

2 + O (�3d;�
2
�d)

�� = � 2��d + ��
2
d + �

3 + O (��3d;�
3
�d): (103)

Notethatthiscalculation doesnotgivethethird ordercoe�cientof� �d.However,weknow theuniversalbeta

functionsofthe one-channelK ondo m odel� (g2 � 1

2
g3)and thatofthe sym m etric two-channelK ondo m odel

� (g2 � g3).Taking V = 0 (which doesnota�ectthe beta function),these two casesareobtained respectively

at� = 0,and at�d = � upon diagonalization ofthe m atrix ofcouplingsJ�;� 0. These two factsessentially �x

the two-loop beta function to be ofthe form

��d = � (�2d + �
2 � �

3
d � �

2
�d + :::)

�� = � (2��d � a��
2
d � (2� a)�3 + :::) (104)

wherea isa non-universalnum ber.O urresults�x a = 1,which givesthe standard beta functions

��d = � (�2d + �
2 � �

3
d � �

2
�d + O (�4d;�

2
�
2
d;�

4))

�� = � (2��d � ��
2
d � �

3 + O (��3d;�
3
�d)): (105)

Itisconvenientnow to changevariablesto �� = �d � � so that(to the sam eorder)

�� = � �
2
� +

1

2
�� (�

2
+ + �

2
� ): (106)

The RG invariantanisotropy param etercan be expressed as:

C =
1

2

�
1

��

�

1�
1

2
�+

�

�
1

�+

�

1�
1

2
��

��

(107)

T he scaling lim it of the current. W e now evaluate the current as function ofthe voltage and ofthe

tem perature.Forthe expression ofthe current,ouranalysiswillm akeusesolely ofthe one-loop results(77).
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Expression (77)is the perturbative expansion in the lim it T;V � � ofthe m odel. The couplings � d;� take

their\m icroscopic" values:theactualvaluesforthephysicalprocessrepresented by theinteraction term s,and

thecut-o� � isofthescaleoftheband width.O fcourse,sinceweneglected term svanishing as� ! 1 ,thisis

notan exactexpression for�nite �.However,itallowsusto havean exactexpression in the scaling lim it.

Asexplained earlier,weexpectuniversality forT;V � �.Itisconvenientthereforeto considerthelim itwhere

� issentto in�nity with thecouplingsbecom ing cut-o� dependent:they arem odi�ed so asto keep thephysics

unchanged when the cut-o� is increased. Denoting for the m om ent � = � 0 the physicalvalue ofthe cut-o�

(ofthe orderofthe band width)and � = �0;�d = �0
d
the valuesofthe coupling there,the running couplings

�r(�);� r
d(�),aregoverned by the RG equations,

�
d�r

d

d�
= (�rd)

2 + (�r)2 � (�rd)
3 � (�r)2�rd

�
d�r

d�
= 2�r�rd � �

r(�rd)
2 � (�r)3 (108)

with initialconditions�xed by the m icroscopicvaluesofthe couplings:�rd(� = � 0)= �0d;�
r(� = � 0)= �0.

Thesolution oftheRG ow can then bedescribed by RG invariants-quantitiesthatdescribethefulltrajectory.

Such quantitiesareC introduced earlier,and a scaleTK to be discussed below.Thusany physicalquantity F

willdepend on thecuto� and coupling via theseinvariantsF = F (T=TK ;V=TK ;C ).O nem ay reform ulatethis

scaling procedureasfollows.Introducethe scaleM ,the physicalscaleon which the system isexam ined,

V = M sin(�); T = M cos(�)

forsom eangle� in the V � T planeso thatthe previousresultforthe currentiswritten as,

hJ iss =
3�

2
V �

2

�

1+ 4�d

�

P (tan(�))+ ln

�
�

M
csc(�)

��

+ :::

�

Following the previous considerations,the current can be written in term s ofcouplings that depend on the

physicalscaleM ,satisfying the equationswith respectto M ,

M
d�r

d

dM
= � (�rd)

2 � (�r)2 + (�rd)
3 + (�r)2�rd

M
d�r

dM
= � 2�r�rd + �

r(�rd)
2 + (�r)3 (109)

with initialconditions�rd(M = �)= � d;�
r(M = �)= � (� being ofthe orderofthe band width),asfollows:

hJ iss =
3�

2
V (�r)2 [1+ 4�rdQ (�)+ :::] (110)

where

Q (�)= P (tan(�))+ ln(csc(�)): (111)

Again,the solution to the RG ow (109) should be described solely as a function ofM =TK and ofthe RG

invariantC (107),instead of� and the initialconditions� d and �. W ith such a description,we can trivially

takethescalinglim it:T;V;TK � �with �xed ratiosT :V :T K and �xed C ,since�doesnotappearanym ore.

In thislim it,thequantum �eld theory givesexactresults,and thesystem isin itsuniversalregim e.In orderto

have unam biguousresults,we need to de�ne TK . O nce TK isde�ned,one need only solve the RG ow (109)

(a num ericalsolution iseasy to obtain with good precision,forinstance),and one obtainsthe scaling lim itin

itsperturbative region.The actualvaluesof�d;� and ofthe band width � should be such thatthe theory is

nearto the scaling lim itifwewantthe system to be m eaningfully described by quantum �eld theory.

Theperturbativeregion ofthescalinglim itisTK �
p
V 2 + T 2,forany valueofC .Hence,in orderto de�neTK

in perturbation theory,we need to look atthe expansion asM =TK ! 1 ofthe solution to the RG ow (109).

This expansion,and the value ofTK ,have di�erentform s depending on C . W e willconsiderhere two cases:
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taking C = 1 then M =TK ! 1 ;and keeping C �nite then taking M =TK ! 1 .The �rstcasecorrespondsto

�d = �.In fact,itistrueto allordersthatif�d = �,then �rd = �r forallscalesM .In thiscase,theequilibrium

Ham iltonian H jV = 0 isin facta one-channelK ondo m odelplusa decoupled free m asslessferm ion.The caseC

�nite correspondsnaturally to � � C �2d in the scaling lim it(aswillbecom e clearbelow).

In the case where �d = �,the RG equations lead to the following large-(M =TK ) expansion ofthe running

couplings:

�
r
d = �

r =
1

2ln(M =TK )
+
lnln(M =TK )

4ln
2
(M =TK )

+
a

2ln
2
(M =TK )

+
ln
2
ln(M =TK )

8ln
3
(M =TK )

+
(4a� 1)lnln(M =TK )

8ln
3
(M =TK )

+ O

�
1

ln
3
(M =TK )

�

:

(112)

Thecoe�cienta can bechanged by achangeofthescale(theintegration constant)T K ;m akingthereplacem ent

TK 7! xTK isequivalentto doinga 7! a+ ln(x).NotealsothatachangeofscaleTK 7! xTK correspondssim ply

to a perturbativechangeofthe running coupling constantsthatkeepsthe beta functionsinvariant.Fixing the

value ofa ism aking a choiceofde�nition forTK ,which isone m ore condition necessary to totally specify the

renorm alization procedure.O fcourse,di�erentde�nitionsofTK reproducethesam escalinglim it.Forarbitrary

a,in term softhe coupling �d = � and ofthe scaleofthe band width �,T K hasthe form

TK (a)= �
p
2�e� a� 1

2� (1+ O (�)) (�d = �):

A standard de�nition forthe K ondo tem peratureisto m akethe term in 1=ln
2
(M =TK )vanish (a = 0),giving:

TK = �
p
2�e�

1

2� (1+ O (�)) (�d = �): (113)

In the casewhere the RG invariantC is�nite,the large-(M =TK )expansion hasthe form

�
r
d =

1

ln(M =TK )
+
lnln(M =TK )

ln
2
(M =TK )

+
a

ln
2
(M =TK )

+
ln

2
ln(M =TK )

ln
3
(M =TK )

+
(2a� 1)lnln(M =TK )

ln
3
(M =TK )

+ :::

�r

C
=

1

ln
2
(M =TK )

+
2lnln(M =TK )

ln
3
(M =TK )

+
1+ 2a

ln
3
(M =TK )

+
3ln

2
ln(M =TK )

ln
4
(M =TK )

+
(6a+ 1)lnln(M =TK )

ln
4
(M =TK )

+ :::

(114)

where the dots (:::) m ean O (ln
� 3
(M =TK )) for �

r
d
,and O (ln

� 4
(M =TK )) for �

r. Note that in general,C will

notappearonly asa norm alization of�;thisisan artifactofthelim ited perturbativeorderwhich weconsider.

Also,notethatC m ustbe positivefor�r to bepositive.Again,a variation ofTK hasthee�ectofchanging a:

m aking the replacem entTK 7! xTK isequivalentto doing a 7! a+ ln(x).Forarbitrary a,we can use the �rst

orthesecond equation of(114)in orderto determ ineTK in term softhecouplings�d;� and ofthescaleofthe

band width �.Thisgivestwo equivalentform s:

TK (a)= �� de
� a� 1

� d (1+ O (�d))= �

r

�

C
e
� a� 1

2
�
p

C

� (1+ O (
p
�)) (�d 6= �):

Recallthatfrom (107),we indeed have that� / �2d in the scaling lim it,so thatthe second equality above is

correct. A m ore standard way ofwriting the K ondo tem perature can be obtained by considering the linear

com bination �rd + �r.Thisgives,again forthe sam eobjectTK (a),

TK (a)= �(� d + �)e
� (a+ C )� 1

� d + � (1+ O (�d)) (�d 6= �):

A standard de�nition isa = � C ,giving

TK = �(� d + �)e
� 1

� d + � (1+ O (�d)) (�d 6= �): (115)

Fourcom m entsarenow in order.

First,note thattaking C ! 1 in (114)doesnotgive (112).Thisisexpected,since the form ercorrespondsto

taking �rstM =TK ! 1 then C ! 1 in the solution to the RG equations,whereasthe lattercorrespondsto
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taking �rstC ! 1 then M =TK ! 1 ,and these two lim its do notcom m ute. In particular,one would have

obtained stilldi�erent expressions taking sim ultaneously C ! 1 and M =TK ! 1 ,with a prescribed ratio

between them ,forinstance(itisa sim plem atterto evaluatein thiscase,orin any othercase,theexpansion as

M =TK ! 1 ofthesolutionsto theRG equations).Theexpressions(114)and (112)should notberegarded as

describingallsolutionstotheRG equation;they areratherparticularlim itsofthesolutions,asdescribed above,

and are used here solely forthe purpose ofde�ning the K ondo tem perature purely using perturbation theory

(the perturbative regim e is,again,the regim e M � TK ,for any C taken to in�nity or not,sim ultaneously

or not with M =TK ). The expansion (114) o�ers a way ofde�ning TK in the regim e with C �nite,whereas

the expansion (112)o�ersa way ofde�ning itin the regim e with C = 1 . O therde�nitionswould have been

possible,butweonly need thesetwo de�nitionsofthe K ondo tem peraturehere.

Second,it is im portant to recallthat the cases C = 1 and C < 1 do exhaust allpossible scaling regim es,

even though the expressions(112)and (114)do notexhaustallpossible behaviorofthe running couplingsas

M =TK ! 1 . However,there are m any waysofreaching any given scaling regim e.In particular,the relations

� = �d and � � C �2
d
(naturally associated to,respectively,thescalede�nitions(113)and (115))do notexhaust

allpossiblewaysthesam escalinglim itcan bereached.In orderto understand whatthism eans,�rstrecallthat

thefullRG -im proved perturbation theory reproducesthedivergentand �nitepartofthefullbareperturbation

theory,so that we can talk about the RG trajectory for the bare couplings before taking the scaling lim it.

Then,from this viewpoint,one can take the scaling lim it by �xing a trajectory C ,and by sending � ! 1

whilekeeping �d and � on thetrajectory atscale�.For�niteC ,thisgives� � C �2d,whereasforC = 1 ,this

gives� = �d.Butone could also take the scaling lim itby changing the value ofC (changing the shape ofthe

trajectory)while � ! 1 ,alwayskeeping � d and � on the trajectory de�ned by C . Forinstance,thisiswhat

happensifonetakes� = q�d forsom e�xed q6= 1 when sending �d;� ! 0;then onem ustsim ultaneously take

C ! 1 in orderto keep � and �d on theRG trajectory.Theresulting valueofTK in term sofsuch couplingsis

di�erentfrom (113)and (115).Butin thisexam ple,when the scaling lim itisreached wehaveC = 1 ,so that

thequantum �eld theory isthesam eastheoneobtained by taking � = �d and sending them to 0;in particular,

in the scaling lim it,we stillhave �r = �rd,and we can stillde�ne a scale TK using (112). Since we are only

interested in the scaling regim es,wedo notneed to look atallpossiblewaysa given regim ecan be reached.

Third,itisim portantto notethattheleading behaviorofthecurrentatlargeM =TK isvery di�erentifC = 1

orifC < 1 (again,weonly look atthe two casesm entionned above).In the �rstcase,itisgiven by

hJ iss �
3�

8

M sin(�)

ln
2
(M =TK )

=
3�

8

V

ln
2
(
p
V 2 + T 2=TK )

(�d = �): (116)

O n the otherhand,in the second caseitisgiven by

hJ iss �
3�C 2

2

M sin(�)

ln
4
(M =TK )

=
3�C 2

2

V

ln
4
(
p
V 2 + T 2=TK )

(�d 6= �): (117)

Note thatsince the RG invariantC appearsasa coe�cient,the leading behaviorin thiscase isnon-universal;

thisisa property ofthe regim eC �nite.

Finally,theparam eter� can beseen asparam etrizing a fam ily ofchoicesofinfrared cuto�sforourtheory.For

instance,at� = 0,thetem peratureisthe infrared cuto�,whereasat� = �=2,thevoltagesolely playsthe role

ofan infrared cuto�. Itis im portantto note thatthe voltage is a good infrared cuto� forthe average ofthe

currentoperatorto two-loop order.Indeed,the lim itT=V ! 0 ofourone-loop and two-loop bareperturbative

resultsis �nite;equivalently,the lim it� ! �=2 ofthe renorm alized perturbative results is�nite. W e should

rem ark howeverthatthisneed notbe the casewhen otherquantiesareconsidered,see [7].

U niversalratios.From theviewpointoftheinterpretation ofthem easurem entofnon-equilibrium quantities,

the K ondo tem perature,asde�ned forinstance in (113),isnotvery convenient,since the tem perature T and

thebiasvoltageV havea di�erentinuence on the K ondo screening cloud,and wewould likea de�nition that

em bodiesthisdi�erence.Hence,itseem sappropriateto de�nea continuum ofscales,M K (�),depending on the

angle� on theV � T plane.Consider�rstthecase�d = �.A possiblede�nition ofM K (�)isthe requirem ent

that the average current J in the steady state does not have a term ofthe form M =ln
3
(M =M K (�)) in its

expansion atlargeM =M K (�):

hJ i=
3�

8

M sin(�)

ln
2
(M =M K (�))

�

1+
lnln(M =M K (�))

ln(M =M K (�))
+ O

�
ln
2
ln(M =M K (�))

ln
4
(M =M K (�))

��

: (118)
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Thisgives:

M K (�)= TK e
Q (�) (119)

whereTK isde�ned in (113).

Asparticularcases,we can now de�ne the \decoherence" K ondo scale,M K (�=2),asthe voltage atT = 0 at

which the K ondo cloud isdestroyed by the electronspassing through,and the \therm al" K ondo scale M K (0).

W e �nd thattheirratio,which isuniversaland doesnotreceivecorrectionsfrom the two-loop (orhigher-loop)

contributionsto the beta function (norfrom higherordercontributionsto the current),is

Rcurrent=
M K (�=2)

M K (0)
= 2�e1�

3

2
�

p
�

2 = 2:96188723::: (120)

In thecase�d 6= � (thatis,forC < 1 ),a sim ilarde�nition ofM K (�)can bem ade:requiring thatthecurrent

does not have a term ofthe form M =ln
4
(M =M K (�)). Constructing again the ratio M K (�=2)=M K (0) gives

exactly the sam e num ber: thisratio isindeed universal,independentofboth TK and C . Itisim portantthat

the current possess an infrared-convergent(convergence at large switch-on tim es) perturbative expansion to

one loop forthese universalratiosto have a m eaning. Further,thatthey have the usualone-loop logarithm ic

accuracy near to the scaling lim it is a consequence ofthe infrared convergence ofthe two-loop perturbation

theory.

The scale M K (�)de�ned above ischaracteristic ofthe current;otherphysicalquantitieswould give di�erent

functions M K (�), and di�erent ratios. For instance, the sam e analysis can be applied on the di�erential

conductance

G =
d

dV
hJ iss :

From the perturbativecalculations,wehave

G =
3�

2
�
2

�

1+ 4�d

�

P

�
V

T

�

+ ln

�
�

V

�

+
V

T
P
0

�
V

T

�

� 1

�

+ :::

�

: (121)

Again,in term sofrunning couplings,wehave

G =
3�

2
(�r)2

h

1+ 4�rd
~Q (�)+ :::

i

(122)

where

~Q (�)= P (tan(�))+ ln(csc(�))+ tan(�)P 0(tan(�))� 1 : (123)

Taking again �d = �,we can repeatthe calculationsabove and de�ne sim ilarly the scale ~M K (�)associated to

the conductance.W e �nd

~M K (�)= TK e
~Q (�)

: (124)

W e observethat ~Q (0)= Q (0)and that ~Q (�=2)= Q (�=2)� 1.Hence,we have

Rconductance=
~M K (�=2)

~M K (0)
= e

� 1
Rcurrent= 2�e�

3

2
�

p
�

2 = 1:08961742::: (125)

V . P ER SP EC T IV ES

R eaching the steady-state. W e showed thatthe bath offree m asslessferm ionssu�cesto allow the system

to reach equilibrium attem perature T in the case ofzero bias voltage,and to allow it to reach steady state

when the bias voltage is non-zero. No other relaxation process has to be assum ed;the in�nite bath offree
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m assless ferm ions plays the role ofa therm albath and is able to absorb the energy necessary for relaxation

to occur,as wellas for the steady state to exist. This is in close connection with the study ofCaldeira and

Leggett[4]: they constructed a m odelwhere an in�nite num berofoscillatorsprovidesan explicitdissipation

in order to study,from �rst principles,the e�ect ofdissipation on quantum tunneling. It turns out [5]that

theirconstruction issim ply related to m odelsof�eld theory thatare conform alin the bulk (in general,with

non-conform alboundary conditions),asrecallin theIntroduction.Itwould beinteresting to seeto whatextent

ourproofcan begeneralized to thestudy ofm oregeneralm odelsofquantum kineticswith therm aldissipation,

and to see whethersim ilarargum entscan be applied to otherim purity m odelsoutofequilibrium .A principle

to follow,ascan beextracted from ourderivation,isthefactthatthe orbitofa globalsym m etry ofthe m odel

should coverthe possiblevaluesofthe boundary degreesoffreedom .

Related to the latterpoint,anotherquestion is: W hatisthe e�ectofa m agnetic �eld on the steady state in

the quantum dot? O urproofoffactorization in Appendix B doesnothold anym ore when a m agnetic �eld is

present,since itusesheavily the invariance ofthe correlation functionsunderSU (2)transform ations. Hence,

the real-tim eperturbation seriesisno longerexpected to be convergentasthe switch-on tim e issentto m inus

in�nity. Thisissim ple to understand physically:atsm allcouplings,both the currentthrough the dotand its

interaction with the leadsareweak,thatis,both the non-equilibrating e�ectand the therm alization e�ectare

weak.Atzero m agnetic�eld,sinceallstatesoftheisolated dothavethesam eenergy,thetherm alization e�ect

ism ore e�cientand stillstronger. Atnon-zero m agnetic �eld,however,asthe couplingsare sentto zero,we

cannotexpectthatthedotsm oothly reachesitstherm alequilibrium energy distribution when no othertherm al

bath iscoupled to it.Thereal-tim eperturbation theory should describethissituation,butobviously itszeroth

ordercannotgiveanything elsethan thetherm alequilibrium valueofany quantity understudy.Hence,in non-

zero m agnetic �eld,we can expect som e strong non-analyticity in the couplings and we m ust �nd large-tim e

(IR) divergencesin the perturbative coe�cients. This clearly indicates that the real-tim e perturbative series

does not properly describe the approach to the steady state,neither the steady state itself,ofthe m odelin

m agnetic�eld withoutexternaltherm albath.

Q uestionsrem ain,asraised in theIntroduction:Doesthequantum �eld theory still(non-perturbatively)reach

a steady state,ordoes itshow otherbehaviorsatlarge tim es,like oscillations(ofthe dotm agnetization,for

instance)? Ifit reachesa steady state,is it a good description ofrealistic system s,where the dotis coupled

to an externaltherm albath atalltim es(withoutexchange ofparticles),independently ofitscoupling to the

leads?

Theform erquestionwaspartiallyanswered,in [12]:itwasassum ed onphysicalgroundsthatthenon-equilibrium

K ondom odelreachesasteadystate,and m ainly from thisassum ption,itwasexplained how toobtain thezeroth

orderofperturbation theory forthe dotm agnetization.Indeed,strong non-analyticity isobtained.In a sense,

one should startwith a density m atrix thatalready containsa non-therm aldistribution ofthe im purity spin

states;thisdensity m atrixcan beobtained by requiringthattheperturbativeseriesbeconvergentatlargetim es.

Asexplained clearly there,thisisequivalentto solving a quantum Boltzm ann equation in orderto determ ine

the non-therm aldot occupation num bers. This should answer partly,in som e sense stillperturbatively,the

question ofdescribing the steady state ofthe quantum �eld theory (the non-equilibrium K ondo m odelwith

m agnetic �eld){ although the resultsreally startwith the assum ption ofa steady state,and do notestablish

its existence. However,this does not address the question as to whether the leads correctly play the role of

therm albaths,orwhethera coupling to an externaltherm albath would haveim portante�ects.

In relation to the latterquestion,ourargum entsuggeststhat,atleastatsm allcouplings(orattem peratures

m uch greater than the K ondo tem perature),the m odeldoes notdescribe the true steady state ofthe non-

equilibrium K ondo dotin contactwith a therm alenvironm ent. Indeed,from a physicalinterpretation ofthe

perturbative series,the leads do not provide a strong enough therm alisation to absorb the energy necessary

for the steady state to occur,and it is possible thatit cannotbe trusted to sustain the correctsteady state.

Thatitdoes notprovide the therm alisation forthe steady state to occuris certainly in agreem entwith [12]:

there itwasoneofthe m ain pointsthatthe large-tim edivergencesaredue to the absenceofa propertherm al

bath,and thatoneneedsto put\by hand" a therm albath connected to thedot.Thiswasdone,essentially,by

putting a sm allim aginary parton theevolution tim e,which wasthen setto zero beforetaking sm allcouplings

�;�d (thatis,itwasobtained a steady state where the coupling to the therm albath ism uch sm allerthan the

couplings �;�d). The m ost delicate question,however,concerns the fact that the steady state itselfm ay be

a�ected non-trivially by a therm albath.Itisprobable(butthisshould be veri�ed)thatother,m ore realistic,

representationsofa therm albath give the sam e resultsas[12]in the lim itofsm allcoupling with the therm al
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bath.However,asthecouplings�;�d aresentto zero,dueto thetherm ale�ectoftheenvironm ent,theaverage

dotm agnetization,forinstance,should sm oothly reach its therm alequilibrium value,and thism ay wellbe a

universalcross-overbehavior(sinceitoccursatsm allcouplings,hencenearto a second orderphasetransition).

In orderto assessthis,itwould be im portantto havea m ore adequate description ofa therm albath,and the

theory ofCaldeira and Leggettsurely providesthe m ostprom ising avenue.

T he steady-state density m atrix. O ur proofthat the real-tim e perturbation theory describes a steady

state wasim m ediately adapted to the proofthatthe steady state can be described by a density m atrix (40),

alm ostasin an equilibrium state. Asm entioned,a steady-state density m atrix wasalso introduced in [6]for

generic m odelsunder the assum ption thata relaxation tim e waspresent. O urderivation is slightly di�erent,

and does not m ake further assum ptions,since we showed that relaxation does occur in the non-equilibrium

K ondo m odel. The m ain characteristicsofthe steady-state density m atrix,asopposed to equilibrium density

m atrices,isthatitisde�ned by coupling a non-localconserved chargeY to the voltageV ,instead ofcoupling

a localconserved chargeto an appropriatechem icalpotential.Thisnon-locality isrelated to the factthatthe

operatorY describesthebuild-up ofthesteady state,or,in som esense,theasym ptoticstatethatcharacterizes

the steady state. The propertiesofthisasym ptotic statesand otherconsequencesofthisdescription are still

to be explored.

R enorm alized real-tim e perturbation theory.W e developed the two-loop renorm alized real-tim epertur-

bation theory.W egavean argum entforthevalidity oftheCallan-Sym anzik equation in thesteady state(with

the sam e beta functionsasthe equilibrium ones),and veri�ed thisto one loop forthe currentoperatorinside

any correlation function.Itistem pting to relatethe validity ofthe Callan-Sym anzik equation to the factthat

the operatorY appearing in the steady-statedensity m atrix isa conserved charge.In particular,the factthat

the voltagedoesnotow isobviousfrom such consideration,asitiscoupled to a conserved charge.However,

sinceY isnon-local,itishard to m akethisconnection m oreprecise.

The quantum �eld theory gives physicalquantities in the scaling lim it (the universalregion)V;T;TK � D ,

whereTK istheK ondo tem perature,which isa non-universalquantity related to them icroscopicvaluesofthe

couplings. O urrenorm alized perturbative resultsgive the currentin the region TK �
p
V 2 + T 2 � D . This

includesthe partofthe universalregion where the system isstrongly outofequilibrium . In thisperturbative

region,we de�ned a continuous fam ily of K ondo scales M (�) depending on the ratio V=T = tan(�). By

com paring the scaleat� = �=2 (T=V ! 0)with thatat� = 0 (V=T ! 0),weobtained a universalm easureof

thee�ectofthevoltageon theK ondo cloud,ascom pared to thee�ectofthetem perature.W enoted thatsuch

a universalm easurewascorrectsinceto two-loop order,the voltageplaystheroleofa good infrared cuto� for

the current,so thatno divergenciesappearto thatorderasT=TK ! 0 (with �xed V=TK ).

In connection tothelatterpoint,ithassom etim esbeen suggested in theliteraturethatatT=TK = 0,thesystem

should be in a \strong coupling regim e" (see for instance [18]),and as such,the perturbation theory should

notbe valid and should show infrared divergencies(divergenciesasT=TK ! 0)in higher-loop calculations.In

particular,itisclearthatthisoccursin thecalculation ofany therm odynam icalquantities,which can indeed be

deem ed \in astrongcouplingregim e"(attheIR �xed point)atzerotem perature.In [8,9],forinstance,onesees

logarithm ic divergencesasT=TK ! 0 forany �xed V=TK atthe one-loop orderofperturbation theory forthe

spin susceptibility,pointingtothefactthatfordescribingthelim itT=TK ! 0ofthattherm odynam icalquantity,

one needsto know aboutthe IR �xed point[23](the perturbation theory only describesthe theory around its

UV �xed point).O urpoint,though,isthatthism ightnotbeso forallquantities.O urtwo-loop resultssuggest

thatin a sense,the currentisreally a dynam icalquantity,ruled by the scale V .Forcom parison,thisism uch

likea correlation function oftwo local�eldsisruled by thedistancebetween thepointsin equilibrium quantum

�eld theory,even atzero tem perature (the shortdistance behaviorisdescribed,forinstance,by the UV �xed

point ofthe theory,up to a norm alization ifthe �elds are not conserved currents,and up to the one-point

functionsoftheoperatorsappearing in theoperatorproductexpansion ofthe�elds).Then,theregion V � TK
should really be,forthecurrent,a weak-coupling,UV situation,even atzero tem perature;thisisatleastwhat

wesee attwo-loop order.Notwithstanding the factthatinfrared divergenciesm ay signalthatthe steady state

isnotreached,asdiscussed above,possible divergenciesin the perturbativeexpansion ofthe currentathigher

ordersm ay correspond to sim ple power-likenon-analyticity in the couplingsatzero tem perature,with sm aller

contributionsthan thoseofthetwo-loop results(asin theusualsituation ofcorrelation functionsin equilibrium

quantum �eld theory).

Finally,itwould bevery interestingto fully verify thevalidity oftheCallan-Sym anzik equation with am agnetic
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�eld. It is easy to check for instance that the one-loop,�nite-m agnetic-�eld results of[8,9,11]satisfy the

one-loop Callan-Sym anzik equationsin the universalregim e.Although we did notcoverthe case with a �nite

m agnetic�eld (and seethe discussion aboveforthesubtletiesinvolved),weexpectthatourgeneralargum ents

forthevalidityoftheCallan-Sym anzikequationstoallorderstillhold sincein theuniversalregim e,them agnetic

�eld isa low-energy scaleascom pared to theband width.Itm ay beusefulto notethattheusualperturbative

renorm alization wasm odi�ed in [8,9]in orderto correctly incorporatethestructureoflogarithm icdivergencies

in theregion V > D (whereD isthebandwidth)oftheone-loop calculation ofthecurrentand oftheim purity

m agnetization at �nite m agnetic �eld;m ore precisely,energy-dependent coupling constants were introduced.

W e wantto stressthatthisregion m ay be non-universal(thatis,resultsm ay depend on the precise structure

oftheband),asistheregion T > D orTK > D .Then,naturally,itcannotbeuniversally described by a �nite

num ber ofcoupling constants (or,m ore precisely,by a �nite num ber ofRG invariants). In order to recover

\scaling",one needs to use exact RG or sim ilar m ethods,and the usualCallan-Sym anzik equation does not

hold;butthisisnotin disagreem entwith ourresults,which only dealwith theuniversalregim eV;T;TK � D .

A cknow ledgm ents

BD isgratefultoJ.Cardy,J.Chalkerand F.Essler,aswellasallm em bersoftheQ FT research group atO xford,

forsharing theirinsightsin m any occasions,to A.Lam acraftfordiscussionsduring hisvisit,and to N.Shah for

usefulcom m entson them anuscript.BD acknowledgessupportfrom an EPSRC post-doctoralfellowship (grant

G R/S91086/01),and also acknowledgesRutgersUniversity,where this work wasinitiated. NA is gratefulto

C.Bolech,P.M ehta,O .Parcollet,A.Rosch and A.Schiller,fornum erousillum inating discussions,criticism s

and suggestionsaswellasusefulcom m entson the m anuscript.W e would like to thank S.K ehrein forvarious

discussionsduring the early stageofthiswork.

A P P EN D IX A :C O N N EC T ED C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N S

Considera theory with density m atrix �,and denote,forany operatorO ,

hhO ii=
Tr[�O ]

Tr[�]
:

Considerthe following average:

hO i�

DD

P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH I(t)

�

O

EE

DD

P exp

�

i
R0

t0
dtH I(t)

�EE (1)

whereH I(t)can be any operatordepending on the (tim e)param etert,and O isalso any operator.The path-

ordered exponentialabove is understood as an expansion in tim e-ordered integralsofm ultilinears ofH I(t)’s.

Theconnected correlation functions,wheretheH I(t)’sare\connected" to O ,can then naturally bede�ned by

saying that

hO i=

1X

n= 0

i
n

Z 0

t0

dt1

Z 0

t1

dt2 � � �

Z 0

tn � 1

dtn hhH I(t1)H I(t2)� � � HI(tn)O iiconnected : (2)

Equivalently,they can be de�ned recursively by

hhH I(t1)� � � HI(tn)O ii

= hhH I(t1)� � � HI(tn)O iiconnected (3)

+

nX

m = 1

X

f� 1;:::;� m g � f1;:::;n g

� 1 < � � � < �m
f� 1;:::;� n � m g [ f� 1;:::;� m g = f1;:::;n g

hhH I(t� 1
)� � � HI(t� m

)iihhH I(t�1)� � � HI(t�n � m
)O iiconnected :
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Thisrecursivede�nition doesnotinvolveintegrationsoverthetim eparam etersti’s,sothatitisin factageneral

de�nition forcorrelation functionswhere a setofarbitrary operatorsH I(ti)’sparam etrized by i= 1;:::;n are

connected to O .

Them ain property ofconnected correlation functionsisthefollowing.Considera�xed setofti’sfori= 1;:::;n

and a �xed subsett� 1
;:::;t� m

form < n.Considercorrelation functionsofH I(ti)’swith and withoutinsertion

ofO .O necan observethatiftheoperatorsH I(t� i
)’sfactorizeoutofallsuch correlation functions(forinstance:

hhH I(t1)� � � HI(t� 1
)� � � HI(t� m

)� � � HI(tn)O ii

= hhH I(t1)� � �\H I(t� 1
)� � �\H I(t� m

)� � � HI(tn)O iihhH I(t� 1
)� � � HI(t� m

)ii)

then allconnected correlation functions involving atleastone ofthe H I(t� i
)’sare zero. Thisiseasy to show

from (3)by induction on the num berofoperatorsH I(ti)’sinside connected correlation functions.

Connected correlation functionsalso occurin m oregeneralsituations:

��

P exp

�

i
Rt

f

1

ti
1

dtH
(1)

I
(t)

�

P exp

�

i
Rt

f

2

ti
2

dtH
(2)

I
(t)

�

� � � P exp

�

i
Rt

f

N

ti
N

dtH
(N )

I
(t)

�

O

��

��

P exp

�

i
Rt

f

1

ti
1

dtH
(1)

I
(t)

�

P exp

�

i
Rt

f

2

ti
2

dtH
(2)

I
(t)

�

� � � P exp

�

i
Rt

f

N

ti
N

dtH
(N )

I
(t)

���

=

* *

P exp

 

i

Z t
f

1

ti
1

dtH
(1)

I
(t)

!

P exp

 

i

Z t
f

2

ti
2

dtH
(2)

I
(t)

!

� � � P exp

 

i

Z t
f

N

ti
N

dtH
(N )

I
(t)

!

O

+ +

connected

:

O n the right-hand side,the operatorsH
(1)

I
(ti)’s,H

(2)

I
(ti)’s,...,H

(N )

I
(ti)’sareallconnected to O .

A P P EN D IX B :P R O O F O F FA C T O R IZA T IO N

Considera productofoperatorsofthe type

~J1(x + x1)�~S ~J2(x + x2)�~S � � �~Jn(x + xn)�~S

where ~J1;2;::: can be ~Jd;~Jx or ~Jy. Recallthe notation (19). There,the trace is perform ed over the Hilbert

space ofthe conform al�eld theory where the currents ~J1;2;::: actand overthe two-dim ensionalim purity space

associated to ~S.Insertan operatorwhich iscom posed ofproductsoflocaloperatorsacting on theCFT Hilbert

spacetensored with an arbitrary operatoron the im purity space.W e willdenote itby

X

a

O a
Sa

where a = 0;1;2;3 and S0 is the identity 1 on the im purity space. The operatorsin O a can be atany �xed

tim e (with respectto the theory H 0)and position,and can also be integralsofsuch operatorsover�nite tim e

intervals.W e the considerthe SU(2)invariantquantity:

hh~J1(x + x1)�~S ~J2(x + x2)�~S � � �~Jn(x + xn)�~S O a
Saii0

= hhJ
i1
1 (x + x1)J

i1
2 (x + x2)� � � J

in
n (x + xn)O

aii0 hhSi1Si2 � � � Sin Saii0 : (1)

The�rstfactoron theright-hand sidefactorizesasjxj! 1 becauseofthelocality oftheoperatorsand because

the correlation function isevaluated in a unitary quantum �eld theory:

hhJ
i1
1 (x + x1)J

i1
2 (x + x2)� � � J

in
n (x + xn)O

aii0
jxj! 1
� hhJ

i1
1 (x1)J

i2
2 (x2)� � � J

in
n (xn)ii0 hhO

aii0 (2)

This�eld theoreticfactorization inducesa correspondingfactorization in thespin space,asweproceed to show.

The expression hhJ
i1
1 (x1)J

i2
2 (x2)� � � Jin

n (xn)ii0 isa tensorin the productspace ofn copiesofthe fundam ental
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representation ofrherotation group O (3)and theonly way to form a rotationalinvariantwith itisto m ultiply

itby a corresponding productofm atricesSi1Si2 � � � Sin ,i.e.hhJ
i1
1 (x1)J

i1
2 (x2)� � � Jin

n (xn)ii0 Si1Si2 � � � Sin / 1 :

Hence,the productSi1Si2 � � � Sin also factorizes,and wehave

hhJ
i1
1 (x1)J

i1
2 (x2)� � � J

in
n (xn)ii0 hhO

aii0 hhSi1Si2 � � � Sin ii0 hhSaii0 (3)

The factorization property then follows:

hh~J1(x + x1)�~S ~J2(x + x2)�~S � � �~Jn(x + xn)�~S O a
Saii0

jxj! 1
� hh~J1(x + x1)�~S ~J2(x + x2)�~S � � �~Jn(x + xn)�~Sii0 hhO

a
Saii0 : (4)

TheoperatorH I isa linearcom binationsofoperatorsofthetype ~J �~S.Theoperators ~J areright-m oving�elds.

Hence when H I isevolved in tim e with H 0 fora tim e t,itbecom esa linearcom binationsof ~J �~S’satposition

� t.Thisshowsthefactorization ofjuxtaposed H
(0)

I
(t)’sasjtj! 1 when they areevaluated insidea tracewith

operatorsat�xed tim e and position on the right. The sam e proofappliesifsuch operatorinsertion isputon

the leftofjuxtaposed H
(0)

I
(t)’s.Thiscom pletesthe proof.

A P P EN D IX C :C A LLA N -SY M A N ZIK EQ U A T IO N FO R M A T R IX ELEM EN T S

In thisappendix,wewilljustify equation (87).Considerthe�nite-tem peratureaverage,in thetheory described

by H jV = 0,ofthe regularized currentoperatorJ� = �(~Jx)�(0)�~S with insertionsofcreation and anihilation

operatorsofthe Ham iltonian: A
y

i(p)and A i(p). M ore precisely these are creation and annihilation operators

foreigenstatesofH jV = 0 with energy p,corresponding to the m asslessparticles\naturally" associated to the

localoperatorJi(x),whereJi isany ofthe ten operators ~Jd,~Jx, ~Jy,Jz.Thusconsider,

Tr

�

e� �H jV = 0A i1(p1)� � � Aim (pm )J� A
y

im + 1
(pm + 1)� � � A

y

im + n
(pm + n)

�

Tr
�

e� �H jV = 0

� : (1)

Since the creation and annihilation operatorsare eigenoperatorsofthe Ham iltonian,the quantity (1)satis�es

the Callan-Sym anzik equation (83)(thatis,in (83)we can replace the steady-state average ofthe currentby

thisquantity).

But we showed that the interacting density m atrix e� �H jV = 0 can be obtained from the free one e� �H0 by

evolving itforan in�nitetim e(15).In m uch thesam eway,theinteracting creation and annihilation operators

can be heuristically written in term softhe m odeoperatorsassociated to the currentalgebra operators:

A
y

i
(p)= S(0;� 1 )J

y

i
(p)S(� 1 ;0); Ai(p)= S(0;� 1 )Ji(p)S(� 1 ;0)

(whereS(t1;t2)isde�ned in (7)).Here,A i isany ofthe10 operators ~A d, ~A x, ~A y orA z.Indeed,the operators

A
y

i(p)and A i(p) written in this way heuristically satisfy the canonicalcom m utation relationsam ongstthem ,

and the appropriate com m utation relationswith Ham iltonian H jV = 0,written asS(0;� 1 )H0S(� 1 ;0)(they

areeigneoperatorsofH jV = 0).Hence,the quantity (1)can be written

Tr

�

e� �H0Ji1(p1)� � � Jim (pm )S(� 1 ;0)J� S(0;� 1 )J
y

im + 1
(pm + 1)� � � J

y

im + n
(pm + n)

�

Tr(e� �H0)
: (2)

Taking the zero-tem perature lim it � ! 1 ,this quantity reproduces allm atrix elem ents ofthe current (see

eqn(86)) �J� = S(� 1 ;0)J�S(0;� 1 )on the Hilbertspaceofthe freetheory H0,which proves(87).

In fact,to bem oreprecise,when going m orefrom (2)to (1),oneneedsto m odify slightly (2).First,the m ode

operators J
y

i(p),Ji(p) should be replaced by appropriate wave packets ~J
y

i(p),
~Ji(p),obtained by integrating
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the associated currentsJi(x)(tim esthe oscillating exponentiale
� ipx)overspace with a kernelvanishing (ex-

ponentially,say)asjxj� lforsom e wave-packetextentl. Then,the evolution operatorS(� 1 ;0)should be

replaced by S(t0;0)and S(0;1 )by S(0;t00),and these two evolution operatorsshould be putinto the tracein

thedenom inatoraswell,in theorderin which they appearin thenum erator.By using argum entsinvolvingthe

vanishingofconnected correlation functions,itshould beobserved thatthelim itsjt0j� l;� and jt00j� l;� exist

independently. Bringing both evolution operatorsaround the density m atrix e� �H0,one should then use the

stepsinvolved in proving (15).The result,up to vanishing contributionsast0;t
0
0 � l;�,is(1),with operators

A
y

i(p)and A i(p)replaced respectively by

~A
y

i(p)= S(0;t00 + i�)~J
y

i(p)S(t0;0);
~A i(p)= S(0;t00 + i�)~Ji(p)S(t0;0):

These are the operators that should correspond to asym ptotic states, in the lim it jt0j;jt
0
0j � l � � with

t0 = t00 < 0.In thislim it,one indeed recovers(2).

A P P EN D IX D :A SY M P T O T IC B EH AV IO R O F T H E FU N C T IO N P (w)

In thisappendix weevaluatetheasym ptoticbehaviorofthefunction P (w)(74).Thelargew behavioriseasy to

obtain;the�rstterm insidethe parenthesis(on theright-hand sideofthe second equation in (74))disappears,

and the second term � (p� 1)=(ew (p� 1)� 1)becom es (p� 1)�(p < 1): it isnon-zero only forp < 1. Taking

these contributionsinto accountaswellasthe lastterm e� p
2

,the resultis:

P (1 )= 1�


2
: (1)

In fact,we can also obtain the nextterm in the large w expansion. The nextcontributionscan be written in

the following way,by expanding the integrand:

Z 1

0

dp

p

1X

n= 1

�

(p+ 1)e� nw (p+ 1)+ �(p < 1)(p� 1)enw (p� 1)� �(p > 1)(p� 1)enw (1� p)
�

:

Interchanging integration and sum m ation (this is valid because the integration variable p is always kept in

a region where the expansion ofthe integrand is convergent),the integralofevery term ofthe sum can be

expressed in term softhe exponentialintegrals.Every term can then be expanded atlargew,giving

1X

n= 1

�

�
2

n2w 2
�

12

n4w 4
�

240

n6w 6
� :::

�

:

Now every term can be re-sum m ed,and wegetthe large-w asym ptoticexpansion (75).

The sm allw behaviorism oresubtle.The integralcan be divided into two parts:

P (w)=

�Z 1

0

+

Z 1

1

�
dp

p

�
p+ 1

ew (p+ 1)� 1
�

p� 1

ew (p� 1)� 1
+ e

� p
2

�

: (2)

The�rstintegralcan beevaluatedbyexpandingtheintegrandin sm allw.Theintegrandgoesas� 1+ e� p
2

+ O (w)

atsm allw,so the�rstintegralisconvergentatw ! 0,and in factgivesan expansion in Taylorseriesin w.In

orderto obtain thedivergentpartin w,weneed only considerthesecond integral,and wecan forgetaboutthe

term e� p
2

.M akethe transform ation ofvariablep! p=w:

Z 1

w

dp

p

�
p=w + 1

ep+ w � 1
�

p=w � 1

ep� w � 1

�

:

Theintegrand can then beexpanded in w:thisgivesa Taylorseriesin w 2 starting with power0.Each term of

thisTaylorseriesgivesa convergentintegral:the asym ptotic behaviorofeach term atp ! 1 isexponentially

decreasing.M oreover,each term ,exceptforthe very �rstone,hasa behaviorlike p0 asp ! 0,so thatateach
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orderin w 2,exceptatthezeroth order,wecan evaluatetheintegral.W ethusobtain a Taylorseriesin w 2.At

the zeroth order,wehave

Z 1

w

dp

p

�

� 2
(p� 1)ep + 1

(ep � 1)2

�

:

W e can write itas

Z 1

w

dp

p

�

� 2
(p� 1)ep + 1

(ep � 1)2
+ �(p < 1)

�

+

Z 1

w

dp

p
(� �(p < 1)):

The �rstintegralisconvergentasw ! 0:ithasagain a Taylorexpansion in w.The second integraliseasy to

evaluate,and givesln(w).Hence,

P (w)� ln(w) as w ! 0 : (3)

In fact,wecan gatherthe previousm issing partsto getthe constantterm :

Z 1

0

(� 1)dp+

Z 1

0

e
� p

2

+

Z 1

0

dp

p

�

� 2
(p� 1)ep + 1

(ep � 1)2
+ �(p< 1)

�

: (4)

Thisgives

p
�

2
+  � ln(2�)= � 0:374434476::: (5)

so thatweget(76).

A P P EN D IX E:IN T EG R A LS FO R T H E T W O -LO O P C A LC U LA T IO N S

The integrals,asthey enterin (80),are

I4 =
3iV

8

Z

dpR(p)

�

� i��(p)+ P
1

p

� Z

dqR(q)

�

� i��(p+ q)+ P
1
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�

�

Z
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�

� i��(p+ q+ r)+ P
1

p+ q+ r

�

R(� p� q� r)�

�
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�

I5 = �
3iV
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� i��(p)+ P
1
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� Z

dqR(q)
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1
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�

R(� p� q� r)�

�
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�

�
3iV

4

Z

dpR(p)2
�

P
1

p

� Z

dqR(q)2
�

� i��(p+ q)+ P
1
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� i��(q)+ P
1

q

�

pf(q)

�
3iV

4

Z

dpR(p)2 (� i��(p))

Z

dqR(q)2
�

i��
0(q)+ P

1

q2

�

pf(q)

I6 =
3iV

8

Z

dpR(p)

�

� i��(p)+ P
1

p

� Z

dqR(q)

�

� i��(p+ q)+ P
1
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�
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1
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�

R(� p� q� r)�

�

2g(r)(f(p+ q)� f(p+ q+ r))+ g(q)(� f(p+ q+ r)+ f(p+ r))+ 4
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+
3iV

2

Z

dpR(p)2
�

i��
0(p)+ P

1

p2

� Z

dqR(q)2
�

� i��(p+ q)+ P
1

p+ q

�

qg(q)

I7 = �
3iV

8
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� i��(p)+ P
1

p

� Z

dqR(q)
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� i��(p+ q)+ P
1
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�
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�
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1
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�

R(� p� q� r)�

�
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�

�
3iV

4

Z

dpR(p)2
�

P
1

p

� Z

dqR(q)2
�

� i��(p+ q)+ P
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� �
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4

Z

dpR(p)2 (� i��(p))

Z
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�

i��
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1

q2

�

pf(q) (1)

where

R(p) = R � (V p)= e
�

V
2
p
2

2� 2 ;

g(p) =
1+ e� w p

1� e� w p
: (2)

Recallthatw = �V .Thefunction f(p)isasin (71),and isrelated to g(p)by

f(p)= (p+ 1)g(p+ 1)� (p� 1)g(p� 1): (3)

A P P EN D IX F:FIN IT E C O N T R IB U T IO N S O F T H E T W O -LO O P R ESU LT S

They aregiven by

[I4 + I5 + I6]�nite = 6�V
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�
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and

[I7]�nite =
3�V
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r

�
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q
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2

�
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0

dq

q
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0
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r
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2
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�
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3�V

2
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0

dr

r

�


2
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�
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�
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dq

q
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�
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2
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��

+
3�V ln2
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4
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Here,we have

g(p) =
1+ e� w p

1� e� w p

f(p) = (p+ 1)g(p+ 1)� (p� 1)g(p� 1)

gc(p) = g(p)� sign(p)

fc(p) = f(p)� 2sign(p)(1� e
� p

2

)

hc(p) = fc(p)+ (1� e
� p

2

)gc(p)

G (w) =
sinh(w)� w

2

sinh
2
�
w

2

�

u(x) = � dilog(1� x) (3)

wherew = V=T.
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