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W e study the electric current In the non-equilbrium K ondo m odel at zero m agnetic eld, using
realtin e perturbation theory in the Schw ingerX eldysh form ulation. W e show that the perturbative
coe cients to all orders have a nite lin it at large switch-on tine (to ! 1), and we give a
prescription for general operators to give nite coe cients in this Iim it. W e explain how this is
related to the fact that the leads play the role of them albaths and allow relaxation to occur and
the steady state to form . T his proves perturbatively that a steady state is reached in the Schw inger—
K eldysh form ulation, and speci esw hich operators correspond to quantities that have a well-de ned
value In the steady state. Then, we show that the steady state can be described by a special type of
density m atrix (related to Hersh eld’s con ecture for the particular exam ple of the non-equilbriuim
Kondo model) In the second part of the paper we perform a renom alization-group analysis of
the perturbative series. W e give a general argum ent that strongly suggests that the perturbative
series of any average in the steady state satis es the equilbrium Callan-Sym anzik equations, and
show in detailhow it works to one-loop order for the electric current operator inside any average.
W e nally com pute to two loops order the average of the electric current in the steady state, and
perform a renom alization-group in provem ent. From this, we give a universal prescription, valid in
the perturbative regin e, for com paring the e ect of the electric current to that of the tem perature
on the \K ondo cloud".

I. INTRODUCTION AND DISCUSSION

T he description of an out-ofequilbrium strongly correlated system is a long standing problem . Even In the
sin plest case where the system is in a steady state and its properties no longer change w ith tim e, the usual
form alisn ofquantum statisticalm echanics is inadequate. T heoreticalunderstanding of such system sbecam eall
the m ore pressing w ith the recent spectacular progress in nanotechnology, which hasm ade it possible to study
the K ondo in purity, one of the best understood strongly correlated system s, In out-ofequilbriim conditions.

T he K ondo in purity was realized experin entally asa quantum dot, a tiny island ofelectron liquid, attached via
tw o tunnel jJunctions to kads (paths or reservoirs of electrons) held at di erent electric (or chem ical) potentials.
T his set-up allow s an electric current to ow across the dot, and m easurem ents of the current were carried out
as a function of the potentialdi erence V , the tem perature T and the m agnetic eld B ﬂ].

W hen the dot carries a net spin in the Coulom b blockade regin e, it can be m odeled by a K ondo H am iltonian
wih two channels = 1;2, corresponding to the two leads, to which the spin of the dot, S, couples E]. The
resonant tunneling through the dot (elastic co-tunneling) allow s the electrons from each bath to jump on the
dot and back to the sam e bath, leading to the formm ation of K ondo resonance around the Fem i level in
each Jead. Further, electrons from one bath can jum p on the dot and onto the other bath, giving \o -diagonal
coupling" of the two channels to each other. W ith them atrix of couplings J ; o and at zero m agnetic eld, the
Ham iltonian is

X X X X
H = (k ) ;k;aC Koa + J; ocy;k;a'va;aoc 0,50,40 S : @)
X;a i %% x%a;a0
Here a denotes the spin index a=  1=2, andS is in the spin-1/2 representation.

T he process corresponding to o -diagonal coupling induces a current when the baths are held at nonzero
potentialdi erence, V = 1. The developm ent of the K ondo resonance as tem perature is lowered enables
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FIG.1l: (Colronline) ) The system . B) The system unfolded.

the system to overcom ethe C oulom b blockade, producing a signi cant increase ofthe conductance. T heunitarity
Im it isreached asT ! 0;V ! 0.

A swe are Interested in the universal properties of the system , we shall consider the m odel in the range T ;V

D ,whereD = D are the bandw idths of the lads, each lkad being considered a very large conductor (the
bandw idths can be assum ed to be the sam e for both channels). W e are allowed therefore to carry out the
standard steps (linearizing around the Femm ilevel, kegping only the s-wave com ponent in the expansion ofc Kia
In sphericalm odes), to obtain a representation of each lead as a free electron gas on the half line consisting
of left and right movers ;; x); & &);x 0, Interacting w ith the in purity localized at x = 0. Tt willbe
convenient for us to \unfold" the baths, m aking left and right m overs on the half line into right m overs on the

full ine de ning g &)= o (0 x);x 0). SeeFigure 1.
The eld-theoretic H am iltonian is then:
x %1 v 2 X
H = i dx Y )@ &)+ — dx (3 HEDE: J ;0o Y0~ 00) S
1 2 1 ;=172
= H0+VHZ+HI (2)

where we work in units such that vy = 1. W e also denote,
Z

1
He= 1dx<;’2 D)
and
X
H;= J.o YO0~ 20 s:

7

;=152

T he coupling of the baths to the quantum dot is param etrized by the Hem iian m atrix

J . o= 3)
d .0

where 4 and arereal (the factor isintroduced for later convenience). It ispossible to diagonalize the m atrix
of coupling J ; o by a change of basis in the channel space. In the sin ple situation of a single level quantum

dot, described by the Anderson m odel, coupled to identical leads one naturally nds the relation 4= . This
m akes the m atrix of coupling constants degenerate, one of the eigenvalues being zero. A fter diagonalizing it,
the tem s representing the interaction w ith S becom e that ofa decoupled free ferm ion and a one-channelK ondo
m odel. M ore generally, for 46 , diagonalizing the m atrix of couplings gives the interaction term ofthe usual
2-channel K ondo m odel. O ut of equilbriuim , orV € 0, diagonalizing the m atrix of couplings does not lead to



a sin pli cation ofthe problem , since the out-ofequilbriim term V H , induces extra coupling between the new
ferm jon elds: it is not invariant under change ofbasis. W e w illnot perform this diagonalization here, in order
to keep the term VH , sinple. A lso, we will consider the generalcase 4 6

In this paper, we are interested in studying the electric current as function of voltage and tem perature In the
steady state of thism odel. A s in the usual Schw ngerK eldysh form ulation of a non-equilbrium steady state
[15,11€], we will in agine coupling the dot to the lads at some tine ty in the past when the system is in a
them al equilbrium state, then allow ing the system to evolve till t = 0 when the current is evaluated. One
expects that after a transitory regine, asty ! 1 , the systam will relax into a steady state w ith a constant
current ow ing through the dot.

M any questions arise conceming this form ulation. P robably the m ost obvious one is: Is the m odel su cient to
describe the establishm ent of a steady state current? O r does one have to contem plate additional relaxation
m echanian s (certainly present in actual experin ents) to absorb the continuous ow of energy of the electrons
m oving from the higher Femm idevel lead to the lower one? In the fram ew ork of realtin e perturbation theory, a
related (but not equivalent) question that one can answer is w hether or not the \infrared" lim it t; ! 1 exists
for the Integrals representing the perturbative coe cients in an expansion in  and 4. W e develop the reaktin e
K eldysh perturbation theory (in som e ways sim ilar to [3] and [L7]), and use it to establish the convergence of
every term of the perturbative series as the sw itch-on tin e tp is sent to m nus in niy.

This result is highly non-trivial. R ealtin e perturbation theory often gives divergences as the sw itch-on tin e is
sent to m inus In nity, unless a good relaxation phenom enon is included in the m odel. Tn equilbriim , this issue
can be easily overcom e: an hfrared-divergent realtin e perturbation theory for a system in equilbrium only
m eans that the particularm odelw e are considering does not have the proper relaxation m echanisn . Butw ith an
additional interaction, how ever am all, representing a proper relaxation m echanian , the system w illhave infrared
convergent realtin e perturbation theory. T hen, for equilbrium m odels, this can be equivalently describbed by
the alw ays-hfrared-convergent \in aginary tin e" perturbation theory Where the Integrals in im agihary tin e
areon a nie interval) com Ing from the description of the m odel using its equilbrium density m atrix. T here,
the additional Interaction representing relaxation can be sent to zero from the beginning.

O ut of equilbrium , how ever, there is no a priori steady-state density m atrix description of steady quantities.
T hus, if the realtin e perturbation theory is nfrared divergent, there is no sin ple way to describe steady state
physics. This is very natural: in contrast to the equilbrium case, the relaxation m echanism is used not only
to reach the steady state, but also to form i, since we need a continuous absorption of energy. Hence, such
Infrared divergences are farm ore pathological. Ifthe lin it of Jarge negative sw itch-on tim e exists orderby order,
this super cially seem s a good indication that the steady state is reached and that the m odel indeed describes
the steady state (although, strictly speaking, one would still have to analyse the possble non-perturbative
contrbutions if the perturbative series is asym ptotic). But if no such lim it exists, certainly m ore questions
arise: doesthem odelreach a steady state non-perturbatively (that is, divergences are an artifact ofperturoation
theory), or are other interactions necessary? T hese questions of course appeared In the literature before (see
for nstance [1Z,[13]). An interesting exam ple is the case studied in [12], where i was shown that when the
m odel we are discussing is put into a m agnetic eld, the lim it t; ! 1 and ;4 ! 0 do not commute,
leading to divergencies in the perturbation theory as ty ! 1 . Assum ing that a steady state exists In the
m odel, the correct result as tp ! 1 should then be non-perturbative, and it was partially evaluated under
this assum ption (the \zeroth order" was evaluated), w ithout extemal them al reservoir coupled to the dot.

But the convergence of the perturbative series or the technical \way around" its divergencies as Just described
above do not guarantee that the resuls are describing the correct physical steady state. Indeed, if the m odel
is believed to have a steady state, perturbatively or not, two questions should still be answered: Is there an
elem ent in the m odel playing the role of a good them al reservoir to sustain the correct steady state In the
m odel? And ifnot, is there a guarantee that a coupling to an extemal reservoir would not have an in portant
e ect?

T hese last two questions have m ore bearing than i may seem . In the usual Schw ingerK eldysh form ulation,
one does not assum e any exchange w ith a them albath while the system is evolved: one starts with a them al
equilbriim state, then tums on the coupling to the dot and lets the system evolve w ithout themm albath. T his
is certainly not the true physical situation; in fact, understanding how a them albath a ects the evolution
of a quantum system was am ongst the m ain points of the study of Caldeira and Leggett 4]. W e carry out



the realtin e perturbation theory both in equilbrium (that is, in the case V. = 0; note that the realtine
form alism includes a transitory non-equilbrium region where the system relaxes to equilbrium ) and out of
equilbriim (v €& 0), and show that it is the sam e phenom enon that m akes the perturbative series nfrared
convergent in equilbriim and out of equilbrium . T his phenom enon is a factorization at large tin e separation
ofthe correlation functions involved in the perturbative coe cients; interpreting the integralsover tin e de ning
these coe cients in tem s of physical processes, this signals a decoherence in tim e Induced by the leads and
suggests that the leads are good therm albaths. The convergent expression n equilbriim is indeed the right
equilbriim density m atrix, con m ing that the leads them selves ply the role of them al baths for the dot
degrees of freedom . T he convergent expression out of equilbbrium should then be \the right" steady state. N ote
that the factorization signaling decoherence in tin e occurs because the H am ittonian for the leads is conform ally
Invariant: indeed, n conform al eld theory, a large tin e separation is a large distance separation, which, by
Jocality, gives rise to factorization. P hysically, this occurs because the separation between the energy levels of
the baths ismuch an aller than all other scales In the problm and essentially energy-independent (@lthough,
as w illbecom e clear from our Investigation, these two conditionsm ay not be su cient). N ote that these ideas
are not entirely new : in [B] the results of C aldeira and Leggett for constructing a them albath coupled to a
quantum m echanical system were re-interpreted as coupling a bulk conform al eld theory in a disk to degrees
of freedom on the boundary. O ur results generalize this to the behavior of the im purity in the K ondo m odel.
W e are currently investigating how this can be fiirther generalized (for exam ple, what the general properties of
the conform al eld theory should be).

O ur proof also allow s us to describe the steady-state physics in tem s of a \steady state density m atrix," as
con ectured by Hersh eld [6]. The essential di erence between the usual density m atrix and the steady-state
density m atrix can be seen as a non-locality in the latter which captures the build-up of the steady state.

N ote that a proof of convergence to all order was developed in [3] for a non-equilbrium free boson m odel
w ith boundary interactions, but the argum ents there were very m odeldependent (and do not apply to the
non-equilbriim K ondo m odel) and quite di erent from ours. In particular, our argum ents have a m uch deeper
physicalm eaning and scope, as explained above.

Let us stress here that it is quite im portant to know that no extemalbath is required for reaching a non-—
equilbriim steady state n an im puriy m odel. Indeed, this m eans that we can use the realtim e form alisn

w ithout addition of a coupling to an extermallath in order to 1) study the perturbative scaling properties ofthe
modelaswe did in this paper for the K ondo m odel (see below ), 2) construct m ore or less explicitly, w thout
strong assum ption, the steady state as an eigenstate of the H am iltonian, for instance using the the form alism

of the \steady-state density m atrix"; this eventually can give access to the nfrared behavior of the m odel and
to the integrability properties of the steady state Work in progress). The realtim e form alisn m ight not be
the easiest way of trying to obtain this understanding, but it is probably the clearest, as it is the m ost closely
related to the actual experin ental situation.

O ther questions that need to be addressed in the study ofthis out-ofequilbrium steady state are: How w illthe
Kondo e ect, the quenching ofthe in purity spin asthe tem perature is low ered below the K ondo scale Tk , evolve
In the presence of a current? W illnew scalesm ake their appearance? W hich quantities are universal? To what
extent the powerfill ideas of the Renom alization Group RG) apply there? M any interesting attem pts were
carried out, m ainly perturbatively, to understand the ow ofcouplingsasthe cut-o (and width) D is reduced
[7,8,9,10,11,112,/14]. W e shallpursue a di erent track and study a question related to the universality features
ofthemode]l, namely: doesa lim D ! 1 exist? In this lim it all results are universal. W e shallestablish that
such a lin it exists by running the RG equations \backw ards", referring to them in the eld theoretic context,
In the usualway, as the C allan-Sym anzik equations. W e shalldeduce an out-ofequilbriim -function carrying
out the calculation directly in the steady state and w ill show that it is the sam e as the equilbrium —function.
Thism ay not be too surprising since the singularity structure of the 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 of course are di erent. W e show that only one scale arises, the K ondo
tem perature, Tk , and the current can be w ritten In a universal form asa function ofthe ratios T=Tx ;V=Tk ;C,
w ith C an additionaldin ensionless param eter characterizing the asymm etry between and 4 (in otherwords,
specifying the RG tra fctory). W e carry out the com putation of the current to two-Joop order and verify these
statem ents explicitly. W e then use the RG argum ents to resum the lading logarithm s. O ur results are valid
In the regin e where both the bias voltage and the tem perature are an aller than the band w idth, and where
the bias volage or the tem perature is lJarger than the Kondo scalk: V;T D, and Tk V or Tk T.In



particular, we verify that there are no divergenciesat T=V ! 0 in the perturbative results. Thism eans that to
tw oJoop order, the volage plays the role of a good infrared cuto . From the RG analysis, we give a universal
prescription, valid in this regin e, for com paring the e ect ofthe electric current to the e ect ofthe tem perature
on the destruction ofthe K ondo cloud.

W e also exam Ined the e ect ofa Iocalm agnetic eld on the dot but, as expected, were unable to show that the
perturbation series converges In this case. W e w ill com e back to a discussion of this case, in relation w ith the
resuls of [12], In the last section of this paper.

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM AND GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

The Schw ingerK eldysh form ulation [15,[16].
F irst form ulation.

W e shallbe Interested in the electric current that passes from lead 2 to lead 1 across the quantum dot under
the action of the potential di ence V . It can be calculated by evaluating the average of the current operator
J wih respect to a density m atrix that has evolved over su ciently long tin e from the iniial non-interacting

density m atrix

under the action of the i1l evolution operator

S(V)(tl;t2): e it )H _ e it B)Ho+V H,+H1) . @)

T he operationalm eaning ofthis form ulation is the follow Ing. T he non-interacting leads are initially, say at tin e
ty, brought to them al and chem ical equilbriim at zero potential di erence exchanging energy and particles
w ih a comm on extemal reservoir at xed tem perature and chem icalpotential. T he energy levels of lead 1 and
lead 2 are 1ked up to the sam e energy (W ith them aland particle uctuations).

Just after tim e ty, they are separated from the extemal reservoir, then a potential di erence V is applied and
the Interaction is tumed on. T he application of the potentialV just after tim e ty, as usual, causes a raising of
the energy levels of lead 2 w ith respect to those of lead 1. For the clarity of the discussion below , it is worth
being m ore precise here. O ne should in agine both lradshaving a continuum ofavailable states from the bottom
oftheir bandw idths w ith Increasing energies (the energies grow In a continuousway for in nite leads, of course,
so one should think about densities of states). At tin e ty, the available states of the leads are lled up to equal
energies. Then, jist after tim e ty, when the potential is applied, one shifts the energies of all states of lead
2 by, say, V=2 (towards higher energies), and the energies of those of lead 1 by V=2, wihout changing the
occupations of the states. Hence, the levels of lead 2 are now 1lled up to a higher energy than those of lead 1.
Since the reservoir is disconnected and the Interaction is tumed on, there is a current. T he steady state current
is obtained after an In nite tin e, which we w ill take to be tine 0 (that is, we w ill take t; ! 1).

Tn the equation [4), the raising of the energy levels and the tuming on of the interaction strength seem instan-
taneous and sin ultaneous. But one can m ultiply both tetm s VH , and H 1 by a factor that an oothly increases
from 0 at tine ty = 1 tolattime 0, Hr nstance the factore % in order to In plem ent a sin ultaneous
adiabatic increase of both the potential and the interaction strength. Sending ! 0 (the adiabatic increase
occurring far in the past) gives the steady state. This is really what is understood in this form ulation.

Tt is not obvious, a priori, that this form ulation represents adequately the usual experin ental situation, where
the leads and the quantum dot are always connected to a comm on them al reservoir (put not a reservoir of
electrons), even whik the steady state is being reached. However, i is natural to think that the lads can
them selves play the role of themm al reservoirs. A s discussed in the introduction, this is indeed the case, and w ill
be m ade m ore precise below .



T he average of an operator O in the steady state is then given by

oo gy fESTOito)e T SsT (w00 )
1ss_t0! 1 Tre 0] :

T he operators act in the Hibert space or Hy (which is a tensor product of the two-channel free m assless
ferm ion H ibert space and of the in purity space) obtained by im posing asym ptotically vanishing conditions for
the ferm ion elds (correlation functionsofferm ion eldsvanish at In nite distance from each other and from the
dot). To bem ore accurate, we could start by taking the ferm ion elds on a line segm ent of length L containing
the dot, w ith som e free boundary conditions; for instance, ( L)= (L) (this corresponds to the usual free
boundary conditions when ferm ions are folded back on the half line), then send L to in nity. The steady state
would be obtained in the region

L ! T3 L V;T 6)

where the energy scale of sw itch-on, $pj !, su cesto smn ear out the energy level spacing L 1.

Second form ulation.

A nother form ulation can be given. T he initial idea ofthis second form ulation is that the current can be created
not only by a shift of the energies of the states of lrads 1 and 2 (com ng from the application of an electric
potential), but also by putting additional ekctrons in kad 2 and taking away ekctrons from lad 1. In order to
In plem ent this, one starts again, at tin e ty, w ith the uninteracting leads, both connected to a comm on them al
and particle reservoir, and in them al and chem ical equilbrium ; but now the chem ical equilbrium is not at
potentialdi erence 0, but rather at a potentialdi erence V. The initial density m atrix is then

o=e (Ho VH)

T his potential di erence shifts tow ards low er energies the states of lead 2 w ith respect to those of kead 1 by an
am ount V . But since there is equilbrium , the states of lead 1 and lad 2 are still llked up to the sam e energy.
N ote that then, as com pared to the rst form ulation at tin e ty, there arem ore available sates of lead 2 and less
of lead 1 that are lled.

Just after tin e ty, the reservoirs are disconnected, then the potential is set to 0 and the interaction is tumed
on. The density m atrix ~y then evolves w ith the evolution operator at zero biasvoltage S (4 ;t2),

Stit) =5 @it = e ¢ BETED o)

Putting the potential to 0 has the e ect of raising the energy levels of lead 2 w ith respect to those of lead
1 by an am ount V, the sam e e ect that occurs in the rst formulation Just affer tim e tg when the potential
is applied. In contrast, though, this brings us to a situation where the available states of leads 1 and 2 have
exactly the sam e energies as in the rst formulation at tine ty (that is, at potential 0), but w ith m ore states

Id in kad 2 and kess in lad 1, so that the leads are lled up to unequal energies. T his lndeed im plem ents
having put additionalelectrons in lead 2 and extracted electrons from lead 1. W ith the interaction on and the
reservoir disconnected, a current is created. Again, after an in nie tin e, the steady state should be reached.
T he current is then given by

Tr S O;tp)e ®o VH:) g;0) T
hJ iss = I Oito t070) ®)
B! 1 Tr e (Ho VHz)

(for m ore general operators O , see =z2)).

If the size of the bandw idth can be sent to In niy When evaluating quantum averages of operators that give

nie results in this lim it), then the operational description above for the second form ulation is equivalent to
that of the st form ulation, since then only the Fermm i energies of leads 1 and 2 m atter. In particular, raising
the energy levels or 1ling states w ith electrons are exactly the sam e operation in this case.

H owever, there is another di erence between both fom ulations. In the second formm ulation, we can now think
about putting a factore  ®for adiabatically increasing the interaction strength, but there is no such possibility



for adiabatically increasing the potential (one would have to add the tem (L e™"YVH, in the evolution
Ham iltonian). In other words, for practical calculations, this second form ulation naturally in plies that the
energy levels of lead 2 are raised (or the states are llked), w ith respect to those of kead 1, by an am ount V
Instantaneously, and that the interaction is then tumed on adiabatically. This is to be contrasted w ith the

rst form ulation, where both the potential di erence and the Interaction strength were understood as being
sim ultaneously increased adiabatically.

W e will show below that both form ulations are equivalent.

Sym m etry currents. The Ham iltonian H( is conform ally Invariant and has a large algebra of symm etries
associated wih it. Tt isa W ZW \current algebra" of the symm etry currents (ot to be confiised w ith the
physical current J ) and i will be convenient to carry out m any of the calculations in tem s of symm etry
currents. Introduce the follow ing operators,

J, = (3 2 HENE
Je = 1 (3~ 1 v )
Jy = (3~ 1+ {~ 2)
Jg = (3~ 2+ 1~ 1) 9)
They form the Pollow ing subalgebra of the su (4); current algebra:
Ple);al @l = 28 5 Jf® ® v 5 'k y)
Uy ;0001 = 28 s IS &) & v) 55 &)
Ue&)IJ@)l = 21 5 df®@ & yv) 5 ‘& y)
U, &3, 01 = 21 & y)
Ua&);I @)l = 21 i Jf &) &k y) (10)
Ui )] = 21 i Jp &) &k y)
Us&);d, @)1= 0
Ur ®);3) @)1= 21 50.& & y)
U, ®);d. )] = 21 Ji &) & y)
U, );J; )] = 21 0y &) & y):
mtennsofthesecuzrtentstheﬁ;]lHamﬂtonjanH =Hy+ VH,+ H; can be expressed as follow s:
Hq = 4i 11 dx 103 ®) Jgx) i+ 10y ®X) Jx X) i+ 10y X)) Ty X) i+ 10 X)) TRK) o
Z 1
H, = i dx J, x)
2 1
Hy = 4Jg@0) S+ J,0) S: (11)

T he operator H , is the total (hom alized) isospin z-com ponent. [L9]

T he electric current. W e now tum to discuss in m ore detail the current across the quantum dot (we set the
electric charge e = 1), and express i also in tem s of the symm etry currents. T he electric current J is given
by the operator m easuring the di erence between the ferm ion density on, say, the second channel jist before
hitting the in purity and the ferm ion density on the sam e channel just after hitting it:

1

J = Im > 2= ) 3 2&= ) =—Im G,( ) J()): 12)
1o 2 1o

(we use here the \unfolded set-up") . Equivalently one can express the electric current as the rate of decrease of

the charge on lad-2 (or Increase on lad-1),

9y 9y iH ;H,]
Iy, = Ny - im;
a * ac ! §

= Jx0) S: 13)

J



Tt is easy to see that the two de nitions coincide. W e rew rite the rst de nition using \in puriy conditions" —
operator relation Inherited from boundary conditions. B oundary conditions, in general, are part ofthe equations
ofm otion and lead to operator relationsvalid on the ullH ibert space ofa boundary quantum eld theory. They
are often derived from the action of the m odel in the sam e way as one derives the equations of m otion. From
our view point, after \unfolding" the K ondo m odel, we have a m odelw ith an im purity instead of a boundary.
A sw ith boundaries, in purities give rise to \in purity conditions" which are part of the equations ofm otion and
are operator relations valid on the full H ibert space. In operator language (which ism ore convenient for our
purposes), the in purity condition associated to a localoperator O (x) can be w ritten
zZ Z Z
lim dx + dx  H;O x)]= H;O &®)]:
Lo 1 1
C onsider the in purity condition associated to the operator J, (x) w ith the m odelw ith H am iltonian H 2,
Z Z . Z
JJ'm@ dx + dx H;J, ®)]= H;J, &x)]: 14)
! 1 1

O n the keft-hand side, only the free part H ; ofthe H am ittonian is involved, because the operator J, (x) is never
atthesitex= 0 @nd H, commutesw ih J, x)). Usihg the fact that w ith the free Ham iltonian H(, J, X) isa
right-m oving operator H ¢;J, X)]= iC%Jz (%), and using the asym ptotic conditions J, 1 )= J, ( 1 ), we have
z Z .
lin dx + dx H;J, &)= lm iG.( ) J()):
[ 1 Lo
O n the other hand, on the right-hand side of [14), since the integration is on the fi1ll interval, the free part of
the H am iltonian does not contrbute. O nly the in purity tem , at x = 0, contrbutes, and it gives
Z
H;J,x)]=21 Jx0) S:
1
as expected.

Having now discussed the systam and the various operators describing i we tum to discuss In m ore detail the
nature of non-equilbrium in the system .

III. EQUILIBRIUM VS.NON-EQUILIBRIUM

Ourm odel, a quantum im purity coupled to leads at di erent chem ical potentials, describes a non-equilbbrium
situation { a current is ow ing from one lead to another. W hat is the the precise m eaning of this statem ent?

In this section we show In what sense an out-ofequilbrium m odeldi ers from an equilbriim m odel. W e begin
by show Ing how the Keldysh formulation leads, when the systam is In equilbrium , to the usual equilbrium
density m atrix description. W e prove, In other words, the follow ing:

H : .
S@O; 1)e Mgy 1;0) i ‘Pexp 1 , dtH; (© . e Hg-o a5)
- _h = i= g
Tre "] Tre #Pexp i °, dtH,” @ Tre Hv-o]

as an equation to hold when evaluated inside traces w ith insertion of any number of local operators at xed
posiions.

A local operator is, by de nition, an operator depending on the position x (In the sense that its com m utator
w ith them om entum operator is a derivative w ith respect to x), such that its com m utatorw ith the ham iltonian
density at position y is zero forx € y. N ote that localcharges, for instance conserved chargesofthe H am ittonian,
are integrals of local operators, and are not local operators them selves. Hence, the lin it [I5) does not hold
w ith insertion of local charges. T hism akes physical sense, since conserved charges are not expected to relax to



their equilbrium values. Technically, one m ust rem em ber that the density m atrix is an operatorw ith in nitely
m any m atrix elem ents, hence any lim it applied to i cannot be expected to converge to an ob fct having the
sam e properties (or to converge at all) independently from which subset of m atrix elem ents we are looking at.

T his derivation is in portant for what follow s, so we present it in som e detail. Recallthat S (4 ;t), Eq. [@), is
the evolution operator at zero voltage. W e now establish som e usefiil dentities. In the interaction picture w ith
respect to H o we have,

Z t Z

to 1
SOitp)e Mo%e M = pexp i dtH V@M e T=e "Pexp i atH [ ) (16)

where In the interaction picture

D= fotire Wt (B S+ J,( B S

H
Ih [I3) and in the last two expressions of [16), the symbolP indicates path-ordering in tim e: the operators are
positioned from left to right w ith their tin e argum ent going from the lower integral lim it to the upper integral
lin it. In the rst occurrence in (16), integrals are ordered from 0 on the left to ty on the right. In the second,
the integration contour is from i onthe kefftof i on the right. On the other hand, we have,

Z 0
ot s ;0= Pexp 1 dtH @ a7
to

The K eldysh evolution is then multiplying [I7) wih [[6) and dividing by the trace of this product),

Hop R 1 gy © © P R0 ey © ®
S Oit)e ™S (0i0)  _ S Pt I Pt ;
= + Re R 1
Tre M) Tre ®Pexp i °, dtH”® Pexp i_dtH " ()
R R
s e ™Pexp i * dtH, () Pexp i, atH,” @
2 h - - i 18)

Tre ®Pexp i °, atH,”@® Pexp i _dtH " ®

The last equality is valid perturbatively if the integration from ty i to % is negligble at every order in
perturbation theory.

N ote that the last equality involves taking Jpjmuch greater than . At zero tem perature, when ! 1 ,this
condition cannot hold, and since the correlation functions then m ay have algebraic decay with power 1 at
large distances, our proofsbelow (at equilbrium and in the steady state) do not apply. N evertheless, asw illbe
seen, our two-loop perturbative results for the non-equilbrium current have nite zero-tem perature lim it; this
w illbe discussed further in the last section.

To show the last equality in [18) we evaluate the expectation value of a local operator (or product of any local
operators at xed positions) O , inserted at the right-hand side of the st equation of (18)). D enoting by

Ho

Tr e
hh =iF— 19
0 Tre ®) 19)

the averaging In the free theory at tem perature 1, we consider,

DD R i R, . EE
Pexp i °, dtH,”® Pexp i _datH,” @ O
D o R EE0 . (20)
Pexp i °, atH,”@® Pexp i, dtH,” ®

0

A 11 correlation functions involved are correlation fiinctions where the H 1 (t)’s are connected to O . C onnected
correlation functionsarede ned, n the usualway, by subtracting from correlation fiinction appropriate products
of expectation valies. In A ppendix [A] we recall their precise de nition and m ain properties. O nly connected



10

correlation fiinctions occur, because in [20) we divide by the correlation fiinction of the operator w here all the
H: (t)’s are involved.

In Appendix[Bl we show that correlation fiinctions of the type

i 2 e+ t)H O e+ ) D ®+ )0 i

factorize, ast ! 1 , into

HH T @ ) B )il HO 1o

w ith sub-leading asym ptotic contrbutions vanishing exponentially for nite

The last step of [I8) Hllows from the factorization property. Due to this property, connected correlation
functions of the type
" @)E " @) [ )0 iigconnectea

vanish exponentially whenever any subset of consecutive tin e variables fti;ti 1;:::;59 (corresponding to a
subset of tin e-ordered operators H 1 (t)’s) goes to negative in niy sin ultaneously. This in plies that order by
order in perturbation theory of [20), all integrands vanish exponentially in any large-tim e region, in particular
In the segm ent ty i , which then factorizes and cancels between num erator and denom inator. Hence, In the
linitwherety ! 1 the last step of[[8) is exact order by order in perturbation theory, and we have [[3), as
clain ed. See Figure 2.

W ew ish to note that our argum ent in A ppendix[B] relied on the fact that H ; () isa local, right-m oving operator,
and that i couples to the extemaldegree of freedom S (the In purity) in an SU (2)-invariant way. For electronic
degrees of freedom large tin e m eans large distance, and at large distances, correlation functions of local elds
factorize. Combined with SU (2) invariance, this in plies the factorization of correlation functions ofH 1 (t)’s at
large 13

The in plications of the wellde ned lim it ty= ! 1 , and In particular of the factorization at large time
separation of the correlation fiinctions nvolved In the perturbative coe cients, are in portant. It was not

necessary to Invoke any extemal relaxation m echanisn : the factorization signals a deccherence In tim e and
suggests that H ( represents a good them al bath, and this bath by iself provides such a mechanisn . As
In Caldeira-T.eggett m odels, Hy can be seen as an In niy of free oscillators wih an appropriate frequency
distrdbution in order to represent a them albath. The loss of tin ereversal symm etry associated w ith this
relaxation m echanism occurswhen takingthe Iim it 3o+ ! 1 .

The sam e derivation can be carried out for m ore general unitary conform al eld theories perturbed by an
Interaction H ; at one point, orde ned on a nite region of space. Inferring from our derivation, the interaction
can be due to an extemal degree of freedom coupled to any linear com bination of elds that factorize into
right- and left-m overs, and the coupling has to be invariant w ith respect to a sym m etry group acting on the
full con guration space.

T he steady state current. The derivation fails when out of equilbrium , V. 6 0. The step that becom es
incorrect, if we start with expression [) for the steady-state average, is the shifting of the integration lim its
ty 1 ! . Indeed, the correlation fiinctions involving VH 2(0) (t) = VH , are not suppressed at large negative
tin es since H, is a conserved charge of the Ham iltonian H (. M oreover, due to quantum uctuations of the
chargeH ,, m ade possible by the interaction H 1 (thatis, H:;H .16 0), connected correlation fiinctions involring
H , are not zero. These two conditions are at the origin of the appearance of a non-equilbrium siuation. In
physical termm s, the rst condition is that the bath represented by H ¢ does not provide a relaxation m echanisn
for reaching B oltzm ann’s distribution of states associated to the energy H o+ VH , + H 1; the second condition is
that nevertheless, H , is sub fct to quantum uctuations and evolves w ith tin e. In this case then the K eldysh
form ulation does not reduce to an equilbrium description.

O ur analysis, how ever, has not yet established that a steady state occurs. W e shallpresent below a fullproofto
this e ect. To m otivate the proofwe begin w ith a physical argum ent, based on the rst form ulation described
around Egs. [@) and [{), by considering the respective ground states of Hy and H (instead of the associated
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FIG.2: (Colr online) Deriving the equilbrium form ulation starting from realtine Keldysh) formulation. @) The
K eldysh integration contour on the com plex tin e plane; the directions of the arrow s indicate the ordering of operators
from left to right. B) A dding the segm ent (to;to i ) is allowed by the factorization property (this step is not allowed
when the system is out of equilbbrium ). (C) The equilbrium contour.

thermm aldensity m atrices) and show ing that they are \far" enough and that the evolution ofH , is \slow " enough
nthelmi L ! 1 so that a steady state is established. Under other circum stances, we m ight expect som e
oscillating behavior.

T hat the ground state of H is far enough, and the evolution ofH , is slow enough, can be m ade m ore precise
In the follow ing way. To begin with, consider the ground state i of Hy and the ground state ¥ i of the
Ham iltonian H o + VH ,. Later we shall consider the e ect ofthe couplings and 4. The ground state ¥ i can
be obtained in the follow ing way. C onsider the operator

. 1
UV — elv—f . dx xJ, (x) (21)
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(In order for it to be wellde ned, we assum e an appropriate ultraviolt reqularization of the operator J, (x)).
This is a uniary operator, and itse ect on H ¢ is:

U ve HOUV = e '1V—fclxxJZ (x)e Hoeiv—fclxxJZ (%)
= e Hoe '1V—fdxxJZ (x+ i )eiv—fdxxJZ (x)
e Hog £ fdx x 1) (x)ei"— [dxxJ, (x)
s e Hig VE [ dmde o 1w U &) k)], 22)

The last exponential factor is a real num ber, scaling w ith the system size L (it could be absorbed into the
de niion ofU v, at the price of losing its unitariy). Hence, the operatorU vy takesHy toHy+ VH,, up to
an additive num ber, and the ground state ofH o + VH , can be ocbtained by

Vi=U yPi: @3)

Com puting the expectation values of H , (tracing over the two-din ensional In puriy space) in these ground
stateswe have,asL ! 1,

WH,Pi=0; WH,Vi VL : 24)

In particular, U vy has the e ect, In the In nited, lm it, of changing the asym ptotic conditionsto J, ( 1 ) =

V=2.W e discussed the ground state ofHy + VH , . However, the actualground state ofH yields corrections
to the expectation values that are of higher order in the couplings wih a nite Imit asL ! 1 , and our
conclusion therefore apply to the fullH am ilttonian.

W hile the expectation values are In nitely distant in an in nite system , the rate of change of HH ,1i as the
Interaction is sw tched on is nie since the operator H 1 giving rise to the current is local. This w ill be seen
explicitly in the perturbative calculations of the current J below (recallthat J = iH ;H;]).

Hence,asL ! 1 ,itwould takem ore and m ore tim e to get from Pito YV i. Here we assum e that the average of
H, would decrease m onotonically. T his is expected for L large enough and elapsed tim e Jarge enough, though
not in nite. M ore precisely in the region (6), we expect the expectation varlue ofH , to decrease steadily; this
is the steady state. In other words, we expect a steady state to occur because H , scales w ith the length ofthe
system , whereas its variation does not. Fora nite L, it does not decrease m onotonically at alltin es, and we
m ight eventually see an oscillating behavior of period characterized by L .

W e proceed now to the m ain result of this section: we show that to all orders in perturbation theory the lim it
of very large negative times, tp= ! 1 in [B), is well de ned for any local operator, O , supported at a
point oron a nite interval. T his show s that there is indeed a steady state: the current operator J acquires a
wellde ned expectation valie.

U sing the interaction picture w ith respect to H y + VH ,, we can w rite the steady-state average of any operator
O as

1 Z t Z
IDis= Mn ———TrPexp i dtH '@ e ™Pexp i dtH () O ©5)
=1 1 Tr Ho] 0 to
w ith
H V) _ dAH+VH,)t i(Ho+ VH )t _ _iVH ,ty (0) iVH,t .
; B =e Hrie = H. (e : 6)

T he operator H I(V ) (t) can be expressed in temm s of \deform ed" current-algebra operators. C onsider

Jd(V)(x) = e iVHZde(X)eiVHZx
TV &) = e iVHszrx(X)eiVHzx

va(V)(X) = e iVHZxJ-y (X)eiVHZx .
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It is a sin ple m atter to use the com m utation relations [10) in order to obtain

IV ) = Ja&)
TV &) = cosVx)J, ®)+ sV x)J, )

I &) = sinVxx &)+ cosW x)Jy &) : @7
U sing these operators, we have

H 0= 30’ vs+ 3V (vs: (28)
T he proof that the lim it typ= ! 1 exists in [B) proceeds from argum ents sin ilar to those in the previous

subsection. Let the operator O be supported on a nite nterval. M oving the operatore "¢ to the left inside
the trace n [28), we have

h R . R, i
Tre ™Pexp i °, dtH,"'() Pexp i _ dtH; '@® O
0 dss = I B Re 1 V) Ro V) * @9)
©T P Tre MPexp i 7, dtH; () Pexp i dtH; ()
w here
HVI(V>(t) - e VHZHI(V)(t)e VH,

= qJg( ©) S+ snh@V E+i))Jx( ) S+ cosV(E+1i))Iy( v S:

T heexact orm ofH'; isactually not in portant; note only that it isa linear com bination oflocaloperatorsevolved
In Interaction-picture tin e. Again using the fact that only connected correlation finctions where H I(V ) (t) and
H I(v ) (t) are connected to O ) occur order by order in perturbation theory, and the fact that correlation functions

hvolving H I(v ) (t) and H I(V ) (t) factorize at large tim es t, one can see that all integrals are convergent in the
Iim it = ! 1 orxderby order in perturbation theory.

P hysically, this m eans that the bath represented by H ( provides the sam e m echanism for the steady state to
occur as the m echanian it provides for the system to reach equilbriim in the caseV = 0.

W e now cast the expression for the steady state averages In another suggestive form and derive the altemative
form ulation, expressed In (8), w ith the steady state obtained by coupling the dot (ie. tuming on the couplings
; q) to leads initially equilbrated at tem perature T and at potentialdi erence V.

O bserve that the operators w ith superscript (V) form the sam e current algebra, Eq. [10), as those w ithout
superscript since they are obtained by the unitary transfom ation Uy [21I):

IV w) = U vJa &)Uy
IV ®) = U yJx ®)Uy
g7 @) = U yJy, &)Uy
V) _ - Z
J, ' &) U yJ, ®)Uy = J; &)+ > 30)
Hence, the steady-state average of an operator O can be w ritten
TrPexp i ,/dtH, () Uye ™U yPexp i  dtH, @) UyOU y
Wigs= Iim 31
1lss et Tre ] (31)

where we recall that H 1(0) (t) is the operator evolved w ih H( only. Recalling the transform ation of H 3 under
Uy [22),we nd

. . Tr S Oitg)e M VH) s (p;000¢ V)
Tﬂlss—tO:h!n 1 Tr e ®Ho VH;) 32)
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w here
O( V)=UVOU AVARRS (33)

T [B2), i wasnecessary to nclude the factore VH: inside the trace in the denom fnator of the right-hand side.
Fora system on a nie interval, the nclusion of this factor has the e ect of cancelling the constant tem that
appears .n [22). Then, the lin it of in nite intervalis wellde ned.

Since for the current operator [I2) wehave J ¢ V)= J, this show sthe equivalence, ©rthe steady state current,
between the form ulation [@) and the m ulation [@). In general, we w ill denote the steady state average in the
latter form ulation by

Tr S O;0)e % VH:I 5(;0)0

= ! 1 Tr e ®Ho Vi)

T hat is,

M igeo = WU yO Uy igs : (35)
Below , we carry out som e form alm anjpulations which are justi ed only if we can establish a m ore stringent
convergence property as that used above. W e need to establish that the follow Ing expression:

, ) ) Tr S(O;) e @ VHI g5¢,;000¢ V)
IOige= In Iin - ; (36)
= ! 1t=1 1 Tr S(0;) e o VH:) 5(5;0)

w ith the lin s on ty and on tg taken independently, w ill yield a resul independent of the order the lin is were
taken. N ote that we have included factors S (t;0) and S (O;tg) in the denom inator. They assure convergence
and cancelby cyclicity of the trace if the lim it exists. To prove convergence in [36), we consider

h Ry ) Ro ) i
TrPexp i “dtH; ') e ™Pexp i dtH; () O
s = 0, 10 ? ReS v) Ro o G
Tt tRT 1 TrPexp i JdtH; @) e Pexp i, dtHp  ®

Indeed, the sam e argum ents we used to establish the connectedness and factorization allow us to take, for
Instance, rst the lin it with jzgj]arge,then the lim it with 3} jlarge, or vice versa. T he resul is unigque. U sing
the operator Uy in a m anner sin ilar to the one above, it is a sin ple m atter to obtain [36) from [37) and the
result then is the sam e as the one cbtained from the formulation [34)).

A lternative description of the Steady State. W hat replaces the density matrix e " description of
equilbriim ? W e could translate the proof establishing equilbriim when (V = 0) to the proof establishing
steady state when (V & 0) by m eans of the current algebra of symm etries. By sim ilar m eans we shall show

that a new operator w ill play for the system in its steady state a sin ilar roke to the one played by the density
m atrix in equilbriim . Such a steady-state density m atrix can be obtained from sin plem anpulations, now that
w e have established the convergence of the Integrals.

Consider the form ulation [36) of the steady-state problem , with O in [33) an operator supported on a nite
intervalin the theory Ho.Bringinge "0 completely to the left, the right-hand side of [36) can be w ritten as
follow s:

vV H Ro ©) (v )l
© e "tPexp i dtH (@ O
D) eVH:P exp iKt: att [ ()

h Ry ©)
Tre "foPexp i dtH
i lim n =

i I
R
H g 1 (
Tr e *Pexp 1 7, ~ dtH;

Since we showed that the lin its can be taken independently, we can shift tJ i to £ both in the num erator
and in the denom inator, w thout shifting ty, w th vanishing error n the lin . W e can then take tg = ty and
keep only one lim it sym bol. Tnserting

l=Pexp i dtH,”® Pexp i dtH " @
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j1st before the operatore V¥: we have,

h . R Ry .
Tre ®iPexp i ‘atH,” () e Pexp i _daH, (@ OV
1 B - R ©) Ro ©) *
=t 1 Tre Hi-oPexp i “dtH; () eV¥-Pexp i, dtH ()
D e ning the operator:
Y = to_h"m . S (0;t0)H ;S (t;0) (38)

allow s us to w rite the steady-state average of a local operator as

Tre BRi-0ogV¥p
O igg0 = Tr e Hio vy : 39)

N ote that the lin it [38) cannot be expected to exist as an operator (recall that we are dealing w ith operators
w ih In nitely m any m atrix elem ents), but only when inserted into appropriate traces (oronly when appropriate
m atrix elem ents are considered) . M ore precisely, we have only proven that [38) is a wellde ned operatorwhen
it is evalnated in expressions lke [39), and that the result is the steady-state average of the local operators
inserted. T his is a statem ent solely about a am allpart ofthem atrix elem ents ofthe operator [38). Them eaning
ofEq. [39) isthat onemust rst evaluate the traces and their ratio w ith the expression (38) at nite ty= , then
take the lm it indicated in [38)) on the resul. The properties of Y as an operator acting in a H ibert space w ill
be discussed elsew here.

O bserve, however, that In all situations where the operator Y iswellde ned (that is, when we consider the
appropriatem atrix elem ents), then it isa conserved charge. Indeed, when it iswellde ned, then the lim it ty= !
1 ofS (0;%)H,S (t;0) (or of any function of this operator) m ust exist. Since S (G ;) = S @@ + dg;t, + db),

wehavedit]int0= 1 SEH)H S ()= 0, hence H 3 -0;Y]= 0. Then we can nally wrie
Tre ®d-0 V¥
10 des0 = Tr e ®@d-0 vy) - (40)

T hat is, averages in the steady-state can be obtained by tracing w ith an appropriate densiy m atrix RC].

W hat di erence is there betw een the equilbrium and the steady state? Consider a quantum m echanical system
described by a Ham iltonian H . Put the system at equilbrium w ith a bath where there can be exchange ofheat
and of any quantity Q that is conserved by the dynam ics H . T he average of observables is then describbed by
the density matrix e ®* 2)where is the chem ical potential associated to Q : the energy brought to the
system by increasing Q by oneunit. In expression [40), the average ofa localoperatorO in the steady state isa
trace w ith a density m atrix of exactly the sam e form . The m ain di erence is that the operator Y isa non-lcal
conserved charge. A local conserved charge can be w ritten as an integral over space of a local operator of the
theory H 3 - ¢ plus a local operator at the in purity site, w ith possible non-trivial In puriy-soace com ponents.
The operator Y [38) cannot be written in that way. To see this, we can w rite it as ©llow s:
Z
Y=H,+ atJd () (41)
1

w here
J @ = S 0;t)d S (;0) 42)

is the tin eevolved current J w ith respect to the theory H - . Then i is sin ple to w rite it as an integralof
a charge density :
Z
Y = dx 3% 2;0) 43)
1
w ih
1 2
iD=~ D+ &) dPT ) : (44)
1
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T he charge density has a localbulk part, but the term at the in purity isnota local eld ofthe theory H §,-¢:
it is the tin e Integral of the current, and the current is not the tim e derivative of a local eld.

The non-locality of Y is the m ain di erence between the description of a steady state and of an equilbrium
state. Tn the formulation [40), only a restricted set of operators O have wellkde ned average: those that have
stationary expectation values. A 1l Iocal operators are of this type, but, for instance, it is sin ple to see that the
operator H , does not have a wellkde ned steady-state value.

N ote also that the operator Y gives in principle a description of the asym ptotic state that one can use in order
to descrbe the steady state: quantities in the steady state can be evaluated as averages In an appropriate
asym ptotic state. Further analysis in this direction w illbe presented in our future works.

W e w ish to ram ark that som etin e ago Hersh eld [€] has considered steady-state ow and has argued that under
som e assum ptions conceming the relaxation of correlation fiinction an expression [40) would govem the steady—
state current. He gave then im plicit equations to determm ine Y . It appears to us that our explicit expressions
for the operator Y satis eshis in plicit equations, and should hence correspond to the sam e operator (although
we have not thoroughly ascertained the con uence of the two approaches). W e m ust stress, how ever, that no
assum ptions were m ade in our derivation.

Iv. RG-IM PROVED REAL-TIM E PERTURBATION THEORY

T he perturbative expansion. W enow tum to real+tin e perturbation theory forthe current [8). W e take the
form ulation where the system is initially brought to equilbrium w ith a nonzero bias voltage, then disconnected
from the extermalbath before the voltage is tumed o and the interaction is tumed on. It will be convenient
to consider adiabatically tuming on the interaction in the in nite past: we introduce a large-tin e exponential
cuto , e "M, with a positive scale with din ension of energy, and take the lin it ty= ! 1 Inl8). The
quantity w ill be sent to 0 at the end of the calculations. This m eans, physically, that the two leads are
slow Iy brought tow ards the dot after the voltage has been tumed o . O ur proof that there are no divergencies

asty= ! 1 In the previous section show s that there are no divergencies as ! 0. The current can then
be w ritten
L Tre ® VHI)g (1,008 (0; 1) .
D 1es = o Tr e (o VH) (43)
with R1]
th
S (ti;tw) =P exp iHg+e ™ dt: (46)
t
M ore precisly,
pa Z g Z g Z
hT iss = lin £ dhe ® dge ® dye *thH 1 ()i Hr (2); r ;T ] v i @)
Lo k=0 1 =l &% 1
where
Tr e ®Ho VH:)
th v =ii- : (48)

Tr e (o VH:)

T he integrals in thisexpansion are plagued w ith ultraviolt divergenciesw hich we have to reqularize. T hiscan be
done in severalw ays. Forourpurposes, it w illbe convenient to m odify the operators Jg (xX); Jx (x); Jy (x) in order
to render their correlation fiinctions reqular at coinciding points. M ore precisely, we choose the regularization
schem e where alloperators (in the H am iltonian and in correlation fiinctions) at the In puriy site are reqularized,
w hereas all operators 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. D e ne the m om entum space fm ode) operators Jy P); Jx (); Iy () and J, )
In the ollow ing way:
Z Z
Jg X) = dpJs )e®* ; Ty x) = dp Jy E)e®™* ;

z z

J, (x) = dpJ, P)e®* ; J, k)= dpJ, p)e®* :
1 1

T he m ode operators satisfy the follow Ing set of com m utation relations:

[Jg(p)-J;' @l =i JIfe+d+p 5 P+

Ui@id) @] = 1 4y IS+t +p 5 P+

Uy i) @1 = i dfpra+tp 5 ©+q

V. ;3. @]l = p @+

Ui @] = 1 I o+ @ 49)
Ui0;3) @] = i i5x Jf o+ Q)

UiE)id, @] = 0

Us ©);J) @] = 153, 0+q

U @);iJ. @] = 1J o+ 9

U2 0)id; @] = i3+ g :

W e then introduce the reqularized operators
1 Z
Ja) &)= dpR @) Ja @)™ ; x) &)= dpR () Iy P)e®* ;
7 11 1
0y) &)= PR ) Iy )™
1
whereR (o) is a function that vanishes as pj! 1 , and whose com plex conjigate satis esR () = R ( p)
In order to preserve hem iticity of the reqularized operators. T he function R (p) can be chosen in m any ways,
and the choice is a m atter of convenience. W e w ill choose a gaussian regularization,

R p)=e ¥7¢ 7 (50)

Theparam eter playsthe role ofan e ective band width (wWe do notdenote D since it is certainly not exactly
the band w idth). The universalpart of the lim i V;T isthe sam e as that of the lin it of large band w idth.

The tim e integrals in [@7) can now be traded to m om entum integrals:

2 Z Z Z
hT i, = ( 1f dpiR 1) de2 R (2) dox R (k)
° =0 ppti Pt P2t 21 Pt P2t x+ R
Z
dsR (s) hH': 1); H'1 ©2); H'r )i T ()] v 1 (61)
where
Hip)= aJafp) S+ 23,0 S (52)
and
JPE) =P S: (53)

The param eter can be set to zero w ith the requirem ent that the m om entum integrals be taken on a line
parallel to the real axis in the pplane w ith a slight positive in aginary part:

% Z Z Z
dp1 R (1) dpz R (o2) dpex R (k)

his = (1
ke 0 + b1 + b1t P2 + Pt P2t xt P

dgR (@ HthH'1 1); H'1 ©2); Hrfk)iT @] v i (54)
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N ote that this can be done sihce R (o) does not have a sihgularity at p= 0 or anyw here on the realp-line. No
shqularity at p; + s+ @ (for j= 1;:::;k) can occur in the averages hh v Inithe expression above,
since we know that there are no divergencies as ! 0.

In fact, for explicit calculations, it w illbe m ore convenient to integrate over the real line in m om entum space,
and to use the form alisn of principalvalie integrals. For this purpose, recall that

Z
f 1 1
a2 g L e gt £ (55)
+ Pt @ D! e+ "
where P says that we m ust take the principal value of the Integral:
Z Z Z .
dp P; f ) = niepartof + dpi In powerexpansionas ! 0 : (56)
T+ gn 1 -+ qr S

E xplicit one-loop calculations. The trace over the In puriy space of the operators
H:@)i Hre2); Hr k)T @] 1

can be obtained by using the ©llow Ing general form ula, valid for any vector operators A and B that comm ute
wih S:

i 1 . .
B S;B Sl= SfABlg 15 8T+ S RYB (57)
where f ; g isthe anticom m utator. U sing the com m utation relatiol8l)( for evaluating the com m utators, one

is left then only with m uliple anticom m utators of the m ode operators. To one loop we w ill need the follow Ing
com m utators:

Ci = PUy@ S;iJkk) S]
Cz = WPab) S;PUy@ S;Jkk) S
Cs = Uy SiPa@ S;Jxk) SI: (58)

U nder trace over the In purity space, they give
Trm purity Ci1) = 3i% @+ k)
Tl puriy C2) = 2£0; @;J, + k)g  2£3 + @);J; K)g
Trnpurty C3) = 2£ + ;75 K)g : (59)

The traces hh v aifer the bulk-CFT H ibert space of these anticom m utators can be calculated w ithout the
need to construct the H ibert space forHy  V H,, but only by using the follow Ing exchange relations:

Js ) e Ho VH:) _ o (Ho VHZ)Jd(p)e P
J, ) e (Ho VHz) _ e (Ho VHz)JZ(p)e P
J, P)e Ho VHz) _ o (Ho VHz)J'Jr o) e P+V)
J e (Ho VHz) _ e (Ho VHz)J' ©)e ® V) (60)
w here we use the ollow Ing linear com binations:
1 , 1 .
J: (p)=5 JxP)t iJy ) 7 T (p)=5 Jx ) Ty0) : (61)
T he exchange relations in ply for any operator O
HO Jg p)ily = e FPhhJy ()0 iy
HO J, )iy = e phhjz (©)0 iiy
HO T, )iy = e ®7mT )0 iy
HOJ )iy = e ©® VT ()oily : 62)
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U sing the com m utator omulas [49), using these relations and using the traces of single operators, all traces

can be calculated. T races of single operators can be calculated from the fact that hhJy,, iy = HJ,iiy = 0, and
from WO ily = MU O Uy idp. In term s ofm odes, the operator U v has the representation

U 4= ezv;rf(O) 63)
where we form ally de ne JzO () = dJ, )=dp. T he traces of single operators are then given by

g,y )iy = 0; i, P)iy =V () : (64)

T he trace of the only type of anticom m utator appearing in [59) is then given by

, . i
HhfJs )77 @gily = gF @) P+ D (65)
w here
1+e ©9) l+e © V)
= - @ )7 .
F e (p+V)l e ©+V) © V]_ e ® V) (66)
From [84) and using [59), the integrals to be calculated at one loop are
Z 1 Z
I, = dgR (@ i ((:-[)+_PZI dkR (k) hCqidy
z 1 z 1
Ly = dpR () i )+ B dgR (@ i pt+ta+b——
P pt Qg
Z
dkR (k) BCy;3idy (67)
T he current w ill then be given by
his= ? T+ L+ L)+0(5; %) = (68)

Since all .ntegrals are real, it is clear that in the expressions [67)), only term s w ith an odd num ber of delta
functions in the m om entum variables give non-zero contributions. It is a sin ple m atter then to obtain

I]_ = (69)
1
L=13 = dpggf ©R Vp)? (70)

where p isnow a dim ensionlessm om entum variable, and

1+ e WO 1+e v@ 1
-
fp)= ©E+ 1)l o e D ie) 1)7l o e D (71)
and
w= V : (72)
Usihg the symmetry £( p) = f (), the integral I can be calculated In the ollow ing way, keeping only the
divergent and nie partsas ! 1 :
3v 721 g
2_ 2
L =13 = T —pf(p)e ﬁ\/‘—
p
Z
3v T g ' g -
-7 L 2¢2°5) 2 e 1)edvi-’
2 o P o P

3VPW)+nh v (73)
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where the symbol m eans that equality isvalid only for the nite and divergent partsas ! 1 and where

Zldp 2 Zldp pt+1l p 1 2
— () 2+2eF)= — + e

0 P 0 P aw (p+ 1) 1 aW e 1) 1 (74)

P W)=

N

This is a welkde ned function for allw w ith positive realpart, and is easy to evaluate num erically.

Tt w il be usefuil to have the asym ptotic behavior of the function P w), at lJarge and snallw . T his is evaluated
in Appendix[D]. T he asym ptotic expansion at large w is given by

2
Pw) 1+— —w % as w! 1 ; (75)
2 3

w hereas the expansion at anallw is
jo
PWwW)= InWw)+ 74— h@ )+0w) as w! 0: (76)

Sum m arizing, the zero—and one-loop divergent and nite contrbutions to the current are wWih T = 1= )

1 \%
hWix=3V 2 2424 P — 4+ — 7)
2 T %
Rl@ p+1 p 1

with P (7) given by the integrals in @), P 0) = | L EH— Eg+e F . Note that only the
com bination P (V=T ) + In( =V ) appears at one loop. T his com bination has the lm is

\Y%

P + In

v
— n
T

1+ — as T \Y%
2
[
— + @) as V T : (78)

v
T
n =

T he one-loop calculation was also perform ed in [L7] @lfhough the analysis did not go in asm uch detailasours),
and it can be veri ed that their results agree w ith ours.

R esults for the tw o-loop calculations. Two-loop integrals com e from the com m utators there p, g, r and k
are allm om entum variables):

Cs = PWalP) SiPa@ S;WPy @ S;Ix k) S
Cs = PWal) S;iPUy@ S;WPak) S;Jx k) S
Ce = Uy SiPa@ SilPal S;Jx k) S
C7 = Uy Siby@ S;iPy@ S;¥kk) Sl (79)

appearing inside the traces in the integrands of [84). Calculating the traces and using [53), we can nd the
corresponding set of two—loop integrals, I4;Is;I¢ and I; (written in Appendix [El). These integrals enter the
current as

Wigs= > L+ q@+ L)+ @+ L+I)+ “L+0(3; % 4 = 80)

E xplicit calculation of these integrals kead to the follow ing divergent partsas ! 1 :
I,+ Is+ Ig 3V 10P W)+ 5 v 1h v + nie
T 3V 2P +h — 1nh — + nie: 81
7 W) - - (81)

The nite contributions are much m ore com plicated, and are reported in A ppendix [E]. Let us only notice that
the lim it T=V ! 0 ofthese contributions is nite, as in the onedoop results. This indicates that the volage
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V plays the role of a good infrared cuto for the perturbative calculation of the current to two loops: the
tem perature m ay be set to zero w thout divergences to this order.

Sum m arizing, the zero—, one-and two—-Joop nie and divergent contributions to the current are,
, 2 1
hJ 1ss = 3V 5 + 2 a P (V\I) + In v +

+ 2 10P W)+ 5In — 1m — + 2 2p +h — 1nh
a W) v v W) v

<

+ z §H4+IS+I6]njte+ 4H7]nj1:e (82)
where [ + Is + Ts] nire and [I7] nie are given in Appendix [E].

The R enom alization G roup equation (The Callan-Sym anzik equation). In system s at equilbrim ,
W ilson’s renom alization group ideas allow us to understand how physical quantities can have universal form s
(iIndependent of the precise form of the interactions at the m icroscopic level) when all physical energy scales
(tem perature, volage, etc.) are much lower than the m icroscopic scales (pand width, inverse lattice spacing,
etc.). O ut of equilbbrium , it is not obvious that W ilson’s renom alization group ideas still apply.

A di erent, but equivalent, way to look at universality is to study the lim it where the cuto is increased and
sent to in niy, while the couplings dependence on the cuto is again govemed by an RG equation, valid at
very large cut-o . If such a lin i exists then all quantities tend to their universal form .

W e will argue that the steady-state average of the current operator (or of any operator having a wellkde ned
average in the steady state) satis esthe C allan-Sym anzik equation w ith the sam e beta function and anom alous
din ension as they occur In any average evaluated at equilbrium . M ore precisely, we w ill argue that

|
@ @ @ .ol
— + (7 a)—+ ,(;a)— hix = 0 @83)
@ ;L @ @ g
where and | arethebeta functions ofthe anisotropic two-channelK ondo m odel. N ote that the anom alous
din ension term does not occur: the current operator J has zero anom alous din ension (this is natural from a
physical perspective, as the current is a physical ob fct which should not change w ith a change of scals; we
w il verify this explicitly to one loop, and indirectly to two loops, below ).

W e should note that the C allan-Sym anzik equationsw ith one-loop beta fiinctions and zero anom alousdin ension
was written in [L7] for the steady-state average of the current, from physical argum ents22]. Here we present a
quantum eld theoretic argum ent that applies to allorders (@nd allm atrix elem ents), and in the next section we
explicitly verify this argum ent and calculate the beta fiinctions and anom alous din ension in a universal fashion
(so that it autom atically applies to the steady state) to one-Jloop order.

T he C allan-Sym anzik equation em bodiesW ilson’s renomm alization group ideas: it tellsushow a change ofcuto
(for Instance, the band w idth) can be com pensated by a change of few relevant coupling constant, as long as
all physical energy scales aremuch lower than . Solving the Callan-Sym anzik equations (this is done below
for the current in the steady state) allow s us to describbe the low energy behavior of the steady-state current In
temm s of the ratios V=Tx and T=Tx , where Tx is an integration constant, as well as of one extra param eter
(Invariant under the RG ow) characterizing the asym m etry between the couplings 4 and ; we will denote
this param eter by C . The Integration constant Tx and the extra param eter C characterize the quantum eld
theory; when they are xed, all averages can be evaluated unam biguously. T hese param eters are not universal:
di erent m icroscopic theories have low -energy behaviors described by di erent values for them . Up to these
non-universal quantities, the quantum eld theory description is universal, independent of the precise choice
of the cuto procedure (precise structure of the band, for nstance) and of irrelevant couplings (interactions
that give vanishing contributions at low energies). The integration constant Tx is the K ondo tem perature:
the tem perature above which the \K ondo cloud" gets destroyed by the them al energy. It is related to the
m icroscopic values of the couplings and 4 (the valueswhen is chosen to be of the order of the realband
w idth), and i decreases if the couplings are decreased. At zero couplings, the K ondo tem perature is zero and
all scales of the low -energy physics disappear: this is a quantum critical point. The quantum eld theory w ith
nite ratios V=T and T=Tkx describes the situation Tk : the couplings are sent to zero at the same tin e
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as the voltage and tem perature are m ade much sn aller than . This is the scaling lim i, describbing the region
around the quantum criticalpoint = 4 = 0. In particular, one nds that the perturbative expansion is valid
In the region Tk V or Tk T.

W e w ill see that In the steady state, it w illbe m ore convenient to introduce a scale M ¢ characterizing both the
e ects ofthe them alenergy and of the electric potential driving the current on the K ondo cloud. W e w ill then
be able to com pare these e ects, using a com parison param eter that is exact in one-loop perturbation theory.

It is natural that the Callan-Sym anzik equation is still valid in the steady state, since the steady state can
be understood as an appropriate asym ptotic state, characterized by a scale V , and since averages of operators
In asym ptotic states satisfy the Callan-Sym anzik equation. In particular, V should ow trivially wih the
renom alization group. However, it is instructive to see explicitly how this works in realtin e perturbation
theory.

W e willargue that Eq. [83) holds sin ply from the fact that the C allan-Sym anzik equation is satis ed for any
average In equilbrium . The m ain observation is the follow Ing. C onsider the H ibert space H vy associated to
the Ham ittonian H VH,. It is not form ed of vectors that are in the H ibert space H ¢ associated to the
Ham iltonian H (. In particular, its ground state 3 V i can be form ally de ned as

Uy Pi;

w here Y1 is the ground state ofH . This de niion Indeed m akes sense for any nite length ofthe system , and

In fact allow s to calculate m atrix elem ents of any operators also at in nite length, but it does not give a vector
In Hy at in nie length. Nevertheless, the m ode operators associated to current algebra operators still have a

wellde ned action on H v . In order to see this, it is convenient to construct the H ibert space H ¢ by de ning

a vacuum state Pi satisfying Jy; ,q)Pi= 0and J, )Pi= 0 Prallp 0, and by constructing other states
ofthe H ibert space by actingwith J,; ,q() and J, (o) atp< 0. Then, i isa sin pl m atter to see, using [63),
that

Jr )] Vi= 0 ifandonky if p v

J @) Vi= 0 ifandonk if p V

Jae)] Vi= 0 ifandonky if p O

J, )] Vi= 0 ifandonly if p> 0: (84)

Them ain observation isthat any nom alordering operation valid on H g is stilla good nomm alordering operation
on H vy. Indeed, a state of the fom

ey fendted  rehared e ne® e vi
gives zero w henever

prt+ it pst p(l)+ RS S pg+ pi'o+ tiit pg)+ pim+ LS pém+ @ bVv>0:
Sihce @ b))V isamuch snallerthan frany nie a and b, a nom alordering of the type

:J ©1)J P2) k% JPy,)J ) 3 J Pwith py B, w7 P (85)

the set of lnequalities for the p;, s valid, is stilla good nom alorderingon H v .

T his cbservation is enough in order to see that the C allan-Sym anzik equation is still valid in the steady state.
Indeed, the C allan-Sym anzik equation isreally an equation for operators, ratherthan just forparticularaverages.
R ecalling the regularized realtin e perturbation theory [54), consider the operator

& Z Z

1
J = ( 1f dmR @) i @+P— do:R ) 1 @+ p)+E
P P1t+ P2

Z

1
dpx R (k) i @+tp+t k R
p1tp2t xkt P

dsR (s) H'r (o1); H'z (02); H e )id )] 1:
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Tt gives the Interacting current operator w ith respect to the free H ibert space H ¢ (at equilbrium ) orH v (in
the steady state). T he validity ofthe C allan-Sym anzik equations at equilbrium m eans that allm atrix elem ents
ofJ in the H ibert space H ¢ satisfy the Callan-Sym anzik equations. This can be w ritten:

|
@ @ @ 11
T + (;d)@—"' d(;d)—@d J = 0 on Hyp: (87)

i d

Indeed, such m atrix elem ents correspond, in perturbation theory, to m atrix elem ents of the current operator J
In the basis ofeigenstates ofthe iullH am ittonian H - ¢ @llofwhich obey the sam e C allan-Sym anzik equation).

W e give an argum ent for the validity of [B7) n Appendix[C]l. Tn [B7), the Imi ! 1 should be performed
after a m atrix elem ent has been calculated, holding the m om enta associated to thism atrix element xed. W e
now extract the divergent and nite part ofthe operatorJ as ! 1 :
o
J f']nj():Oj: (88)
3!

j=0

w here O §’s are operators built out of the m ode operators for the current algebra along w ith possible in purity—
space operators (the nom alordering isde ned in (83)). This isalwayspossble to do by rew riting J  in term s
of nom alordered operators and evaluating the coe cientsas ! 1 . The Callan-Sym anzik equation ([87)
then states,

@ @
10541 2t (i a)0—+ (i a)z— :05:=0 (@G=0;1;::51): 89)
@ @ q

Since the nom al ordering operation [B3) is also valid on the H ibert space H v, it is clear that the expression
[89) also gives the divergent and nite part of the current operatoron H v, so that the recursion relation 89
am ong operators :0 ; : in plies the C allan-Sym anzik equation [B3) also holds for the steady-state average of the
current. O f course, the sam e is true for any operator that has a welkde ned average in the steady state.

A Nl thiswillbe explicitly veri ed for the current operator to one loop in the follow ing sub-section.

D ensity-m atrix-independent calculation ofthe beta functions and of the anom alous dim ension of
the current to one loop. Letuswrite J usihg tin e variables instead ofm om entum variables:

& Z Z Z ) ) .
g = & dy  du dte [EL”) @) lE) ®&); S €)@ @) 0] 1190)
k=0 1 t o1
Here
@) ©= @) ( D+ a0 (B S (1)
and
@9 ©= G (ns: 92)

Tn the reqularization schem e that we consider, characterized by the requlatorR () [B0), it isa sin ple m atter
to observe that

@gml“”) O- —a)%0; @go O) m= @O0y 93)
w here prim esm ean tin e derivatives. C onsider the rst few termm s of [90) :
Z 0
g o= @9 + dti@.”) ©; @ @) 01+
Z 0 Z 01
+ du  db BE.) @)EE.) ©);d Q) On+ (94)

1 t
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U sing Integration by parts, we nd

@iJ -2 g
Z 0
+ BE, ) 0;0 Q) 1+ aci® ) ©; @ %01+
7 0 '
+ at[B@E . )° ©;iE ") YL@ @) 01+
7 01
- atl@, ") ;@ ")’ ;@ @) on+
z 01 zZ, !
- dy  db GE.) @)EES) &) T NP0+ (95)
1 t
W ewant to evaluate allthisat ! 1 in orderto nd the beta fiinction using the equation (7). Inside the

parenthesis, we need only keep the contrbutions of order 2 In? () ornon-negative Integers j. The very st
operator of course does not contribute, but allothersdo. T hese leading contrdbutions have to be com pared w ith
the lrading contributions of
Z
L, L. Ey 8 o) g aci®,”) ©; @ @) O+ ::: (96)
@ @ 4 @ @ g 1

where we wrote only the tem s contrbuting to the oneloop order. The beta functions appearing there can

be ocbtained by requiring that when the derivatives w ith respect to the couplings are applied to the operator
) 0)

i@ ") ), they give the operator LH . ”)° ©;i® ") ) ®] (@ppearing on the third line of [@5)) in the lin it
! 1 . Themain contrbution in this lim it of this operator can be obtained from
1 o 00 e © L2 2y (7. - > TP - S 1. 97
— EE; ) @;iE; ) YB]= 1 (g+ TPz ( D+ a@y)P3 (B + — :0: (97)
where O contains products of current algebra operators at the sam e point x =  t; the explicit form ofO isnot
In portant here. E quating the leading behavior of this operatoras ! 1 wih that of
@ @
—+ — #%@
@ @ 4
gives
L= G Hroy i Y = 2 4+0( %% (98)
Note that we had to takethe lin it ! 1 ofthe operator [L®E ) (t);1® ") ) (t)] rather than of the integral

where it is nvolved on the third line of [95), shhce the beta finction does not depend on the particular average
that we are calculating. The sub—leading operators in [@7) m ay give contributions to this integral, but these
are tw o-loop contributions to the anom alous din ension ofthe operator J (of course, since this operator should
have zero anom alous din ensions, all such contributions should cancelout).

T he total one-loop contrbutions to the anom alous din ension of J can be veri ed to be zero by checking that
when the derivatives w ith respect to the couplings in [36) are applied to the operator (J @) (0) (the st tem

inside the parenthesis), they give the two tem s appearing on the second lne of [08) n the Imit ! 1 . In
this lin i, the second term on the second line of [95) can be w ritten
Z g Z o
.o (0) © « e (0) 00 I (DN
dti® ;) ©;7 ati®E )P 0;31= BE)° ©0);T ] 99)

1 1

That is, it isequalto the st tem . Together, their leading behaviorat ! 1 can be obtained from

(0)

2
e

7050 ) Ol= 240 Pr; O+ iz 107 (100)
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where O is ofthe sam e form as O . But since

@ 1 2

¢ 3
— + — J = J= 243 +0 ; ;
@ d@d d (d )

we Inm ediately conclude that the anom alous din ension of the current is zero to one loop.

It is a sin ple m atter to verify that the one-oop steady-state current [68) w ith the values [69) and [I3) indeed
satis es the Callan-Sym anzik equation

@ @ .ot
— 2 49— (44 )— hlie = O0: (1o1)
@ . @
N ote that our derivation ofthe C allan-Sym anzik equation to one-loop did not use the particular initial density
matrix e ® VH:); only the fact that nom alordered operators are nite when averaged w ith this density
m atrix.

Two-loop beta finctions. The two-doop resul [BQ) with two-loop divergent parts [8Il) and oneoop nite
and divergent parts [69) and [Z3) is
hJ i 3v2 i PW)+h — +
Iss 2 d v

2 10P W)+ 5 — 1h — + 2 2P@w)+h — 1h — 1 (102)
v v v v

T his satis esperturbatively the C allan-Sym anzik equation w ith beta functions
S= R Fro(kita

= 2 g+ 4+ +0( 37 a: 103)

2

N ote that this calculation does not give the third order coe cient of . However, we know the universalbeta
fiinctions of the one-channelK ondo model (¢ %cf) and that of the symm etric tw o-channel K ondo m odel

¢ J).TakingV = 0 (which doesnot a ect the beta fiinction), these two cases are cbtained respectively
at = 0,and at 4= wupon diagonalization of the m atrix of couplings J ; o. These two facts essentially x
the tw o-loop beta function to be of the form

gt 22

3
22 a)+ o (104)

where a is a non-universalnumber. O ur results x a = 1, which gives the standard beta functions

L= G P Paro(h LY
= @ 4 3 +o( 37 anc: (105)
Tt is convenient now to change variables to = g4 so that (to the sam e order)
2 1 2 2
= + > (% + ) 2 (106)

107)

The scaling lim it of the current. W e now evaliate the current as function of the voltage and of the
tem perature. For the expression of the current, our analysis w illm ake use solely of the one-loop resuls [Z7).
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Expression [77) is the perturbative expansion in the lim it T ;V of the m odel. The couplings 4; take
their \m icroscopic" values: the actual values for the physical process represented by the interaction tem s, and
the cuto is of the scale of the band w idth. O fcourse, since we neglected tem svanishingas ! 1 ,thisis
not an exact expression for nite . However, it allow s us to have an exact expression in the scaling lim it.

A s explained earlier, we expect universality for T ;V . It is convenient therefore to consider the Iim it where
is sent to In niy with the couplingsbecom ng cut-o dependent: they arem odi ed so as to keep the physics

unchanged when the cuto is increased. D enoting for the moment = o the physical value of the cuto

(of the order of the band width) and = ©9; 4= g the values of the coupling there, the running couplings

*(); §(),aregovemed by the RG equations,

da

o U S S GO G A

d r

T - 274 Tt oy (108)
w ith initial conditions xed by the m icroscopic valies ofthe couplings: 5( = o)= 37 “( = o)= °.

T he solution oftheRG ow can then be describbed by RG invariants —quantities that describe the full tra fctory.
Such quantities are C introduced earlier, and a scale Tx to be discussed below . T hus any physical quantity F
w il depend on the cut o and coupling via these nvariantsF = F (IT=Tx ;V=Tg ;C ). Onem ay reform ulate this
scaling procedure as ollow s. Introduce the scale M , the physical scale on which the system is exam ined,

V=Msn(); T=M cos()

forsomeangle 1ntheV T plane so that the previous resul for the current is w ritten as,

3
hjiss:7v 21+44 Pan( )+ In M—csc() + oo

Follow Ing the previous considerations, the current can be written in tem s of couplings that depend on the
physical scale M , satisfying the equationsw ith respectto M ,

d g

MoE = (57 (P + (D°+ (D]
d i r r r r\2 r\3
MdM = 2° 3+ (g)+ () (109)
wih iidalconditions M = )= 4; TM = )= ( being of the order of the band w idth), as ollow s:
. 3 r\2 r
hjlss=7V( L+ 4 30 ()+ 1] (110)
w here
Q()=P((an())+ In(sc()) : 111)

Again, the solution to the RG ow ({I09) should be described solely as a finction of M =Tx and of the RG
invardiant C [I07), instead of and the miial conditions 4 and . W ith such a description, we can trivially
take the scaling lim it: T; V; Tk with xed ratiosT :V :Tg and xed C,since doesnot appearanym ore.
In this lim i, the quantum eld theory gives exact results, and the systam is in itsuniversalregin e. In order to
have unam biguous resuls, we need to de ne Tx . Once Tx is de ned, one need only solve the RG ow (109)
(@ num erical solution is easy to obtain w ith good precision, for instance), and one obtains the scaling lin i in
is perturbative region. The actualvalues of 4; and ofthe band width should be such that the theory is
near to the scaling lim it if we want the system to be m eaningfully descrbed by quantum eld theory.

P

T he perturbative region ofthe scaling lin it is Tk VZ2+ T2, rany value ofC . Hence, in orderto de ne Tk
in perturbation theory, we need to look at the expansion asM =Ty ! 1 ofthe solution to the RG ow ({109).
T his expansion, and the value of Tx , have di erent form s depending on C . W e w ill consider here two cases:
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takihgC = 1 then M =Tx ! 1 ;and keepingC nite then takingM =Tx ! 1 . The rst case corresponds to
a= .Infact, tistrueto allordersthatif 4= ,then J= ¥ forallscalesM . In this case, the equilibrium

Ham ittonian H 3, - ¢ is In fact a onechannelK ondo m odelplis a decoupled free m assless ferm ion. The case C
nie corresponds naturally to C g In the scaling lin i (@s willbecom e clear below ).

In the case where 4 = , the RG equations lad to the llow ng large-M =Tk ) expansion of the running
couplings:

_ 2 _ _
1 Jn]n(M—TK)+ a +Jn M TK)+ da 1)IhhM 1;<)+O 1

. 2]1’1(M=TK)+4JI12(M=TK) 2In° M =Tx ) 8In°M =Tg ) 8In° M =T ) n’ M =Tg )

112)
T he coe cient a can be changed by a change ofthe scale (the integration constant) T x ; m aking the replacem ent
Tx 7 xTg Isequivalenttodoinga 7 a+ In(x).Notealsothata changeofscale Ty 7 xTx correspondssinply
to a perturbative change of the running coupling constants that keeps the beta fiinctions invariant. F ixing the
value of a ism aking a choice of de niion for Tk , which is one m ore condition necessary to totally specify the
renom alization procedure. O foourse, di erent de nitionsofTx reproduce the sam e scaling lim it. For arbitrary
a, In tem s ofthe coupling 4 = and ofthe scale ofthe band width , Tk has the fom

r

Tk @)= 2e 7 1+0()) (a= ):

A standard de nition for the K ondo tem perature is to m ake the term in 1=1n? M =Tk ) vanish @ = 0), giving:

p 1
Tx = 2ez 1+0()) (a= ) : 113)

In the case where the RG Invariant C is nite, the hrge-M =Tk ) expansion has the form

; 1 hh =Tk ) a PhM=Tx) @a LhhM=K)
3= — + — + — + 3 + 3 + i
I =Tk ) n" ™ =Tx ) n" ™ =Tx ) n" ™ =Tk ) n" ™ =Tx )

r 1 2hh ™ =Tk ) 1+ 2a 3n?hM =Ty ) (6a+ L)hhM™ =Tg)

— = + + + + +

C nM=Tx) DN M=Tx) I’M=Tx) n* M =T ) n* M =Tg )

(114)

where the dots (::) mean O (In °M =T )) or 5,and O (n ‘™ =Tk )) or *. Note that in general, C will

not appear only as a nom alization of ; this is an artifact ofthe lin ited perturbative order which we consider.
A lso, note that C must be positive or * to be positive. A gain, a variation of Tx has the e ect of changing a:
m aking the replacement Ty 7 xTgx Isequivalent to doinga 7 a+ In ). For arbirary a, we can use the rst
or the second equation of [114)) in order to determm ine Ty in term s of the couplings 4; and ofthe scale ofthe
band width . This gives two equivalent formm s:

r
pc— P -
“@a+oC N (a® ):

a

Ty @)= qe ° S@+0(g)= —e *

[NIC

Recallthat from [107), we indeed have that / 3 in the scaling lin i, so that the second equality above is
correct. A more standard way of writing the K ondo tem perature can be obtained by considering the lnear
com bination g + T.Thisgives, again for the sam e cb gct Tx @),

@+c) —1—

Tk @)= (aqa+ )e at 1+ 0 (4q)) (a6 ):

A standard de niion isa= C,giving

Txk = (at J)e & (1+0(a)) (a$ ): 115)

Four com m ents are now in order.

First, note that taking C ! 1 in [[14) does not give [I17). This is expected, since the form er corresponds to
taking rstM =T¢ ! 1 thenC ! 1 in the solution to the RG equations, whereas the latter corresponds to
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taking rstC ! 1 thenM =Tx ! 1 , and these two lin its do not comm ute. In particular, one would have
obtained still di erent expressions taking smmultaneously C ! 1 and M =Tx ! 1 , wih a prescrbed ratio
betw een them , for instance (i is a sin ple m atter to evaluate in this case, or in any other case, the expansion as
M =Tx ! 1 ofthe solutionsto the RG equations). T he expressions [114) and [II2) should not be regarded as
describing all solutionsto the RG equation; they are ratherparticular lin is ofthe solutions, as described above,
and are used here sokly for the purpose of de ning the K ondo tem perature purely using perturbation theory
(the perturbative regin e is, again, the regine M T , for any C taken to In nity or not, sin ulaneousl
or not with M =Tx ). The expansion [[14) o ers a way of de ning Tx in the regine with C nite, whereas
the expansion [I12) o ers a way ofde ning it in the regine with C = 1 . O ther de nitions would have been
possbl, but we only need these two de nitions of the K ondo tem perature here.

Second, it is In portant to recall that the casesC = 1 and C < 1 do exhaust all possbl scaling regin es,
even though the expressions [I12) and [II4)) do not exhaust all possible behavior of the running couplings as
M =Tx ! 1 .However, there are m any ways of reaching any given scaling regin e. In particular, the relations
= 4and C % maturally associated to, respectively, the scale de nitions {I13) and [II5)) do not exhaust
allpossible ways the sam e scaling lim it can be reached. In order to understand w hat thism eans, st recallthat
the ullRG —m proved perturbation theory reproduces the divergent and nite part ofthe fiill bare perturbation
theory, so that we can talk about the RG trafctory for the bare couplings before taking the scaling lim it.
Then, from this viewpoint, one can take the scaling lin it by xing a trafctory C, and by sending ! 1
while kegping 4 and on the tra gctory at scale . For nite C, this gives C i,whereas forC = 1 ,this
gives = 4.Butone could also take the scaling 1m it by changing the value ofC (changing the shape of the
trapctory) while ! 1 ,alwayskesping 4 and on the trapctory de ned by C . For instance, this is what
happens ifone takes = g 4 Prsome xed g6 1 when sending 4; ! 0;then onem ust sin ultaneously take
C! 1 mordertokesp and 4 ontheRG trafctory. The resulting value ofTx in tem s of such couplings is
di erent from (I113) and [113). But in this exam ple, when the scaling lim it is reached we have C = 1 , so that
the quantum eld theory isthe sam e as the one obtained by taking = 4 and sending them to 0; in particular,
in the scaling lin it, we stillhave * = J, and we can stillde ne a scale Tx usihg [[12). Since we are only
Interested in the scaling regin es, we do not need to look at allpossble ways a given regin e can be reached.

Third, i is In portant to note that the leading behavior of the current at largeM =Tk isvery di erent ifC = 1
orifC < 1 (agaln,we only look at the two casesm entionned above). In the st case, it is given by

hT iss > Nisjn() -2 vai (a= ): 1e)
8 In“M =Tg ) 8 " ( V2+ T2=Tg )
O n the other hand, in the second case it is given by
hJ igs 3¢ lvisjn() =3c2 Pvi (a® ): 117)
2 mn*M=Tg) 2 m'(v2+ T2=Tg)

N ote that since the RG nnvariant C appears as a coe cient, the lrading behavior in this case is non-universal;
this is a property ofthe regine C nite.

Finally, the param eter can be seen asparam etrizing a fam ily of choices of infrared cuto s for our theory. For
Instance, at = 0, the tem perature is the nfrared cuto ,wheresasat = =2, the voltage sokly plays the role
of an infrared cuto . It is In portant to note that the volage is a good nfrared cuto for the average of the
current operator to two-loop order. Indeed, the 1m & T=V ! 0 ofour one-loop and tw o—-loop bare perturbative
results is nite; equivalently, the lm i ! =2 of the renom alized perturbative results is nite. W e should
rem ark however that this need not be the case when other quanties are considered, see [1].

U niversal ratios. From the viewpoint of the interpretation ofthe m easurem ent of non-equilbrium quantities,
the K ondo tem perature, as de ned for instance in {I13), is not very convenient, since the tem perature T and
the bias voltage V have a di erent in uence on the K ondo screening cloud, and we would like a de niion that
embodies this di erence. Hence, i seam s appropriate to de ne a continuum ofscals,M x ( ), dgpending on the

angle on theV T plane. Consider rstthecase 4= .A possbl de nition ofM g ( ) is the requirem ent
that the average current J in the steady state does not have a term of the form M =Jn3(M Mk ()) In is
expansion at largeM =M ¢ ( ):
3 M sin nhM =M n°nM =M
W i= () 1+ ™ K())+O ™ k () . 118)

8 ;MM My () ne Mg () M M ()
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T his gives:

Mg ()=Tg "’ 119)
where Tx isde ned n (I13).
A s particular cases, we can now de ne the \decoherence" K ondo scale, M ¢ ( =2), asthe voltageat T = 0 at

which the K ondo cloud is destroyed by the electrons passing through, and the \them al" K ondo scale M x (0).
W e nd that their ratio, which is universaland does not receive corrections from the two-loop (or higher-loop)
contrbutions to the beta finction (or from higher order contributions to the current), is

Mg (=2 P
Rument = X2 L5 & 3 5 2 2961887231 (120)
Mk )

Inthecase 46 (that is, orC < 1 ), a sin ilarde nition ofM ¢ ( ) can bem ade: requiring that the current
does not have a tem of the orm M =In* M M ¢ ( )). Constructing again the ratio M ¢ ( =2)=M ¢ (0) gives
exactly the sam e num ber: this ratio is lndeed universal, ndependent ofboth Ty and C . It is in portant that
the current possess an Infrared-convergent (convergence at large sw itch-on tin es) perturbative expansion to
one loop for these universal ratios to have a m eaning. Further, that they have the usual one-loop logarithm ic
accuracy near to the scaling lin i is a consequence of the nfrared convergence of the two-loop perturbation
theory.

The scale M ¢ ( ) de ned above is characteristic of the current; other physical quantities would give di erent
functions M ¢ ( ), and di erent ratios. For instance, the sam e analysis can be applied on the di erential
conductance

d

G = —hJ i :
Qv Iss

From the perturbative calculations, we have

3, \Y V_, V
G = — 1444 P — 4+ I — + —P — 1 + 0 (121)
2 T \Y% T T
Agaln, In temm s of running couplings, we have
3 h i
G=7(f)2 1+ 4 50()+ ::: 122)
w here
Q()=P (an( )+ In(sc( )+ tan( )P “tan()) 1: (123)

Taking again 4 = , we can repeat the calculations above and de ne sim ilarly the scale Mk ( ) associated to
the conductance. W e nd

Mg ()=Tg 2 124)
Weobservethat 0 (0) = Q 0) and that Q' ( =2) = Q ( =2) 1. Hence, we have

M (22 2 et 7 o— 108961742 125
R conductance = "~ 7 T © Raurrent ™ 2 © = 1 (125)

V. PERSPECTIVES

R eaching the steady-state. W e showed that the bath of free m assless ferm ions su ces to allow the system
to reach equilbriim at tem perature T in the case of zero bias voltage, and to allow it to reach steady state
when the bias voltage is non—zero. N o other relaxation process has to be assum ed; the in nite bath of free
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m assless ferm ions plays the role of a them albath and is able to absorb the energy necessary for relaxation
to occur, as well as for the steady state to exist. This is In close connection w ith the study of Caldeira and
Leggett M]: they constructed a m odel where an In nite num ber of oscillators provides an explicit dissipation
In order to study, from rst principles, the e ect of dissipation on quantum tunneling. Ik tums out [3] that
their construction is sin ply related to m odels of eld theory that are conform alin the bulk (in general, w ith
non-conform alboundary conditions), as recall in the Introduction. It would be interesting to see to w hat extent
our proof can be generalized to the study ofm ore generalm odels of quantum kinetics w ith therm aldissipation,
and to see whether sin ilar argum ents can be applied to other im purity m odels out of equilbrium . A principle
to follow , as can be extracted from our derivation, is the fact that the orbit of a global sym m etry of the m odel
should cover the possble values of the boundary degrees of freedom .

R elated to the latter point, another question is: W hat is the e ect of a m agnetic eld on the steady state in
the quantum dot? O ur proof of factorization in Appendix [B] does not hold anym ore when a m agnetic eld is
present, since it uses heavily the invariance of the correlation fiinctions under SU 2) transform ations. Hence,
the realtin e perturbation series is no longer expected to be convergent as the sw itch-on tin e is sent to m Inus
In niy. This is sin ple to understand physically: at an all couplings, both the current through the dot and is
Interaction w ith the leads are weak, that is, both the non-equilbrating e ect and the them alization e ect are
weak. At zerom agnetic eld, sihce all states of the isolated dot have the sam e energy, the them alization e ect
ism ore e cient and still stronger. At non-zero m agnetic eld, however, as the couplings are sent to zero, we
cannot expect that the dot an oothly reaches its them alequilbrium energy distribution when no other thermm al
bath is coupled to it. T he realktin e perturbation theory should describe this situation, but obviously is zeroth
order cannot give anything else than the them alequilbrium valie of any quantiy under study. H ence, In non-
zero m agnetic eld, we can expect som e strong non-analyticity in the couplings and we must nd largetime
(IR) divergences In the perturbative coe cients. This clearly indicates that the realktin e perturbative series
does not properly describe the approach to the steady state, neither the steady state itself, of the m odel in
m agnetic eld w ithout external them albath.

Q uestions rem aln, as raised In the Introduction: D oes the quantum eld theory still (non-perturbatively) reach
a steady state, or does it show other behaviors at large tin es, likke oscillations (of the dot m agnetization, for
Instance)? If it reaches a steady state, is it a good description of realistic system s, where the dot is coupled
to an extemal therm albath at all tin es (W thout exchange of particles), independently of is coupling to the
leads?

T he form erquestion waspartially answered, in [L2]: it wasassum ed on physicalgrounds that the non-equilibbrium

K ondom odelreachesa steady state, andm ainly from thisassum ption, it wasexplained how to obtain the zeroth
order of perturbation theory for the dot m agnetization. Indeed, strong non-analyticity is obtained. In a sense,
one should start wih a density m atrix that already contains a non-them al distribution of the in purity soin
states; this density m atrix can be obtained by requiring that the perturbative seriesbe convergent at large tin es.
A s explained clarly there, this is equivalent to solving a quantum Bolzm ann equation in order to determ ine
the non-them al dot occupation num bers. This should answer partly, in som e sense still perturbatively, the
question of describing the steady state of the quantum eld theory (the non-equilbrium K ondo m odel w ith
m agnetic eld) { although the results really start w ith the assum ption ofa steady state, and do not establish
its existence. However, this does not address the question as to whether the lads correctly play the role of
them albaths, or whether a coupling to an extemal them albath would have in portant e ects.

In relation to the latter question, our argum ent suggests that, at least at an all couplings (or at tem peratures
much greater than the Kondo tem perature), the m odel does not describe the true steady state of the non-—
equilbrium K ondo dot in contact with a them al environm ent. Indeed, from a physical interpretation of the
perturbative series, the leads do not provide a strong enough them alisation to absorb the energy necessary
for the steady state to occur, and it is possible that it cannot be trusted to sustain the correct steady state.
T hat it does not provide the them alisation for the steady state to occur is certainly in agreem ent w ith [L2]:
there it was one of the m ain points that the large-tin e divergences are due to the absence of a proper them al
bath, and that one needs to put \by hand" a them albath connected to the dot. T hiswas done, essentially, by
putting a an all in aginary part on the evolution tin e, which was then set to zero before taking an all couplings

; q (that is, i was obtained a steady state where the coupling to the themm albath ismuch sn aller than the
couplings ; g4). The m ost delicate question, however, concems the fact that the steady state itselfm ay be
a ected non-trivially by a them albath. It is probable (out this should be veri ed) that other, m ore realistic,
representations of a them albath give the sam e results as [L2] in the lim it of an all coupling w ith the them al
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bath. However, as the couplings ; 4 are sent to zero, due to the them ale ect ofthe environm ent, the average
dot m agnetization, for lnstance, should sm oothly reach is them al equilbrium wvalie, and thismay wellbe a
universal crossoverbehavior (sihce i occurs at sm all couplings, hence near to a second order phase transition).
In order to assess this, i would be in portant to have a m ore adequate description of a themm albath, and the
theory of C aldeira and Leggett surely provides the m ost prom ising avenue.

The steady-state density m atrix. Our proof that the realtim e perturbation theory describes a steady
state was In m ediately adapted to the proof that the steady state can be described by a density m atrix [40),
aln ost as In an equilbrium state. A sm entioned, a steady-state densiy m atrix was also ntroduced in [€] for
generic m odels under the assum ption that a relaxation tim e was present. O ur derivation is slightly di erent,
and does not m ake further assum ptions, since we showed that relaxation does occur in the non-equilbriim
Kondo m odel. The m ain characteristics of the steady-state density m atrix, as opposed to equilbrium density
m atrices, is that it is de ned by coupling a non-local conserved charge Y to the voltage V , Instead of coupling
a local conserved charge to an appropriate chem icalpotential. This non-locality is related to the fact that the
operator Y describes the build-up ofthe steady state, or, in som e sense, the asym ptotic state that characterizes
the steady state. T he properties of this asym ptotic states and other consequences of this description are still
to be explored.

R enom alized real-tim e perturbation theory. W e developed the two-loop renom alized realtin e pertur-
bation theory. W e gave an argum ent for the validity of the C allan-Sym anzik equation in the steady state W ih
the sam e beta functions as the equilbrium ones), and veri ed this to one loop for the current operator inside
any correlation function. It is tem pting to relate the validity of the Callan-Sym anzik equation to the fact that
the operator Y appearing in the steady-state density m atrix is a conserved charge. In particular, the fact that
the voltage does not ow is obvious from such consideration, as it is coupled to a conserved charge. H ow ever,
sihce Y isnon-local, it is hard to m ake this connection m ore precise.

The quantum eld theory gives physical quantities in the scaling lm it (the universal region) V; T; Tk D,
where Tx is the K ondo tem perature, which is a non-universal quantity related to them jigxosoopjc values of the
couplings. O ur renom alized perturbative resuls give the current In the region Tx V24 T? D . This
Inclides the part of the universal region where the system is strongly out of equilbbrium . In this perturbative
region, we de ned a continuous fam ily of Kondo scales M ( ) depending on the ratio V=T = tan( ). By
com paring the scaleat = =2 T=V ! 0)wih thatat = 0 (V=T ! 0),we obtaihed a universalm easure of
the e ect of the voltage on the K ondo cloud, as com pared to the e ect of the tem perature. W e noted that such
a universalm easure was correct since to two—-loop order, the voltage plays the rok ofa good nfrared cuto for
the current, so that no divergencies appear to that orderas T=Tx ! 0 Wih xed V=Tg ).

In connection to the latter point, it has som etin esbeen suggested In the literature that at T=Tx = 0, the system
should be In a \strong coupling regim e" (see for nstance [1L8]), and as such, the perturbation theory should
not be valid and should show Infrared divergencies (divergenciesas T=Tx ! 0) in higher-loop calculations. In
particular, it is clear that this occurs in the calculation of any them odynam icalquantities, which can indeed be
deem ed \1n a strong coupling regin e" (@t the R xed point) at zero tem perature. In [§,/9], for Instance, one sees
logarithm ic divergences as T=Tx ! 0 forany xed V=Tx at the one-loop order of perturbation theory for the
spin susceptibility, pointing to the fact that ordescribbing the Iim £ T=Tx ! 0 ofthat them odynam icalquantity,
one needs to know about the IR  xed point[23] (the perturbation theory only describes the theory around its
UV xed point). O urpoint, though, is that thism ight not be so for allquantities. O ur tw oJoop resuls suggest
that In a sense, the current is really a dynam ical quantity, ruled by the scale V . For com parison, this ismuch
like a correlation fiinction oftwo local elds is ruled by the distance betw een the points in equilbrium quantum

eld theory, even at zero tem perature (the short distance behavior is described, for instance, by the UV xed
point of the theory, up to a nom alization if the elds are not conserved currents, and up to the onepoint
functions of the operators appearing in the operator product expansion ofthe elds). T hen, the region V Tk
should really be, for the current, a weak-coupling, UV situation, even at zero tem perature; this is at least what
we see at two—Joop order. N otw ithstanding the fact that infrared divergenciesm ay signalthat the steady state
is not reached, as discussed above, possble divergencies in the perturbative expansion of the current at higher
ordersm ay corresoond to sin ple pow er-like non-analyticity in the couplings at zero tem perature, w ith sm aller
contrbutions than those ofthe two-loop resuls (as in the usualsiuation of correlation fiinctions in equilibrium
quantum eld theory).

Finally, it would be very interesting to fiilly verify the validity ofthe C allan-Sym anzik equation w ith a m agnetic
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eld. It is easy to check for nstance that the onedoop, niem agnetic— eld results of [§, |9, [11] satisfy the
one—-loop Callan-Sym anzik equations In the universal regin e. A lthough we did not cover the case wih a nie
m agnetic eld (and see the discussion above for the subtleties nvolved), we expect that our general argum ents
forthe validity ofthe C allan-Sym anzik equationsto allorder stillhold since in the universalregin €, them agnetic

eld is a low -energy scale as com pared to the band w idth. Tt m ay be usefiil to note that the usualperturoative
renom alization wasm odi ed in [§,/9] in order to correctly ncorporate the structure of logarithm ic divergencies
IntheregionV > D (whereD isthe bandw idth) of the one-loop calculation ofthe current and of the in purity
m agnetization at nite m agnetic eld; m ore precisely, energy-dependent coupling constants were introduced.
W e want to stress that this region m ay be non-universal (that is, results m ay depend on the precise structure
oftheband), asistheregion T > D orTgx > D . Then, naturally, it cannot be universally described by a nie
num ber of coupling constants (or, m ore precisely, by a nie number of RG invariants). In order to recover
\scaling", one needs to use exact RG or sin ilar m ethods, and the usual C allan-Sym anzik equation does not
hold; but this isnot in disagreem ent w ith our results, which only dealw ith the universalregine V;T ; Tk D.
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APPENDIX A:CONNECTED CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

Consider a theory w ith density m atrix , and denote, for any operatorO ,

_Tr[O] .
Tr[]
C onsider the ollow Ing average:
DD R EE
.70
Pexp 1 tOdtHI(t) o)
i Bb EE @)

Ko
Pexp 1 todtH;[(t)

where H 1 (t) can be any operator depending on the (tin e) param eter t, and O is also any operator. T he path—
ordered exponential above is understood as an expansion in tin e-ordered integrals of m ultilinears of H 1 (t)’s.
T he connected correlation functions, where the H 1 (t)’s are \connected" to O , can then naturally be de ned by
saying that

ha Z Z g Z
6] i= in dtl dtz dtn hH I (tl )H I (tZ) I (trH) ) j—-i-cormected . (2)
n=0 to t1 th 1

E quivalently, they can be de ned recursively by

Hi 1 () 1 (GH) O ii
=hHi ) 1 (&) O Leonnectea 3)
xn X

+ hH 1 (& 1) I(th )jihhHI(tl) I(tI',I1 n ) O iiconnected :
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T his recursive de nition doesnot involve integrations over the tin e param eterst;’s, so that it is iIn fact a general

anda xed subsett ,;:::;;t, f©orm < n. Consider correlation fnctions ofH 1 (t)’s w ith and w ithout insertion
ofO . O ne can observe that ifthe operatorsH 1 (t ,)’s factorize out ofall such correlation functions (for nstance:

;) o @H) 1 (H)  &Hoii
=HH;@G) HYE,) HYE,) C GO it &) r (EH )ii)

then all connected correlation fiinctions involving at least one ofthe H; (£ ,)’s are zero. This is easy to show
from [3) by induction on the number of operators H 1 (t;)’s inside connected correlation fiinctions.

C onnected correlation functions also occur In m ore general situations:

Rt Rt R,
P exp it?dtHI‘”(t) P exp iézdtHI(Z)(t) Pap' deH @ O
R, R.f R.t
Pexp i dtH; () Pep i [ deH” P ek deH ' ©
. ki (1) . 2 2) . o N )
= Pep i aH;'® Pep i aH® Pekp dtH; '® O
G tN connected

O n the right-hand side, the operators H I(l) (ti)’s, H 1(2) (ti)’'sy ... H I(N ) (ti)’s are all connected to O .

APPENDIX B:PROOF OF FACTORIZATION

C onsider a product of operators of the type
J x+ x1) SJZ(X+X2) S Jn(X+Xn) S

where J1p;... can be Jg; Jx or J,. Recall the notation [[d). There, the trace is perform ed over the H ibert
space of the conform al eld theory where the currents J;2;..: act and over the two-din ensional In purity space
associated to S. Insert an operator which is com posed of products of local operators acting on the CFT H ibert
space tensored w ith an arbitrary operator on the in purity space. W e w ill denote it by

X

0°%s,
a

where a = 0;1;2;3 and Sy is the ddentity 1 on the im purity space. The operators in O can be at any xed
tin e (W ih respect to the theory H () and position, and can also be Integrals of such operators over nite tine
Intervals. W e the consider the SU () Invariant quantity:

th']_(X‘l' X]_) SJz(X‘l' X2) S Jn(X‘l' Xn) SOaSaﬁo
= HIP ®+ x9) I ®+ x,) 2+ x,)0%idp HSy Sy, i, SSip : @)

The st factoron the right-hand side factorizesas kj! 1 because ofthe locality ofthe operators and because
the correlation fiinction is evaliated in a unitary quantum eld theory:

xit 1

Iy &+ x) T ®+ x) 2 60+ x,)0 %y T (k1) J2° ®2) 2 6 )ddo B0 2 g @)

This eld theoretic factorization induces a corresponding factorization in the spn space, aswe proceed to show .
T he expression HJ;" (x1) J)° (x2) )iy is a tensor in the product space of n copies of the fundam ental
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representation of rhe rotation group O (3) and the only way to form a rotational nvariant with it istomuliply

it by a corresponding product of m atrices S, S, 1, s Be. l'hIli1 (xl)J2i1 (x2) ;n ¢4, )idp S5, Sy, 5, /S1:
Hence, the product S;, S5, s, a3so factorizes, and we have
M 1) 33 (p) 7 GG )ido HO ®ddg WSy, Sy, 4 1i§HS,aiddg 3)

T he factorization property then follow s:

T &+ x1) ST, &+ x2) S Jn X+ x5) S 0733, 1

I M w4 xy) ST &F ) S Ty &+ x,) Sid HO®S.id : @)

T he operatorH 1 isa linear com binations of operatorsofthe type J S. T he operators J are right-m oving elds.
Hencewhen H; isevolved n tinewith H( fora time t, it becom es a linear com binations of J S'’s at position

t. T his show s the factorization of jaxtaposed HI(O) (t)’'sas £j! 1 when they are evaluated Inside a trace w ith
operators at xed tim e and position on the right. The sam e proof applies if such operator insertion is put on

the left of juxtaposed H 1(0) (t)’s. T his com pletes the proof.

APPENDIX C:CALLAN-SYMANZIK EQUATION FOR MATRIX ELEMENTS

Th this appendix, we w ill justify equation [87). C onsiderthe nitetem perature average, in the theory described
by H 3 -, of the reqularized current operatorJ = (Jx) (0) S wih insertions of creation and anihilation
operators of the H am iltonian: A{ (©) and A; ). M ore precisely these are creation and annihilation operators
for eigenstates of H 3 - ¢ with energy p, corregponding to the m assless particles \naturally" associated to the
local operator J; (x), where J; is any of the ten operators Jy, Jx, Jy, J, . T hus consider,

Tr e "9-°A, (o) i @)T A o) L Afn+n)

Tre Hi-o

@)

Since the creation and anniilation operators are eigenoperators of the H am iltonian, the quantity [I) satis es
the C allan-Sym anzk equation [83) (that is, n [83) we can replace the steady-state average of the current by
this quantity).

But we showed that the interacting density matrix e " 9-° can be cbtaied from the free one e 0 by
evolving it ran in nite tine {I8). I much the sam e way, the Interacting creation and annihilation operators
can be heuristically w ritten in term s of the m ode operators associated to the current algebra operators:

AP =s0; 1L)H)F@Es( 1;0; AP =S0; 1)FES( 1;0

wWhere S (t;t) isde ned in (@)). Here, A ; is any ofthe 10 operators A4, By, Ay orA, . Indeed, the operators
Aﬁi’ (©) and A; (o) written In this way heuristically satisfy the canonical com m utation relations am ongst them ,
and the appropriate com m utation relations w ith Ham iltonian H j -, written as S (0; 1 )HgS ( 1 ;0) (they
are eigneoperators of H 3 - ). Hence, the quantity [I) can be w ritten

Tr e ™0, 1) 5 @)IS( 1;0350; 1)F  Pn+1) L, IOu+n)
2
Tre Ho) @
Taking the zerotem perature Iim i ! 1 , this quantity reproduces allm atrix elem ents of the current (see

eqn[8d)) J =S ( 1 ;0)J S(©O; 1 ) on theH ibert space ofthe free theory Hy, which proves [87).

Th fact, to be m ore precise, when going m ore from [2) to [d), one needs to m odify slightly [2)). F irst, the m ode
operators Jiy ), J; ) should be replaced by appropriate wave packets Jf ), Ji ), obtained by Integrating
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the associated currents J; (x) (tim es the oscillating exponential e J'4"") over space w ith a kemel vanishing (ex—
ponentially, say) as kJj 1 for som e wavepacket extent 1. Then, the evolution operator S ( 1 ;0) should be
replaced by S (t;0) and S (0;1 ) by S (O;tg), and these two evolution operators should be put into the trace In
the denom nator aswell, in the order in which they appear In the num erator. By using argum ents involving the
vanishing of connected correlation functions, it should be cbserved that the Iim ts 3pj 1L and j:gj 1; exist
independently. B ringing both evolution operators around the density matrix e "¢, one should then use the
steps involved in proving [15). The result, up to vanishing contrbutions as to;t5 1 , is [), w ith operators
AY (p) and A ; (p) replaced respectively by

BV ()= S Oitg+ 1 )T ©)S ;0 ; Ei)=S 0;)+ i )JTi(E)S (t;0) :

These are the operators that should correspond to asym ptotic states, in the lm it j'@jjzgj 1 w ih
to = tJ < 0. In this lin i, one indeed recovers [2).

APPENDIX D:ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF THE FUNCTION P W)

In this appendix we evaluate the asym ptotic behavior ofthe fiinction P w) [Z4). The lJargew behavior is easy to
obtain; the rstterm inside the parenthesis (on the right-hand side of the second equation in (74)) disappears,
and the second tem © 1)=E® 1 1)becomes (e 1) < 1): it is non—zero only orp < 1. Takig
these contributions into account as well as the Jast term e g , the resul is:

Pl)=1 @)

5 H
In fact, we can also obtain the next tem in the lJarge w expansion. T he next contributions can be w ritten In
the follow ing w ay, by expanding the integrand:

Z 4 deL
= P+ e Ve o< 1" YV p>1)pe LEVE P
p

0 n=1

Interchanging Integration and summ ation (this is valid because the integration variable p is always kept In
a region where the expansion of the integrand is convergent), the Integral of every tem of the sum can be
expressed In tem s of the exponential Integrals. Every tem can then be expanded at large w, giving

b3 2 12 240

nw?2 n%w? nw®

n=
Now every term can be resumm ed, and we get the Jargew asym ptotic expansion [79).

The am allw behavior ism ore subtle. T he Integral can be divided into two parts:

Z 1 Z 1
dp pt1l p 1 3
— + e
0 1 P aw (p+ 1) 1 ew(p 1) 1

Pw)= 2)

The rstintegralcan beevaliated by expanding the Integrand in sm allw . The Integrand goesas 1l+e 40 W)
at anallw, so the rst Integralis convergentatw ! 0, and in fact gives an expansion In Taylor series in w . In
order to obtain the divergent part in w, we need only consider the second integral, and we can forget about the
tem e P .M ake the transfom ation ofvariabkep ! p=w:
Z
dp p=w+1 p=w 1
L, P v 1 e v 1

T he integrand can then be expanded in w : this gives a Taylor series in w? starting w ith power 0. Each tem of
this Taylor series gives a convergent integral: the asym ptotic behavior ofeach temm atp ! 1 isexponentially
decreasing. M oreover, each tem , except ©r the very rst one, has a behavior like p® asp ! 0, so that at each
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order .n w?, except at the zeroth order, we can evaluate the ntegral. W e thus obtain a Taylor series in w?. At
the zeroth order, we have

Z
@ 2(p e+ 1
w P @ 17
W e can w rite it as
Z Z
dp e 1LE+1 dp
= =" _ "4 <1) + = <1):
w P © 17 © w P ©

The rst Integralis convergentasw ! 0: it hasagain a Taylor expansion In w . T he second integral is easy to
evaluate, and gives In w ) . Hence,

Pw) hw) as w! 0: 3)

In fact, we can gather the previousm issing parts to get the constant tem :

Z Z Z
2 dp e L&+1
( 1)dp+ e + — 2— 4+ < 1) : @)
0 0 o P € 17
T his gives
jo
- + h@ )= 0:374434476:: )

so that we get [76).

APPENDIX E:INTEGRALS FOR THE TW O-LOOP CALCULATIONS

T he integrals, as they enter .n [B0Q), are

o 7
3iv

1 1

L = — dpR ) i )+ B dgR @) i pp+a+b——

8 . p ptq

drR (r) i @+ g+ +_P; R(p g
pt+t g+ r
2gp+ a@)( f+t gt o+ f@+g@@( fe+ g+ )+ £+ 1 f@g+ )+ £

3iv 2 . 1 z . 1

Is = — dpR () i )+ = dgR (@) i ta+P—
8 ; p pt g
drR (r) i @+ g+ 1 +_P; R(p g 1
p+ g+ r
2g@) € e+ g f+ gt r))+ g @ fg+ )+ gpt+ r)E @ fp+ gt )
Z Z
3iv 5 1 2 . 1 . 1
— dpR )" B- dgR @) i e+ o+ P— i @+P2 pf@
4 ; P . ptq q

3iv . 2 . 0 1

- dPRE) ( 1 @) dgR @° i "@+ Bg pf @

. 7

3iv . 1 . 1

I = — dpR @) i )+ B dgR (@) i e+ @+ P—

8 p ptq

Z

1
drR (r) i e+g+trn+P——— R( p g 1
pt g+ r

g+ fe+atn)+g@( fetgtn+ e+ )+ 4
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2 5 0 1 2 .
deR @)° 1 ")+ B? dgR (@) i

1
dpR ) i )+ P- dgR @) i

8 p

1
i ptgtr)+P— R( p g

drR (r)
pt+t g+ r

2gp+ a( f+ g+ )+ £@)+ g+ n)(EQ
z Z

dpR ) P dgR (g
Z Z
dpR @) (1 ()

1
)2 i e+ g+ Pp—
pt+tqg

ol

o 1
i "@+P> pf@

daR @
g
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R Vp)=e 27 ;
l+e P
1 evwe’

R @)
g )

Recallthatw =

feP)= e+ Do+ 1) @
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1
P+ ad+P—— ag@
P+ g

1
o+ )+ B—r
pt q

r)

fe+tg+trn) g@+nE@+ fm+1
1

i @ +_P§ pf @

@)

V . The finction f (o) isas in [ZIl), and is related to g o) by

gp

1) :

APPENDIX F:FINITE CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE TW O-LOOP RESULTS

T hey are given by

L+ Is+ Is] nite =
qurh

- 9% (CI r)ﬁ(q
r

N
o

[oR
=

h. @@+ r)

alg alg
Q

Q.
Q
o

@@ +e T)ef@
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and

Here, we have
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3V dg “Ydr
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2 0 dQ_o T q r
21 gqlagr
ev 2 Za efa edrg+ o
0 q o T
Zl
dr
+3 VvV — —+ Inr f.(x)
r
z2,
3V dr
+ — — —+ Inr h:(@)
2 o r
Zl
3V dg
— —f.@
2 0 q
, i 1
+6V u@ 1)+u( i 1L)+u—— +u >
3vmh2 5°3v
+ + @)
2 4
) = l+e VP
gp) = 1 o vp
fpP) = e+ Lgp+ 1) e lge 1)
gdP) = gpP) signp)
fop) = £) 2signE)d  eF)
heo) = £.@)+ @ e g ()
b w
Gy = o)
sinh W?
uk) = dibgd x) <)

[11D .G oldhaberG ordon, H . Shtrikm an, D .M ahali, D . Abusch-M agder, U .M eirav and M . A . K astner, N ature 391,
156 (1998); D . G oldhaberG ordon, J. Gores, M . A . K astner, H adas Shtrikm an, D . M ahalu and U .M eirav, Phys.
Rev.Lett.81, 5225 (1998); S.M .Cronenwett, T . H .0 osterkam p and L.P .K ouwenhoven, Science 281, 540 (1998);
J.Schm id, J.W eis, K .Eber], and K .Von K litzing, Physica B 258, 182 (1998);W .G .van derW iel, S.de Franceschi,
T.Fujusawa, J.M .EIzem an, S. Tarucha and L.P .K ouwenhove, Science 289, 2105 (2000).

Rl1L.Glazman andM .Raikh, JETP Letters47, 452 (1988); T.K .Ngand P.A .Lee,Phys.Rev.Lett. 61,1768 (1988).

B]1V .V .Bazhanov, S.L.Lukyanov and A .B . Zam olodchikov, Nucl Phys.B 549, 529 (1999).

A1 A .0 .Caldeira and A .J.Leggett, Phys.Rev. Lett. 46, 211 (1981).

Bl C.G .Callan and L. Thorlacius, Nucl Phys.B 329, 117 (1990).

b] S.Hersh eld, Phys.Rev.Lett. 70, 2134 (1993).

[71A .Rosch, J.Kroha and P.W ol ¢, Phys.Rev. Lett. 87, 156802 (2001).

B] A .Rosch, J.Paaske, J.Koha and P.W ol e, Phys.Rev. Lett. 90, 076804 (2003).

P] J.Paaske, A .Rosch and P.W ol e, Phys.RevB 69 , 155330 (2004).

[L0] J.Paaske, A .Rosch, J.Kroha and P.W ol e, Phys.RevB 70, 155301 (2004).
[11]1 A .Rosch, J.Paaske, J.Kroha and P.W ol e, J.Phys. Soc.Jpn 74, 118 (2005).



39

[12] O .Parcollet and C .Hooly, Phys.Rev.B 66, 085315 (2002).

[13]1 N .Sivan and N .W ingreen, Phys.Rev B 54, 11 622 (1996)

[14] S.K ehrein, cond-m at/0410341; F .B . Anders and A . A chiller, cond-m at/0505553.

[L5] J.S. Schw Inger, Brownian m otion of a quantum oscillator. J.M ath.Phys. 2, 407 (1961).

6] L.V .Keldysh, Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz. 47, 1515 (1964) [Sov.Phys.JETP 20, 1018 (1965)].

171 A .Kam inski, Yu.V .Nazarov and L.I.G lazm an, Phys.Rev.B 62, 8154 (2000).

[18] P.Colm an, C .Hoolky and O .Parcollet, Phys.Rev. Lett. 86, 4088 (2001).

[19] O ne could also introduce the operator Jc = (7 2+ J 1).Since the total (sum over the two channels) charge
is locally conserved, the current J. com m utes w ith all current operators introduced above, hence it decouples from
the theory and can be identically set to 0.

R0] O bserve here that the operatorH -9 VY need not have a spectrum bounded from below in the H ibert space of
H j-0.Asusual, n any explicit evaliation, the traces are reqularized using a regularisation that respects cyclicity.
T he resulting expression is wellde ned w ith insertion of local operators only and the lin it In plied In the de nition
of the operator Y should be taken sin ultaneously in the num erator and the denom nator.

R1] By de nition, dS (4 ;tp)=dt; = iS ;) Ho+ e ®H1) and S (b)) = 1.

R2] The authors also considered the case of an oscillating applied volage, where they had to ntroduce an extra scale,
a \decoherence tim e," In order to recover universality. W e do not consider this case here.

R3] The largeV=Tx behavior In 1=V found at 0-loop order, then, can only be trusted in the region V T Tk .


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0410341
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505553

	Introduction and discussion
	Formulation of the problem and general considerations
	Equilibrium vs. non-equilibrium
	RG-improved real-time perturbation theory
	Perspectives
	Connected correlation functions
	Proof of factorization
	Callan-Symanzik equation for matrix elements
	Asymptotic behavior of the function P(w)
	Integrals for the two-loop calculations
	Finite contributions of the two-loop results
	References

