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Quantum pum pinganddissipationinclosedsystem s

DoronCohen
D epartm entofPhysics,Ben-G urion U niversity,Beer-Sheva 84105,Israel

A bstract

Current can be pum ped through a closed system by changing param eters (or �elds) in tim e.Linear response theory (the

K ubo form ula) allows to analyze both the charge transport and the associated dissipation e�ect.W e m ake a distinction

between adiabatic and non-adiabatic regim es,and explain the subtle lim itofan in�nite system .A s an exam ple we discuss

the following question:W hat is the am ount ofcharge which is pushed by a m oving scatterer? In the low frequency (D C)

lim itwecan writedQ = � G dX ,wheredX isthe displacem entofthe scatterer.Thustheissueisto calculate the generalized

conductance G .

K ey words:

m esoscopics,quantum chaos,linearresponse,quantum pum ping

PACS:03.65.-w,73.23.-b,05.45.M t,03.65.V f

1. Introduction

The analogy between electric current and the ow

ofwaterisin factolderthan thediscovery oftheelec-

trons.Thereareessentially two waysto m ove"water"

(charge) between two \pools" (reservoirs):O ne pos-

sibility is to exploit potentialdi�erence between the

two reservoirsso asto m akethe\water" ow through

a \pipe" (wire).The other possibility is to operate a

device (pum p) at som e location along the pipe (the

\scattering region").Thispossibility ofm oving charge

withoutcreating a potentialdi�erenceiscalled pum p-

ing.This description assum es \open" geom etry as in

Fig.1c.Butwhatabouta\closed"system asin Fig.1b?

Ifweoperate thesam epum p,do we getthesam e cir-

culating currentasin the\open" geom etry?

1 Lecture notes forthe Physica E proceedings ofthe con-

ference "FrontiersofQ uantum and M esoscopicTherm ody-

nam ics" [Prague,July 2004].
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Fig.1. (a) U pper left:A chaotic ring that has the shape

of a Sinaibilliard,with A haronov-Bohm ux.(b) U pper

right:The dot-wire geom etry with the sam e topology asin

the case of the Sinaibilliard.(c) Lower:The wire is cut

into two leadsthatare attached to reservoirs.The latteris

whatwe call\open geom etry".

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0510318v1


The analysis of\quantum pum ping" in closed sys-

tem s should take into account severalissues that go

beyond thewateranalogy:(i)K irchho�law isnotsat-

is�ed in them esoscopic reality becausechargecan ac-

cum ulate;(ii)Therearequantized energy levels,con-

sequentlyonehastodistinguish between adiabaticand

non-adiabatic dynam ics; (iii) Interference is im por-

tant,im plying that the result ofthe calculation is of

statisticalnature(universalconductanceuctuations).

O n top wem ay haveto takeinto accountthee�ectof

having an externalenvironm ent(decoherence).

Q uantum pum ping isa specialissuein thestudy of

\driven system s".W e are going to em phasize the sig-

ni�cance of\quantum chaos" in the analysis.Thisin

fact providesthe foundations for linearresponse the-

ory (LRT) [1{6].W e shallexplain how to apply the

K ubo form alism in order to analyze the dynam ics in

thelow frequency (D C)regim e.W ithin theK ubo for-

m alism the problem boils down to the calculation of

thegeneralized (D C)conductancem atrix.

To avoid m iss-understanding weem phasizethatthe

dynam icsin thelow frequency (D C)regim e isin gen-

eralnon-adiabatic:The D C conductance has both a

dissipative and a non-dissipative parts.In the adia-

batic lim it (extrem ely sm allrate ofdriving) the dis-

sipative part vanishes,while the non-dissipative part

reducesto \adiabatictransport" (also called \geom et-

ricm agnetism ")[7{10].The\adiabaticregim e",where

the dissipative e�ect can be ignored,is in fact a tiny

sub-dom ain oftherelatively vast\D C regim e".

Thedot-wiregeom etry ofFig.1b isofparticularin-

terest.W earegoing to discussthespeciallim itoftak-

ingthelength ofthewire(L)tobein�nite.In thislim it

theadiabaticregim evanishes,butstillweareleftwith

a vast "D C regim e" where the pum ping is described

by a "D C conductance".In this lim it we get results

[11]thatare in agreem entwith thewellknown analy-

sis ofquantum pum ping [12,13]in an open geom etry

(Fig.1c).

2. D riven system s

Consider a Ferm isea ofnon interacting \spinless"

electrons.The electrons are bounded by som e poten-

tial.To be speci�c we assum e a ring topology as in

Fig.1a.O fparticularinterestisthedot-wiregeom etry

ofFig.1b,oritsm ore elaborated version Fig.2.Ithas

the sam e topology but we can distinguish between a

\wire region" and a \dot region" (or \scattering re-

gion").In particularwecan consideradot-wiresystem

such thatthelength ofthewireisvery very long.Ifwe

cutthe wire in the m iddle,and attach each lead to a

reservoir,then wegettheopen geom etry ofFig.1c.

W e assum e thatwe have som e controloverthe po-

tentialthatholdstheelectrons.Speci�cally,and with-

outlossofgenerality,weassum ethattherearecontrol

param eters X 1 and X 2 that represent e.g.som e gate

voltages(seeFig.2)with which wecan controlthepo-

tentialin thescattering region.Nam ely,with thesepa-

ram eterswecan changethedotpotentialoor,orthe

heightofsom e barrier,orthelocation ofa \wall" ele-

m ent,ortheposition ofa scattererinsidethedot.W e

callX 1 and X 2 shapeparam eters.

W e also assum e that it is possible to have an

Aharonov-Bohm ux X 3 through the ring.Thus our

notationsare:

X 1;X 2 = shapeparam eters (1)

X 3 = � = (~=e)� = m agneticux (2)

and the m otion ofeach electron isdescribed by a one

particleHam iltonian

H = H (r;p;X 1(t);X 2(t);X 3(t)) (3)

Todriveasystem m eanstochangesom eparam eters

(�elds)in tim e.No driving m eansthatX 1 and X 2 are

kept constant,and also let us assum e for sim plicity

that there is no m agnetic �eld and that X 3 = 0.In

the absence ofdriving we assum e that the m otion of

the electrons inside the system is classically chaotic.

dot

x3

lead lead

x1

r=r

wire

r=0

A

x2

Fig.2. D etailed illustration ofthe dot-wire system .The

dot potential is controlled by gate voltages X 1 and X 2.

The ux through the loop isX 3= �.The scattering region

(r< 0)isrepresented by an S m atrix.Laterweassum ethat

the length (L)ofthe wire isvery large.
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For exam ple this is the case with the so-called Sinai

billiard ofFig.1a.In such circum stancestheenergy of

the system is a constant ofthe m otion,and the net

circulating currentiszero dueto ergodicity.

The sim plest way to create a currentI in an open

system (Fig.1c)isto im posebiasby having a di�erent

chem icalpotentialin each reservoir.Anotherpossibil-

ity is to create an electro-m otive-force (EM F) in the

dotregion.In linearresponse theory itcan be proved

thatitdoesnotm atterwhatisthe assum ed distribu-

tion ofthe voltage along the \resistor".The EM F is

by Faraday law � _�.Assum ing D C driving (constant

EM F),and theapplicability ofLRT,wegetthe\O hm

law"I = G
33
� (� _�)andhencethetransported charge

isdQ = � G
33
dX 3.W ecallG

33
theO hm ic(D C)con-

ductance.Ifwehavealow frequencyAC drivingrather

than a D C driving,stillthe im pedance (AC conduc-

tance)isexpected to bewellapproxim ated by theD C

conductancewithin a frequency rangethatwecallthe

D C regim e.

Yetanotherpossibilityistoinducecurrentbychang-

ing shape param eterin tim e,while keeping eitherthe

biasorX 3 equalto zero.Say thatwechangeX 1,then

in com pleteanalogy with O hm law wecan writedQ =

� G
31
dX 1.M oregenerally wecan write

dQ = �
X

j

G
3j
dX j (4)

O bviously thistypeofform ula m akessenseonly in the

\D C regim e"wherethecurrentateachm om entoftim e

dependsonly on therates _X j.

x1

x2

x3 X2

X1

Bds

Fig.3. (a) Left:A driving cycle in X space.In order to

havenon-zeroareaenclosed wehavetochange(withoutloss

ofgenerality) two param eters.(b) R ight:In particular we

consider pum ping cycle in the X 3 = 0 plane (no m agnetic

�eld).

3. pum ping cycles

In practicetheinterestisa tim eperiodic(AC)driv-

ing.This m eans that the driving cycle can be repre-

sented byaclosed contouratthe(X 1;X 2;X 3)spaceas

in Fig.3a.In factwe assum e thatthe contourislying

in the (X 1;X 2)plan asin Fig.3b.W e ask whatisthe

am ountofchargewhich istransported via a section of

thering percycle.Assum ing theapplicability ofLRT

wegetin theD C regim e

Q =

I

Idt =

I

G � dX (5)

where X = (X 1;X 2;X 3) and G = (G 31
;G

32
;G

33).

Laterwe shallde�ne a m ore generalobjectG
kj

with

k;j = 1;2;3 thatwe callgeneralized conductance m a-

trix.In the above form ula only the k = 3 row enters

into thecalculation.

G etting Q 6= 0 m eans that the current has a non-

zero D C com ponent.So we can de�ne \pum ping" as

getting D C currentform AC driving.From the above

itisclearthatwithin the D C regim e we have to vary

at least two param eters to achieve a non-zero result.

In a closed (in contrast to open) system this conclu-

sion rem ainsvalid also outside oftheD C regim e,due

to tim ereversalsym m etry.In orderto getD C current

from oneparam eterAC driving,in a closed system ,it

isessentialto havea non-linearresponse.Ratchetsare

non-lineardevicesthatuse\m ixed" [15]or\dam ped"

[14]dynam icsin orderto pum p with only oneparam -

eter.W earenotdiscussing such devicesbelow.

4. W hatisthe problem ?

M ost ofthe studies ofquantum pum ping were (so

far) about open system s.Inspired by Landauer who

pointed outthatG
33
isessentially thetransm ission of

the device,B�uttiker,Pretre and Thom as(BPT)have

developed aform ula thatallowsthecalculation ofG
3j

using the S m atrix of the scattering region [12,13].

Itturnsoutthatthe non-trivialextension ofthisap-

proach to closed system sinvolvesquite restrictive as-

sum ptions [16].Thus the case ofpum ping in closed

system shasbeen leftun-explored,excepttosom epast

works on adiabatic transport [9,10].Yet another ap-
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proach to quantum pum ping is to use the powerful

K ubo form alism [6,11,17].

The K ubo form ula,which we discuss later,gives a

way to calculate the generalized conductance m atrix

G
kj
.Itisawellknow form ula[1],soonecan ask:what

istheissuehere? Theansweristhatboth thevalidity

conditions,and also theway to usetheK ubo form ula,

arein factopen problem sin physics.

TheVan K am pen controversy regardingthevalidity

oftheK ubo form ula in theclassicalfram ework iswell

known,and bynow hasbeen resolved.Forasystem atic

classicalderivation ofthe K ubo form ula with allthe

validity conditions see Ref.[5]and references therein.

The assum ption ofchaos is essentialin the classical

derivation.Ifthisassum ption isnotsatis�ed (asin the

trivialcaseofadriven 1D ring)then theK uboform ula

becom esnon-applicable.

W hat about the Q uantum M echanicalderivation?

The problem has been raised in Ref.[3]buthas been

answered only laterin Refs.[4,5]and follow up works.

Itisim portanttorealizethatthequantum m echanical

derivation ofthe K ubo form ula requiresperturbation

theorytoin�niteorder,notjust1storderperturbation

theory.W eshalldiscusslaterthenon-trivialselfconsis-

tencycondition ofthequantum m echanicalderivation.

W e note that the standard textbook derivation of

the K ubo form ula assum es thatthe energy spectrum

isessentially acontinuum .A com m on practiceistoas-

sum e som e weak coupling to som e externalbath [18].

However,thisprocedure avoidsthe question atstake,

andinfactfailstotakeintoconsideration im portantin-

gredientsthathaveto do with quantum chaosphysics.

In thislecturetheprim ary interestisin thephysicsof

a closed isolated system .O nly in a laterstage welook

forthe e�ectsthatare associated with having a weak

coupling to an externalbath.

W hy do we say that it is not clear how to use the

K uboform ula?W earegoing toexplain thatthequan-

tum m echanicalderivation oftheK ubo form ula intro-

ducesan energy scale thatwecall�.Itplaysan anal-

ogousrole to thelevelbroadening param eterwhich is

introduced in case ofa coupling to a bath.O ur� de-

pendson therate _X ofthedrivingin anon-trivialway.

O nem ay say that�in caseofan isolated system isdue

to the non-adiabaticity ofthe driving.O ur � a�ects

both the dissipative and the non-dissipative (geom et-

ric)partofthe response.W ithouta theory for � the

quantum m echanicalK ubo form ula isillde�ned.

5. G eneralized forcesand currents

G iven a Ham iltonian wede�negeneralized forcesin

theconventionalway:

F
k
= �

@H

@X k

(6)

one obvious reasoning that m otivates this de�nition

follows from writing the following (exact) expression

forthechangein theenergy E = hH iofthesystem :

E �nal� Einitial = �

Z

hF (t)i� dX (7)

In particularwe note thatF
3
should be identi�ed as

the currentI.Thisidenti�cation can be explained as

follows:Ifwe m ake a change d� ofthe ux during a

tim edt,then theEM F is� d�=dt,leading toa current

I.The energy increase is the EM F tim es the charge,

nam ely dE = (� d�=dt)� (Idt)= � Id�.Hence I is

conjugateto �.

Asan exam pleweconsider[17]anetworkm odel[19].

Seetheillustration ofFig.4d.TheHam iltonian is

H = network + X 2 �(x � X1) (8)

W e assum e controlover the position X 1 ofthe delta

scatterer,and also over the \height" X 2 ofthe scat-

terer.By thede�nition weget:

F
1
= X 2�

0
(x � X1) (9)

F
2
= � �(x � X1) (10)

NotethatF 1 istheordinary Newtonian forcewhich is

associated with translations.Itsoperation onthewave-

function can berealized by thedi�erentialoperator

F
1

7! � X2

�
�!
@ +

 �
@ �

2m

~
2
X 2

�

x= X 1+ 0

(11)

wherewehaveused them atching condition acrossthe

delta function and m isthem assoftheparticle.

W hataboutthecurrentoperator? Foritsde�nition

wehaveto introducea vectorpotentialA (x)= �a(x)

into theHam iltonian such that
I

�!
A �

�!
dr = � (12)

Thus we have to specify a(x),which describes how

the vector potential varies along the loop. This is

notm erely a gauge freedom because the electric �eld
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� _�a(x)isam easurablequantity.M oreover,adi�erent

a(x)im pliesa di�erentcurrentoperator.In particular

we can choose a(x) to be a delta function across a

section x = x0.Then weget:

I =
e

2m
(�(x � x0)p+ p�(x � x0)) (13)

Notethattheoperation ofthisoperatorcan berealized

by thedi�erentialoperator

I 7! � i
e~

2m

�
�!
@ �

 �
@

�

x= x0

(14)

A few words are in order regarding the continuity of

thechargeow.Itshould beclearthatin any m om ent

thecurrentthroughdi�erentsectionsofawiredoesnot

have to be the sam e,because charge can accum ulate.

K irchho� law isnotsatis�ed.Forexam pleifwe block

theleftentranceto thedotin Fig.2,and raisethedot

potential,then currentispushed outoftherightlead,

while the current in the blocked side is zero.Stillif

we m ake a fullpum ping cycle,such that the charge

com es back to its originaldistribution at the end of

each cycle,then theresultforQ should beindependent

ofthesection through which thecurrentism easured.

(a)

(c)

(d)

(b)

(e)

Fig.4. A scatterer(represented by a black circle)istrans-

lated through a system thathasa Ferm ioccupation ofspin-

less non-interacting electrons.In (a) the system is a sim -

ple ring.In (b) it is a chaotic ring (Sinaibilliard).In (c)

and in (d) we have network system s that are ofthe sam e

type of(a) and (b) respectively.In the network,the scat-

terer (\piston") is a delta function (represented as a big

circle)located atx = X 1.Thecurrentism easured through

x = x0 (dotted verticalline).In (e)wehave an open geom -

etry with leftand rightleadsthatareattached to reservoirs

thathave the sam e chem icalpotential.

6. Linearresponse theory

Assum e that X (t) = X
(0) + �X (t),and look for

a quasi-stationary solution. To have linear response

m eans that the generalized forces are related to the

driving asfollows:

hF (t)i = hF i0 +

Z
1

� 1

�(t� t
0
)� �X (t

0
)dt

0
(15)

whereh:::i0 denotetheexpectation valuewith respect

totheunperturbedX (t)= X
(0)

stationarystate.From

now on wedisregard thezero orderterm (the\conser-

vativeforce"),and focuson thelinearterm .The gen-

eralized susceptibility �
kj
(!)istheFouriertransform

ofthe (causal)response kernel�kj(�),while the gen-

eralized conductancem atrix isde�ned as

G
kj

=
Im [�

kj
(!)]

!

�
�
�
�
! � 0

= �
kj
+ B

kj
(16)

The lastequality de�nesthe sym m etric and the anti-

sym m etricm atrices�
kj
and B

kj
.Thusin theD C lim it

Eq.(15)reducesto a generalized O hm law:

hF
k
i = �

X

j

G
kj _X j (17)

which can bewritten in fancy notationsas

hF i = � G �_X = � � �_X � B ^ _X (18)

Notethattherateofdissipation is

_W = � hF i�_X =
X

kj

�
kj _X k

_X j (19)

W ewould like to focusnoton thedissipation issue,

butratheron thetransportissue.From Eq.(5)weget

Q =

h

�

I

� � dX �

I

B ^ dX

i

k= 3

(20)

From now on we considera planar(X 1;X 2)pum ping

cycle,and assum ethatthereisnom agnetic�eld.Then

itfollowsfrom tim ereversalsym m etry [O nsager]that

�
31 = �

32 = 0,and consequently

Q = �

I
�!
B �

�!
ds (21)

where
�!
B = (B

23
;B

31
;B

12
),with B

12
= 0,and

�!
ds =

(dX 2;� dX1;0)isanorm alvectorinthepum pingplane

asin Fig.3b.
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The various objects that have been de�ned in this

section aresum m arized by thefollowing diagram :

?



�

X X X X XXz

?

@@R��	

�
kj
(t� t

0
)

�
kj
(!)

Re[�
kj
(!)] (1=!) � Im [�

kj
(!)]

�
kj

B
kj

(non-dissipative)

G
kj

(dissipative)

7. T he K ubo form ula

TheK ubo form ula fortheresponsekernelis

�
kj
(�) = �(�)�

i

~

h[F
k
(�);F

j
(0)]i0 (22)

where the expression on the right hand side assum es

a zero order X = X
0 stationary state (the so called

\interaction picture"),and �(�)isthestep function.

Usingthede�nitionsoftheprevioussection,and as-

sum ing a Ferm isea ofnon-interacting ferm ions with

occupation function f(E ),wegetthefollowing expres-

sions:

�
kj
= � �~

X

n;m

f(E n)� f(Em )

E n� Em
F

k
nm F

j
m n ��(E m � En)

B
kj
= 2~

X

n

f(E n)
X

m (6= n)

Im
�
F

k
nm F

j
m n

�

(E m � En)2 + (�=2)2
(23)

W e have incorporated in these expression a broaden-

ing param eter� which isabsentin the\literal" K ubo

form ula.Ifweset� = 0 wegetno dissipation (� = 0).

W e also see that� a�ects the non-dissipative partof

theresponse.Thusweseethatwithouthavingatheory

for� theK ubo form ula isan illde�ned expression.

8. A diabatictransport(G eom etricm agnetism )

The \literal" K ubo form ula (i.e.with � = 0) has

been considered in Refs.([9,10]).In thislim itwe have

no dissipation (� = 0).Butwe m ay stillhave a non-

vanishing B .By Eq.(23)thetotalB isa sum overthe

occupied levels.The contribution ofa given occupied

leveln is:

B
kj
n = 2~

X

m (6= n)

Im
�
F k
nm F

j
m n

�

(E m � En)2 + (�=2)2
(24)

with � = 0.This is identi�ed as the geom etric m ag-

netism ofRef.[10].

W ecan getsom eintuition for
�!
B from thetheory of

adiabaticprocesses.TheBerry phaseisgiven asa line

integral(1=~)
H �!
A � dX over \vector potential" in X

space.By stokeslaw itcan beconverted to an integral

(1=~)
RR �!
B � dS overa surface thatisbounded by the

driving cycle.The
�!
B �eld is divergence-less,but it

m ay have singularities at X points where the leveln

hasa degeneracy with a nearby level.W e can regard

these pointsasthe location ofm agnetic charges.The

resultofthesurfaceintegralshould beindependentof

the choice ofthe surface m odulo 2�,else Berry phase

would beillde�ned.Thereforethenetux viaaclosed

surface (which we can regard asform ed oftwo Stokes

surfaces)should bezero m odulo2�.Thus,ifwehavea

chargewithin a closed surface itfollowsby G ausslaw

thatitshould bequantized in unitsof(~=2).Theseare

the so called \D irac m onopoles".In oursetting X 3 is

the Aharonov-Bohm ux.Therefore we have vertical

\D iracchains"

chain =

�

X
(0)

1
; X

(0)

2
; �

(0)
+ 2�

e

~

� integer

�

(25)

Intheabsenceofanyotherm agnetic�eldwehavetim e-

reversalsym m etryforeitherintegerorhalfintegerux.

It follows that there are two types of D irac chains:

thosethathaveam onopoleintheplaneofthepum ping

cycle,and those that have their m onopoles halfunit

away from thepum ping plane.

In the nextsection we shallsee how these observa-

tions help to analyze the pum ping process.W e shall

also illum inate the e�ect ofhaving � 6= 0.Later we

shalldiscussthe\physics" behind �.
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9. Q uantized pum ping?

The issue ofquantized pum ping is best illustrated

by thepopulartwo delta barrierm odel,which isillus-

tratedinFig.5.The\dotregion"jQ j< a=2isdescribed

by thepotential

U (r;X 1;X 2)= X 1�

�

x +
a

2

�

+ X 2�

�

x �
a

2

�

(26)

The pum ping cycle is described in Fig.5c.In the 1st

halfofthecyclean electron istaken from thewireinto

thedotregion via theleftbarrier,whilein thesecond

halfofthecyclean electron istransfered from thedot

region tothewireviatherightbarrier.Soitseem sthat

one electron ispum ped through the device percycle.

Thequestion iswhetheritisexactly oneelectron (Q =

e)ornot?

In thecaseofan open geom etry theanswerisknown

[20,21].Letusdenote by g0 the average transm ission

ofthedotregion forX valuesalongthepum pingcycle.

In thelim itg0 ! 0,which isa pum p with no leakage,

indeedonegetsQ = e.O therwiseonegetsQ = (1� g)e.

dot state

position

En

wire states

X2
X1 dot level

nE  (x(t))

time

−

−

−−

+

+

−

+

X2 X3

X2=X1

2n
d 

ha
lf c

yc
le

1s
t h

alf
 cy

cle

+

+

+

+

X1

Fig.5. (a) U pper left:The energy levels of a ring with

two barriers,at the beginning ofthe pum ping cycle.It is

assum ed thatthethreelowerlevelsareoccupied.(b)U pper

right:The adiabatic levelsasa function oftim e during the

pum ping cycle.(c) Lower Left:The (X 1;X 2) locations of

the D irac chains ofthe 3 occupied levels.Filled (hollow)

circles im ply that there is (no) m onopole in the pum ping

plane.N ote thatforsake ofillustration overlapping chains

aredisplaced from each other.Thepum ping cycleencircles

2+ 1 D iracchainsthatareassociated with the3rd and 2nd

levelsrespectively.(d)Lowerright:The2 D iracchainsthat

are associated with the 3rd level.

W hatabouta closed (ring)geom etry? D o we have

a sim ilar result? It has been argued [20]that ifthe

the pum ping processisstrictly adiabatic then we get

exactly Q = e.W earegoing toexplain below thatthis

isin factnotcorrect:W ecan geteitherQ < 1orQ > 1

oreven Q � 1.

Recallthatby Eq.(21)thepum ped chargeQ equals

the projected ux ofthe
�!
B �eld through the pum p-

ing cycle(Fig.3b).Ifthechargeofthem onopoleswere

uniform ly distributed along thechains,itwould follow

thatQ is exactly quantized.Butthisisnotthe case,

and thereforeQ can beeithersm allerorlargerthan 1

depending on the type ofchain(s)being encircled.In

particular,in case ofa tightcycle around a m onopole

we get Q � e which is som ewhat counter-intuitive,

whileifthem onopoleiso�-planeQ < e.

W hat is the e�ect of� on this result? It is quite

clearthat�dim inishesthecontribution ofthesingular

term .Consequentlyitm akesQ lessthanone.Thisgives

us a hint that the introduction of� m ight lead to a

resultwhich isin agreem entwith thatobtained foran

open geom etry.W eshalldiscussthisissue in thenext

sections.

10. T he K ubo Form ula and \quantum chaos"

W e turn now to discuss �.Any generic quantum

chaossystem ischaracterized bysom eshortcorrelation

tim e�cl,by som em ean levelspacing�,and by asem i-

classicalenergy scale thatwedenoteas� b.Nam ely:

� / ~

d
=volum e = m ean levelspacing (27)

� b � ~=�cl = bandwidth (28)

Theterm bandwidthrequiresclari�cation.Ifwechange

a param eter X in the Ham iltonian H ,then the per-

turbation m atrix F nm has non-vanishing m atrix ele-

m entswithin a band jE n � Em j< � b.These m atrix

elem entsare characterized by som e root-m ean-square

m agnitude�,while outsideoftheband them atrix el-

em entsarevery sm all.

Ifthe system isdriven slowly in a rate _X then lev-

elsarem ixed non-perturbatively.Using a quitesubtle

reasoning[4{6,2]therelevantenergyrangeforthenon-

perturbativem ixing oflevelsisfound to be
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� =

�
~�

� 2
j_X j

� 2=3

� � /

�

L j_X j

�2=3 1

L
(29)

The latter equality assum es dot-wire geom etry as in

Fig.1b,whereL isthelength ofthewire.Now wecan

distinguish between three _X regim es:

� � � adiabaticregim e (30)

� < � < � b non-adiabaticregim e (31)

otherwise non-perturbativeregim e (32)

In the adiabatic regim e levels are not m ixed by the

driving,which m eansthatthe system (so to say)fol-

lows the sam e levelallthe tim e.In the perturbative

regim e there is a non-perturbative m ixing on sm all

energy scales,but on the large scale we have Ferm i-

G olden-Rule(FG R)transitions.Iftheselfconsistency

condition (� � � b)breaksdown,then the FG R pic-

ture becom esnon-applicable,and consequently � be-

com esa m eaninglessparam eter.

In thenon-perturbativeregim e we expectsem iclas-

sicalm ethodstobee�ective,providedthesystem hasa

classicallim it(which isnotthecasewith random m a-

trix m odels[22]).In generalonecan arguethatin the

lim itofin�nitevolum e(orsm all~)perturbationtheory

alwaysbreaksdown,leading to a sem iclassicalbehav-

ior.Butin the dot-wire geom etry thisisnotthe case

ifwe take the lim itL ! 1 ,keeping the width ofthe

wire �xed.W ith such lim iting procedure Eq.(29) im -

pliesthattheself-consistency condition � � � b isbet-

terand bettersatis�ed!Thism eansthattheK ubofor-

m ula can betrusted.Furtherm ore,with thesam elim -

itingproceduretheL ! 1 isanon-adiabaticlim itbe-

causetheadiabaticity condition � � � breaksdown.

11. K ubo form ula using an FD relation

TheFluctuation-dissipation (FD )relation allowsus

to calculatetheconductanceG
kj
from thecorrelation

function C kj(�)ofthegeneralized forces.In whatfol-

lowsweusethenotations:

K
kj
(�) =

i

~

h[F
k
(�);F

j
(0)]i0 (33)

C
kj
(�) =

1

2

�

hF
k
(�)F

j
(0)i0 + cc

�

(34)

Their Fourier transform s are denoted ~K
kj
(!) and

~C
kj
(!). The expectation value above assum es a

zero order stationary preparation.W e shalluse sub-

script jF to indicate m any-body Ferm i occupation.

W e shall use the subscript jT or the subscript jE

to denote one-particle canonical or m icrocanonical

preparation. At high tem peratures the Boltzm ann

approxim ation applies and we can use the exact

relation f(E n)� f(Em ) = tanh((E n� Em )=(2T)) �

(f(E n)+ f(E m ))so asto get

~K
kj

F (!)= i! �
2

~!
tanh

�
~!

2T

�

C
kj

T (!) (35)

At low tem peratures we can use the approxim a-

tion f(E )� f(E
0
) � �1

2
[�T (E � EF )+ �T (E

0
� EF )]�

(E � E
0
)with �T (E � EF )= � f

0
(E )so asto get

~K
kj

F (!)� i! � g(E )~C
kj

E F
(!) (36)

The application ofthisapproxim ation is\legal" ifwe

assum e tem perature T � � b.This is a very \bad"

condition because for(e.g.)ballistic dot� b istherel-

atively largeThoulessenergy.However,wecan regard

thelargeT resultasan E F averaged zero tem perature

calculation.Then itcan beargued thatfora quantum

chaos system with a generic bandpro�le the average

isin factthe\representative" result(seediscussion of

\universalconductanceuctuation" in latersections).

SubstitutingtheK uboform ula�kj(�)= �(�)K kj(�)

in the de�nition of G
kj
, and using the latter rela-

tion between K
kj
(�) and C

kj
(�) we get after som e

straightforward algebra the following expression for

theconductance:

G
kj
=

Z 1

0

K
kj

F (�)�d� � g(EF )

Z 1

0

C
kj

E F
(�)d� (37)

where g(E F )isthe density ofthe one-particle states.

Ifwewantto incorporate� therecipeissim ply:

C (�) 7! C (�)e
� 1

2
(�=~)j�j

(38)

Theexpression ofG kj using C kj(�)isa generalized

FD relation.Itreducesto thestandard FD relation if

weconsiderthedissipativepart:

�
kj

=
1

2
g(E F )~C

kj

E F
(! � 0) (39)

whereas the non-dissipative part requires integration

overallthefrequencies(seenextsection).
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12. K ubo via G reen functions or S m atrix

Now wewould liketoexpressG kj usingG reen func-

tions,and eventually wewould liketo expressitusing

theS m atrix ofthescattering region.The�rststep is

to rewritetheFD relation asfollows:

G
kj

= ~g(E F )

Z 1

� 1

� i~C
kj

E F
(!)

~! � i(�=2)

d!

2�
(40)

Thesecond step isto write

C
kj

E (!)=
~

2g(E )

h

C
kj
(E + ~!;E )+ C

jk
(E � ~!;E )

i

(41)

where

C
kj
(E

0
;E )= 2�

X

nm

F
k
nm �(E

0
� Em )F

j
m n�(E � En)(42)

=
2

�
trace

h

F
k
Im [G(E

0
)]F

j
Im [G(E )]

i

(43)

W eusethestandard notationsG(z)= 1=(z� H ),and

G
�
(E ) = G (E � i0),and Im [G] = � i(G

+
� G

�
)=2 =

� ��(E � H ). After som e straightforward algebra we

get:

G
kj
= i

~

2�
trace

h

F
k
G(E F � i�=2)F

j
Im [G(E F )]

� F
k
Im [G(E F )]F

j
G(E F + i�=2)

i

(44)

Forthe dot-wire geom etry in the lim it L ! 1 we

can treatthei� asifitwerethein�nitesim ali0.Som e

m orenon-trivialstepsallow usto reducethetraceop-

eration totheboundary(r= 0)ofthescatteringregion

(Fig.2),and then toexpresstheresultusing theS m a-

trix.D isregarding insigni�cantinterference term that

hasto do with having \standing wave" theresultis:

G
3j

=
e

2�i
trace

�

PA

@S

@X j

S
y

�

(45)

This form ula,which we derive here using \quantum

chaos" assum ptions is the sam e as the BPT form ula

thathasbeen derived foran open geom etry.Itisim -

portantto rem em berthatthe lim itL ! 1 isa non-

adiabaticlim it(� � �).Stillitisa\D C lim it".There-

forewhatwegethereis\D C conductance"ratherthan

\adiabaticpum ping".Thelatterterm isunfortunately

widely used in theexisting literature.

13. T he prototype pum ping problem

W hatisthecurrentwhich iscreated by translating

a scatterer(\piston")? Thisisa \pum ping" question.

Various versions of the assum ed geom etry are illus-

trated in Fig.4.Though itsoundssim plethisquestions

contains(withoutlossofgenerality)alltheingredients

ofa typicalpum ping problem .Below we addressthis

question �rst within a classicalfram ework,and then

within quantum m echanics.

The sim plest case is to translate a scatterer in 1D

ring (Fig.4a).Assum ing thatthereisno otherscatter-

ingm echanism itisobviousthatthesteady statesolu-

tion oftheproblem is:

dQ = 1�
e

�
kF � dX (46)

W eassum e hereFerm ioccupation,butotherwise this

resultiscom pletely classical.Thisresultholdsforany

nonzero"size"ofscatterer,thoughitisclearthatinthe

caseofatinyscattereritwould takeam uchlongertim e

to attain the steady state.Also note thatthere is no

dissipation in thisproblem .The steady state solution

isan exactsolution oftheproblem .

The picture com pletely changes if we translate a

scattererinsideachaoticring(Fig.4b).In such casethe

problem doesnotpossessa steady statesolution.Still

thereisa quasisteady statesolution.Thism eansthat

atany m om entthestateisquasi-ergodic:Ifwe follow

the evolution for som e tim e we see thatthere isslow

di�usion to other energy surfaces (we use here phase

space language).Thisdi�usion leadsto dissipation as

explained in [5](and m oreRefstherein).However,we

are interested here m ainly in the transport issue.As

the scatterer pushes its way through the ergodizing

distribution,it creates a current.O bviously the size

ofthe scattererdo m atter in thiscase.Using classical

stochasticpicturewecan derivethefollowing result:

dQ =

�
gT

1� gT

��
1� g0

g0

�

�
e

�
kF � dX (47)

whereg0 isthetransm ission ortherelativesize ofthe

m oving scatterer,while gT isthe overalltransm ission

ofthering.

W hataboutthe quantum m echanicalanalysis? W e

shallshow thatthesam eresultisobtained on theaver-

age.Thism eansthattheclassicalexpression stillholds,

butonly in a statisticalsense.Thisisin close analogy
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with theidea of\universalconductanceuctuations".

W eshalldiscussthee�ectof�on thedistribution ofG .

Itshouldbenoticedthatourquantum chaosnetwork

m odel(Fig.4d)essentially generalizes the two barrier

m odel.Nam ely,one delta function is the \scatterer"

and theotherdelta functionsisreplaced by a com pli-

cated \black box".Letususetheterm \leads"in order

to refertothetwo bondsthatconnectthe\black box"

to thescatterer.Now wecan ask whathappens(given

_X 1)ifwe take the length ofthe leadsto be very very

long.As discussed previously this is a non-adiabatic

lim it.W e shallexplain thatin thislim itwe expectto

getthesam eresultasin thecaseofan open geom etry.

Forthelattertheexpected resultis[23]:

dQ = (1� g0)�
e

�
kF � dX (48)

W eshallexplain how Eq.(47)reducesto Eq.(48).The

latter is analogous to the Landauer form ula G
33

=

(e
2
=2�~)g0.The charge transport m echanism which

is represented by Eq.(48) has a very sim ple heuristic

explanation,which isreected in theterm \snow plow

dynam ics" [23].

Fig.6. The average conductance G
31 for the network of

Fig.4d.The average is taken over m ore than 20000 levels

around E F ,whilethecalculation (foreach Ferm ilevel)was

perform ed in an intervalof32000 levels.The transm ission

ofthe \piston" is g0 � 0:1.The perpendicular dotted line

indicates the border ofthe regim e where the K ubo calcu-

lation is valid.W e also plot the standard deviation,while

the insetdisplaysthe distribution for� = 0:0001�.

14. A nalysisofthe netw ork m odel

O ne way to calculate G 31 forthe network m odelof

Fig.4d isobviously to do itnum erically using Eq.(23).

Forthispurposewe�ndtheeigenstatesofthenetwork,

andin particularthewavefunctions n = A n sin(knx+

’n)at(say)therightlead.Then wecalculatethem a-

trix elem ents

Inm = � i
e~

2m
( 

n
@ 

m
� @ 

n
 
m
)
x= x0

(49)

F nm = � �
~
2

2m
( 

n
@ 

m
+ @ 

n
 
m
� � 

n
 
m
)
x= X 1+ 0

(50)

and substitute into Eq.(23).The distribution thatwe

getforG
31
,aswellasthe dependenceofaverage and

thevarianceon �arepresented in Fig.6.W eseethat�

reducesthe uctuations.Ifwe are deep in the regim e

� � � � � b the variance becom es very sm alland

consequently the average value becom esan actuales-

tim ate forG
31
.Thisaverage value coincideswith the

\classical" (stochastic) result Eq.(47) as expected on

thebasisofthederivation below.

In orderto getan expression forG
31
itism ostcon-

venienttousetheFD expression Eq.(37).Forthispur-

posewehavetocalculatethecrosscorrelation function

ofI and F
1
which wedenotesim ply asC (�).Ifwede-

scribethedynam icsusing a stochastic picture[17]we

getthatC (�)isa sum ofdelta spikes:

C (�) = e
vF

2L
2m vF

"

(1� g0)
X

�

� �(� � �1)

#

+ ::::(51)

where�1 = (x0 � X1)=vF isthetim eto go from X 1 to

x1 with the Ferm ivelocity vF ,and the dotsstand for

m oreterm sduetoadditionalreections.Ifweintegrate

only overtheshortcorrelation then weget

Z short

0

C (�)d� = � e
m v

2
F

L
[1� g0] (52)

whileifweincludeallthem ultiplereectionswegeta

geom etricsum thatleadsto [17]:

Z 1

0

C (�)d� = � e
m v

2
F

L

�
1� g0

g0

��
gT

1� gT

�

(53)

Thisleadsto theresultthatwasalready m entioned in

theprevioussection:

G
31
= �

�
1� g0

g0

��
gT

1� gT

�

�
e

�
kF (54)
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W e also observe thatifthe scattering in the outerre-

gion resultsin \lossofm em ory",then by Eq.(38)only

theshortcorrelation survives,and weget

G
31
= � (1� g0)�

e

�
kF (55)

Technically this is a specialcase ofEq.(54) with the

substitution of the serial resistance (1� gT )=gT =

(1� g0)=g0 + (1� 0:5)=0:5.

The stochastic result can be derived also using a

properquantum m echanicalcalculation [17].Thestart-

ing point is the following (exact) expression for the

G reen function:

hxjG(E )jx0i = �
i

~vF

X

p

A pe
ikE L p (56)

The sum isoverallthe possible trajectoriesthatcon-

nectx0 and x.M oredetailson thisexpression thethe

subsequentcalculation can be found in Ref.[17].The

�nalresultfortheaverage conductancecoincideswith

theclassicalstochastic result.

15. Sum m ary

Linearresponsetheory isthem ajortoolforstudy of

driven system s.Itallowsto explorethecrossoverfrom

the strictly adiabatic \geom etric m agnetism " regim e

tothenon-adiabaticregim e.Henceitprovidesauni�ed

fram ework forthetheory ofpum ping.

� \Q uantum chaos" considerations in the derivation

oftheK ubo form ula forthecaseofa closed isolated

system areessential(� / j _X j2=3).

� W e have distinguished between adiabatic, non-

adiabatic and non-perturbativeregim es,depending

on whatis� com pared with � and � b.

� In the strict adiabatic lim it K ubo form ula reduces

to the fam iliaradiabatic transportexpression (\ge-

om etricm agnetism ").

� A generalized Fluctuation-dissipation relation can

be derived.In the zero tem perature lim it an im -

plicitassum ptioninthederivationishavingageneric

bandpro�leasim plied by quantum chaosconsidera-

tions.

� W ealso havederived an S m atrix expression forthe

generalized conductanceofadot-wiresystem ,in the

non-adiabatic lim it L ! 1 .The result coincides

with thatofopen system (BPT form ula).

� Theissueof\quantized pum ping"isanalyzed by re-

garding the�eld which iscreated by \D iracchains".

In the adiabatic regim e Q can be eithersm aller or

largerthan unity,whilein thenon-adiabaticregim e

Q islessthan unity in agreem entwith BPT.

� W e have analyzed pum ping on networks using

G reen function expressions.The average resultcan

be expressed in term softransm ission probabilities.

The analog ofuniversalconductance uctuationsis

found in the strict adiabatic regim e.The conduc-

tance becom eswellde�ne (sm alldispersion)in the

non-adiabaticregim e.

� The average over the quantum m echanicalresult,

which becom esthe wellde�ned conductance in the

non-adiabaticregim e,coincideswith theresultthat

had been obtained forthe corresponding stochastic

m odel.
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