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A bstract

Current can be pum ped through a closed system by changing param eters (or elds) in tin e. Linear response theory (the
Kubo formula) allow s 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 lin it of an in nite system .A s an exam ple we discuss
the follow ing question: W hat is the am ount of charge which is pushed by a m oving scatterer? In the low frequency O C)
Imitwecan writedQ = GdX ,wheredX isthe displacem ent of the scatterer. T hus the issue is to calculate the generalized

conductance G .
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1. Introduction

T he analogy between electric current and the ow
ofwater is in fact older than the discovery of the elec—
trons. T here are essentially two ways to m ove "water"

(charge) between two \pools" (reservoirs): O ne pos—
sbility is to exploit potential di erence between the
tw o reservoirs so as to m ake the \water" ow through
a \pipe" (wire). T he other possibility is to operate a
device (pum p) at som e location along the pipe (the
\scattering region") . T his possbility ofm oving charge
w ithout creating a potentialdi erence is called pum p—
ing. This description assum es \open" geom etry as in
Figlc.Butwhatabouta \closed" system asin Fig.lb?
Ifwe operate the sam e pum p, do we get the sam e cir-
culating current as in the \open" geom etry?

1 Lecture notes for the P hysica E proceedings of the con—
ference "Frontiers of Q uantum and M esoscopic T herm ody—
nam ics" P rague, July 2004].
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Fig.1l. (a) Upper left: A chaotic ring that has the shape
of a Sinai billiard, w ith Aharonov-Bohm ux. (o) Upper
right: T he dot-w ire geom etry w ith the sam e topology as in
the case of the Sinai billiard. (¢) Lower: The w ire is cut
into tw o leads that are attached to reservoirs. T he latter is
what we call \open geom etry".
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The analysis of \quantum pum ping" in closed sys—
tem s should take into account several issues that go
beyond the water analogy: (i) K irchho Jlaw isnot sat—
is ed In the m esoscopic reality because charge can ac—
cum ulate; (ii) T here are quantized energy levels, con—
sequently one has to distinguish betw een adiabatic and
non-adiabatic dynam ics; (iii) Interference is in por—
tant, In plying that the resul of the calculation is of
statisticalnature (universalconductance uctuations).
On top wem ay have to take Into account the e ect of
having an extemalenvironm ent (decoherence).

Quantum pum ping is a special issue in the study of
\driven system s".W e are going to em phasize the sig—
ni cance of \quantum chaos" in the analysis. This in
fact provides the foundations for linear response the-
ory (LRT) [L{6]. W e shall explain how to apply the
Kubo form alisn in order to analyze the dynam ics In
the low frequency O C) regime.W ithin the K ubo for-
m alisn the problem boils down to the calculation of
the generalized O C) conductance m atrix.

To avoid m issunderstanding we em phasize that the
dynam ics in the low frequency (O C) regim e is in gen—
eral non-adiabatic: The DC conductance has both a
dissipative and a non-dissipative parts. In the adia—
batic lim it (extrem ely sm all rate of driving) the dis-
sipative part vanishes, while the non-dissipative part
reduces to \adiabatic trangport" (also called \geom et-
ricm agnetisn ") [7{10]. T he \adiabatic regin e", w here
the dissppative e ect can be ignored, is n fact a tiny
sub-dom ain of the relatively vast \D C regime".

T he dot-w ire geom etry of F ig.lb is of particular in—
terest.W e are going to discuss the special lim it of tak—
ing the length ofthew ire (L) tobein nite.In thislm it
the adiabatic regin e vanishes, but stillwe are left w ith
a vast "DC regin e" where the pum ping is describbed
by a "DC conductance". In this lin it we get resuls
[11] that are in agreem ent w ith the wellknown analy—
sis of quantum pum ping [12,13] In an open geom etry

Figlc).

2. D riven system s

Consider a Fem i sea of non interacting \spinless"
electrons. T he electrons are bounded by som e poten—
tial. To be speci c we assum e a ring topology as In
Figla.O fparticular interest is the dot-w ire geom etry

ofFig.lb, or its m ore elaborated version Fig2. It has
the sam e topology but we can distinguish between a
\w ire region" and a \dot region" (or \scattering re—
gion") . In particularwe can consider a dot-w ire system
such that the length ofthe w ire is very very long.Ifwe
cut the wire In the m iddle, and attach each lead to a
reservoir, then we get the open geom etry of Fig.lc.

W e assum e that we have som e control over the po—
tentialthat holds the electrons. Speci cally, and w ith—
out loss of generality, we assum e that there are control
param eters X ;1 and X , that represent eg. som e gate
voltages (see Fig2) w ith which we can controlthe po-
tentialin the scattering region .N am ely, w ith these pa—
ram eters we can change the dot potential oor, or the
height of som e barrier, or the location ofa \wall" ele—
m ent, or the position of a scatterer inside the dot.W e
callX ; and X ; shape param eters.

W e also assume that i is possble to have an
AharonovBohm ux X 3 through the ring. Thus our
notations are:

X 1;X 2 = schape param eters @)

X3 = = (~=e) = magnetic ux @)

and the m otion of each electron is described by a one
particle H am iltonian

H = H (r;p; X1 (0);X2 0);X3 () 3)

To drive a system m eansto change som e param eters
(elds) In tin e.No drivingm eansthat X ; and X, are
kept constant, and also lt us assum e for sin plicity
that there is no m agnetic eld and that X3 = 0. In
the absence of driving we assum e that the m otion of
the electrons inside the system is classically chaotic.

Fig.2. Detailed illustration of the dot-w ire system . T he
dot potential is controlled by gate voltages X ; and X .
The ux through the loop isX 3= .The scattering region
(r< 0) is represented by an S m atrix.Later we assum e that
the length (L) ofthe w ire is very large.



For exam ple this is the case w ith the socalled Sinai
billiard ofF ig.la. In such circum stances the energy of
the system is a constant of the m otion, and the net
circulating current is zero due to ergodicity.

The sin plest way to create a current I in an open
system (Fig.lc) isto im pose biasby having a di erent
chem icalpotential In each reservoir. A nother possibil-
ity is to create an electro-m otive-force EM F) in the
dot region. In linear response theory it can be proved
that it does not m atter w hat is the assum ed distrdbu-
tion of the voltage along the \resistor". The EMF is
by Faraday law — A ssum ing D C driving (constant
EM F), and the applicability of LRT , we get the \O hm
aw"I=¢G6°% ( 9 and hencethetransported charge
isdo = G dX3.W ecallG > theOhmic O C) con-
ductance.Ifwehavea low frequency AC driving rather
than a DC driving, still the In pedance A C conduc-—
tance) is expected to be well approxin ated by the D C
conductance w ithin a frequency range that we callthe
DC regine.

Y et anotherpossibility isto induce current by chang—
Ing shape param eter in tim e, while keeping either the
biasorX ; equalto zero. Say that we change X 1, then
in com plete analogy wih Ohm law we can write dQ =

G3 dx ;.M ore generally we can w rite

X N
dQ = G ¥ ax @)

O bviously this type of form ula m akes sense only in the
\D C regin e" wherethe currentat eachm om ent oftim e
dependsonly on the rates X .

X3

O x

X1
x1

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

have non-zero area enclosed w e have to change (w ithout loss

of generality) two param eters. (b) R ight: In particularwe

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

3. pum ping cycles

In practice the interest is a tin e periodic A C ) driv—
Ing. This m eans that the driving cycle can be repre—
sented by a closed contouratthe X 1;X2;X 3) space as
In Fig.3a. In fact we assum e that the contour is lying
In the X1;X2) plan asin Fig3b.W e ask what is the
am ount of charge which is transported via a section of
the ring per cycle. A ssum Ing the applicability of LRT
weget in theDC regine

I I
Q = Idt = G dx )

where X = (X1;X2;X3) and G = G *;G7%;6%).
Later we shall de ne a m ore general ob fct G %3 w ith
k;j= 1;2;3 that we call generalized conductance m a—
trix. In the above form ula only the k = 3 row enters
nto the calculation.

Getting Q $ 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 current form AC driving.From the above
it is clear that w ithin the D C regin e we have to vary
at least two param eters to achieve a non-zero resul.
In a closed (in contrast to open) system this conclu—
sion rem ains valid also outside ofthe D C regim g, due
to tim e reversal sym m etry. In orderto get D C current
from one param eter AC driving, In a closed system , it
is essential to have a non-linear response. R atchets are
non-lnear devices that use \m ixed" [15] or \dam ped"
[L4] dynam ics in order to pum p w ith only one param —
eter.W e are not discussing such devices below .

4. W hat isthe problem ?

M ost of the studies of quantum pum ping were (so
far) about open system s. Ingpired by Landauer who
pointed out that G 33 s essentially the tranam ission of
the device, Buttiker, P retre and Thom as BP T ) have
developed a form ula that allow s the calculation ofG 33
using the S m atrix of the scattering region [12,13].
It tums out that the non-trivial extension of this ap—
proach to closed system s Involves quite restrictive as—
sum ptions [L6]. Thus the case of pum ping In closed
system shasbeen keft un-explored, except to som e past
works on adiabatic transport P,10]. Yet another ap-



proach to quantum pum ping is to use the powerfiill
Kubo form alisn [6,11,17].

The Kubo formula, which we discuss later, gives a
way to calculate the generalized conductance m atrix
G % .tisawellknow Hmul [L], so one can ask:what
is the issue here? T he answer is that both the validity
conditions, and also the way to use the K ubo form ula,
are in fact open problem s In physics.

TheVan K am pen controversy regarding the validity
ofthe Kubo form ula in the classical fram ework iswell
known, and by now hasbeen resolved .Fora system atic
classical derivation of the Kubo formula with all the
validity conditions see Ref.[5] and references therein.
The assum ption of chaos is essential in the classical
derivation . If this assum ption isnot satis ed (as in the
trivialcase ofa driven 1D ring) then theK ubo form ula
becom es non-applicable.

W hat about the Q uantum M echanical derivation?
The problem has been raised in Ref.[3] but has been
answered only later in Refs.[4,5] and follow up works.
It is In portant to realize that the quantum m echanical
derivation of the K ubo form ula requires perturbation
theory to in nite order, not just 1st orderperturbation
theory.W e shalldiscuss laterthe non-trivial self consis—
tency condition ofthe quantum m echanicalderivation.

W e note that the standard textbook derivation of
the K ubo form ula assum es that the energy spectrum
isessentially a continuum .A com m on practice isto as—
sum e som e weak coupling to som e extemalbath [18].
H ow ever, this procedure avoids the question at stake,
and In fact failsto take into consideration im portant in—
gredients that have to do w ith quantum chaos physics.
In this lecture the prim ary Interest is in the physics of
a closed isolated system .O nly in a later stage we look
for the e ects that are associated w ith having a weak
coupling to an extermalbath.

W hy do we say that it is not clear how to use the
Kubo formula? W e are going to explain that the quan—
tum m echanicalderivation ofthe K ubo fom ula intro—
duces an energy scale that we call . It playsan anal
ogous rok to the levelbroadening param eter w hich is
introduced In case of a coupling to a bath.Our de-
pendson the rate X- ofthe driving in a non-trivialway.
Onem ay say that 1In case ofan isolated system isdue
to the non-adiabaticity of the driving. Our a ects
both the dissppative and the non-dissipative (geom et—
ric) part of the response. W ithout a theory for the
quantum m echanicalK ubo form ula is illde ned.

5. G eneralized forces and currents

G ven a H am iltonian we de ne generalized forces in
the conventionalway:
k QH

PO o= 6
ax . (6)

one obvious reasoning that m otivates this de nition
follow s from writing the follow Ing (exact) expression
for the change in the energy E = hH i ofthe system :

Z
E nar  Biniial = ()i dX (7)
In particular we note that F  chould be identi ed as
the current I.This identi cation can be explained as
follow s: If we m ake a change d of the ux during a
tin edt, then theEM F is d =dt, leading to a current
I.The energy increase is the EM F tin es the charge,
namely dE = ( d =dt) (Idt) =
con jugate to

Id .HenceI is

A san exam plewe consider [17]a networkm odel [19].
See the illustration ofF ig4d.The H am iltonian is

H = network + X, ® X) 8)

W e assum e control over the position X ; of the delta
scatterer, and also over the \height" X, of the scat-
terer.By the de nition we get:

1

F' = X, ® X1) )

F? = ®  X) (10)
NotethatF ! isthe ordinary N ew tonian foroe which is
associated w ith translations. Itsoperation on thew ave—
function can be realized by the di erential operator

! 2m
sz (11)

X=X 1+0
where we have used them atching condition across the
delta function and m is them ass of the particle.

W hat about the current operator? For its de nition
we have to introduce a vector potentialA x) = a (x)

into the H am iltonian such that
I

A odr - 12)

Thus we have to specify a x), which describes how
the vector potential varies along the loop. This is
not m erely a gauge freedom because the electric eld



-a (x) isam easurable quantity.M oreover, a di erent
a (x) In plies a di erent current operator. In particular
we can choose a(x) to be a delta function across a
section x = xo.Then we get:

e
I = —( X

3)p+tp X %)) 13)
2m

N ote that the operation ofthis operator can be realized
by the di erential operator

I 7 — é @ (14)
2m x=xg

A few words are in order regarding the continuiy of
the charge ow . It should be clear that in any m om ent
the current through di erent sectionsofa w ire doesnot
have to be the sam ¢, because charge can accum ulate.
K irchho law isnot satis ed.Forexam ple ifwe block

the left entrance to the dot In F ig 2, and raise the dot
potential, then current is pushed out ofthe right lead,
while the current in the blocked side is zero. Still if
we m ake a full pum ping cycle, such that the charge
com es back to its original distribbution at the end of
each cycle, then the result forQ should be Independent
of the section through which the current ism easured.

Fig.4. A scatterer (represented by a black circle) is trans-
Jated through a system that hasa Ferm ioccupation of spin—
less non-interacting electrons. In (a) the system is a sim —
ple ring. In () it is a chaotic ring (Sinaibilliard). In (c)
and in (d) we have network system s that are of the sam e
type of (@) and (b) respectively. In the network, the scat-
terer (\piston") is a delta function (represented as a big
circle) located at x = X 1.The current ism easured through
x = X0 (dotted verticalline).In (e) we have an open geom —
etry w ith left and right leads that are attached to reservoirs
that have the sam e chem ical potential.

6. Linear response theory

Assume that X ) = X @ + X (t), and ook for
a quasistationary solution. To have linear response
m eans that the generalized forces are related to the
driving as follow s:

F (D)1= HF i + €

1

X %feat® (15)

where h::idy denote the expectation value w ith respect
totheunperturbed X (t) = X © stationary state.From
now on we disregard the zero order tem  (the \conser-
vative force"), and focus on the linear tem . T he gen-
eralized susceptibility k3 (!') is the Fourier transform
of the (causal) response kemel k3 ( ), while the gen—
eralized conductance m atrix is de ned as

. In [ %9 (1))

G*l = ' k4 p*d (16)

[0
T he last equality de nes the sym m etric and the anti-
sym m etricm atrices *J andB *J.Thusin theD C lin it
Eqg.(15) reduces to a generalized O hm law :

X i
i o= G*
J

p an

which can be written in fancy notations as

i = G X = X B "X~ (18)

N ote that the rate of dissipation is

Fix = %y (19)

K
W e would like to focus not on the dissipation issue,

but rather on the transport issue.From Eq.(5) we get

n I I i
Q = dx B ~dX (20)
k=3

From now on we consider a planar X 1;X 2) pum ping

cycle, and assum e that there isnom agnetic eld.Then

it follow s from tin e reversal sym m etry [0 nsager] that
31 = 32 = 0, and consequently

Q = B ds (21)
| |
whereBE = 82%;B3;B!%),withB = 0,and ds =

(dX 2; dX;1;0)isanom alvectorin thepum pingplane
asin Fig3b.



T he various ob Ects that have been de ned in this
section are sum m arized by the follow ing diagram :

e

kj B kJj

(dissipative) (non-dissipative)

7. TheKubo form ula

The K ubo form ula for the regponse kemel is

) = () ZhE()E O @2)
where the expression on the right hand side assum es
a zero order X = X° stationary state (the so called
\interaction picture"), and ( ) isthe step function.

U sing the de nitionsofthe previous section, and as—
sum Ing a Fem i sea of non-interacting femm ions w ith
occupation fiinction f (E ), we get the follow ng expres—
sions:

, X fE,) £@En) -
= ~ EnniEmFé(anj\n En  En)
n;m
, X X In FS, FJ
B =2~ fEn) L @3)

En En)2+ (=2)2

n m (6n)

W e have lncorporated In these expression a broaden-—
ing param eter which is absent in the \literal" K ubo
formula.Ifwesst = Owegetnodissipation ( = 0).
W e also see that a ects the non-dissipative part of
the response.T huswe see that w thout having a theory
for theKubo formula isan illde ned expression.

8. A diabatictransport (G eom etricm agnetism )

The \literal" Kubo ormula (ie.wih = 0) has
been considered in Refs.([9,10]). In this lim it we have
no dissipation ( = 0).But wem ay still have a non—
vanishingB .By Eq.(23) thetotalB isa sum overthe
occupied levels. T he contribution of a given occupied
leveln is:

. X In FX,FJ
Brl'fj = 2~ nm2 mn _ 24)
En En)? + (=2)
m (6n)
wih = 0.This is identi ed as the geom etric m ag—

netism ofRef.[10]. \

W e can get som e intuition for B from the theory of
adiabatic procgsses. T he Berry phase isgiven as a line
ntegral (1=~) A dX over \vector potential" in X
spaoeﬂé Y stokes law it can be converted to an integral
1=~) B ds over a surface that is bounded by the
driving cycle. The B eld is divergence—less, but it
m ay have singularities at X points where the leveln
has a degeneracy w ith a nearby level. W e can regard
these points as the location of m agnetic charges. T he
result of the surface integral should be independent of
the choice of the surface m odulo 2 , else Berry phase
would be illde ned.T herefore thenet ux via a closed
surface wWhich we can regard as form ed of two Stokes
surfaces) should be zerom odulo 2 .Thus, ifwehavea
charge w ithin a closed surface it follow s by G auss law
that it should be quantized in unitsof (~=2).T hese are
the so called \D irac m onopoles". In our setting X 3 is
the Aharonov-Bohm ux.Therefore we have vertical
\D irac chains"

© .,

e
P X, + 2 —

. 0
chain = Xl()

integer 25)
In theabsence ofany otherm agnetic eld wehavetin e-
reversalsym m etry foreither ntegerorhalfinteger ux.
It follow s that there are two types of D irac chains:
thosethathaveam onopole in theplane ofthepum ping
cycle, and those that have their m onopoles half unit
away from the pum ping plane.

In the next section we shall see how these observa—
tions help to analyze the pum ping process. W e shall
also illum inate the e ect of having 6 0. Laterwe
shall discuss the \physics" behind



9. Quantized pum ping?

T he issue of quantized pum ping is best illustrated
by the popular two delta barrier m odel, which is illus—
trated n Fig.5.T he \dot region" P j< a=2 isdescribed
by the potential
U @X 15X 2) = X1 x+§ X, x g 26)
The pum ping cycle is descrbed in Fig.5c. In the 1st
halfofthe cycle an electron is taken from the w ire into
the dot region via the keft barrier, whilke in the second
half of the cycle an electron is transfered from the dot
region to thew ire via the right barrier. So it seem sthat
one electron is pum ped through the device per cycle.
T he question iswhether it isexactly oneelectron Q =
e) ornot?

In the case ofan open geom etry the answer isknown
R0,21]. Let us denote by gy the average transm ission
ofthedot region forX valiesalong thepum ping cycle.
In thelimit go ! 0,which isa pump with no lakage,

indeed onegetsQ = e.0 therw iseonegetsQ = (1 g)e.

E, (x(t
) X2 ()
X1 dot level
wire states dot state
B
 —
position time

X3

X2=X1

Fig. 5. (@) Upper left: The energy levels of a ring with
tw o barriers, at the beginning of the pum ping cycle. It is
assum ed that the three low er levels are occupied. (b) Upper
right: T he adiabatic levels as a function of tim e during the
pum ping cycle. () Lower Left: The (X 1;X ) locations of
the D irac chains of the 3 occupied levels. F illed (hollow )
circles in ply that there is (no) m onopole in the pum ping
plane. N ote that for sake of illustration overlapping chains
are displaced from each other. T he pum ping cycle encircles
2+ 1 D irac chains that are associated w ith the 3rd and 2nd
Jevels respectively. (d) Lower right: T he 2 D irac chains that
are associated w ith the 3rd level.

W hat about a closed (ring) geom etry? D o we have
a sin ilar result? It has been argued RO0] that if the
the pum ping process is strictly adiabatic then we get
exactly Q = e.W eare going to explain below that this
isin fact not correct:W ecan geteitherQ < lorQ > 1
or even Q 1.

Recallthatby Eqg.(21) tl}e pum ped charge Q equals
the proected ux ofthe B eld through the pum p—
ng cycle Fig3b). Ifthe charge ofthem onopoleswere
unifom ly distrdbbuted along the chains, it would follow
that Q is exactly quantized. But this is not the case,
and therefore Q can be either sm aller or lJarger than 1
depending on the type of chain (s) being encircled. In
particular, In case of a tight cycle around a m onopole
we get Q e which is som ewhat counter-ntuitive,
while ifthem onopol iso planeQ < e.

W hat is the e ect of on this result? It is quite
clarthat dim inishesthe contribution ofthe singular
tem .C onsequently itm akesQ lessthan one.T hisgives
us a hint that the introduction of m ight lad to a
result which is iIn agreem ent w ith that obtained for an
open geom etry.W e shall discuss this issue in the next
sections.

10. The K ubo Form ula and \quantum chaos"

W e tum now to discuss . Any generic quantum
chaos system is characterized by som e short correlation
tine (;,by som em ean kevelspacing ,and by a sem
classical energy scale that we denoteas p.Namely:

/ ~%=olme = mean level spacing 7)

b ~=. = bandw idth (28)

Thetem bandw idth requiresclari cation.Ifwechange
a param eter X 1In the Ham iltonian H , then the per-
turbation m atrix F,n has non-vanishing m atrix ele—
ments within a band £, En J< p.These m atrix
elem ents are characterized by som e root-m ean-square
m agniude , while outside of the band them atrix el-
em ents are very sm all.

If the system is driven slow Iy in a rate X- then lev—
els are m ixed non-perturbatively.U sing a quite subtle
reasoning [4{6,2] the relevant energy range forthe non-
perturbative m ixing of levels is found to be



2=3

~ . =3 l
= — ¥3 / =

2
L 33 (29)
T he latter equality assum es dot-w ire geom etry as in
Figlb, where L is the length ofthe wire.Now we can
distinguish between three X- regin es:

adiabatic regim e (30)
< < b non-adiabatic regin e (31)
otherw ise non-perturbative regin e (32)

In the adiabatic regin e levels are not m ixed by the
driving, which m eans that the system (so to say) ol
Iow s the sam e kevel all the tim e. In the perturbative
regin e there is a non-perturbative m ixing on am all
energy scales, but on the large scale we have Fem i~
GoldenRulk FGR) transitions. If the self consistency
condition ( p) breaks down, then the FGR pic—
ture becom es non-applicable, and consequently be—
com es a m eaningless param eter.

In the non-perturbative regin e we expect sam iclas—
sicalm ethodstobee ective, provided the system hasa
classical lim it (which is not the case w ith random m a-
trix m odels R2]). In generalone can argue that in the
lin tofin nitevolum e (oram all~) perturbation theory
always breaks down, leading to a sam iclassical behav—
jor. But in the dot-w ire geom etry this is not the case
ifwetakethelmit L ! 1 , keeping the width of the
wire xed.W ith such lim iting procedure Eq.(29) im -
pliesthat the selfconsistency condition b isbet-
terand better satis ed! T hism eansthat the K ubo for-
m ula can be trusted.Furthem ore, w ith the sam e 1lin —
tingprocedurethelL ! 1 isanon-adiabatic lim itbe—

cause the adiabaticity condition breaksdown.

11. Kubo form ula using an FD relation

T he F luctuation-dissipation (D ) relation allow sus
to calculate the conductance G *3 from the correlation
fiunction C*3 () ofthe generalized forces. In what fol-
low s we use the notations:

) i .

K () = =hF " ( )iF’ O)lo 33)
X 1 X

c )= 3 B ()F’ (0)o + ¢ (34)

Their Fourier transfm s are denoted K'*3 (1) and

c*i(1). The expectation value above assumes a

zero order stationary preparation. W e shall use sub—
script § to Indicate m any-body Fem i occupation.
W e shall use the subscript ¥ or the subscript 3
to denote oneparticle canonical or m icrocanonical
preparation. At high tem peratures the Bolzm ann
approxim ation applies and we can use the exact

relation fE,) fEn) = tanh(E. En)=@T))
EEn)+E£ER)) sOastoget

Ky = 1 2 tanh 2% ckay 35)
FoY HEY] 2T T

At low temperatures we can use the approxin a-
ton fE&) fE") [t @ Er)+ 1 ®° Er)l
@ E)with 1 FEr)= £Ff(E)soastoget
K i gECE (1) (36)
T he application of this approxin ation is \legal" ifwe
assum e tem perature T b. This is a very \bad"
condition because for (eg.) ballistic dot  is the rel-
atively lJarge T houless energy. H ow ever, we can regard
thelarge T resultasan Er averaged zero tem perature
calculation. Then it can be argued that for a quantum
chaos system with a generic bandpro Il the average
is in fact the \representative" result (see discussion of
\universalconductance uctuation" in later sections).

SubstitutingtheKuboormula 3 ( )= ( )K*I( )
in the de nition of G ¥J, and using the latter rela-—
tion between K kj( ) and ij( ) we get after som e
straightforward algebra the follow ing expression for
the conductance:

Z Z

Ks'() d gE)
0 0

G*I= Cil (Ha @7
where gEr ) is the density of the oneparticle states.
Ifwe want to lncorporate the recipe issinply:
=233
C() T C()ez2 (38)
T he expression ofG k3 using c*¥I( )isa generalized
FD relation. It reduces to the standard FD relation if
we consider the dissipative part:
k3 1 k3
= Eg(EF)CEF (! 0) (39)
w hereas the non-dissipative part requires integration
over all the frequencies (see next section).



12. Kubo via G reen functionsor S m atrix

Now wewould like to expressG k3 using G reen func-
tions, and eventually we would like to express it using
the S m atrix of the scattering region.The st step is
to rew rite the FD relation as follow s:

Z k3
G* = ~gEr) 11 N!Lii((!:;)(;—! 40)
T he second step is to w rite
) h ) i
cal() = 358 cCE+~1E)VHCFE ~1END
where
CHESE)=2 Fr. € EF., € E(@2)
" on i

2 k 0 j
—trace F" Im GE )IF- In G E)]43)

W e use the standard notations G (z) = 1=(z H),and
G E)=GE i0),and mGl= i6¢ G )=2 =

E H).After some straightforward algebra we
get:

h
k3 = 12—traoe FkG (EF

1i=2)F I G Er)]

1
FIn G Br)F G Er +i=2)  (44)

G

Forthe dotwire geometry n the Imit L ! 1 we
can treat thei asifi were the In nitesim ali0.Som e
m ore non-trivial steps allow usto reduce the trace op—
eration to theboundary (r = 0) ofthe scattering region

(Fig2), and then to express the result using the S m a—
trix. D isregarding insigni cant interference tem that
has to do w ith having \standing wave" the result is:

c¥ =

s
_© trace P2 g¥ @5)

2 1 @X 5

This form ula, which we derive here using \quantum
chaos" assum ptions is the sam e as the BPT formula
that has been derived for an open geom etry. It is in —
portant to rememberthatthe Iimit L ! 1 isa non-
adiabatic Im it ( ).Stillitisa \D C lm i".T here-
forewhat we get here is \D C conductance" rather than
\adiabatic pum ping".T he latter term isunfortunately
w idely used In the existing literature.

13. The prototype pum ping prob lem

W hat is the current which is created by translating
a scatterer (\piston")? This isa \pum ping" question.
Various versions of the assum ed geom etry are illus—
trated n Fig4. T hough i soundssin ple this questions
contains (w ithout loss ofgenerality) allthe ingredients
of a typical pum ping problem . Below we address this
question rst wihin a classical fram ework, and then
w ithin quantum m echanics.

The sin plest case is to translte a scatterer in 1D
ring (F ig.da).A ssum Ing that there is no other scatter—
Ingm echanisn i is obvious that the steady state solu-—
tion ofthe problem is:

Q=1 Sk ox (46)

W e assum e here Ferm ioccupation, but otherw ise this
result is com pletely classical. T his result holds for any
nonzero "size" of scatterer, though it isclearthat in the
case ofa tiny scatterer it would takeam uch longertin e
to attain the steady state. A Iso note that there is no
dissipation in this problem . T he steady state solution
is an exact solution ofthe problem .

The picture com plktely changes if we translate a
scatterer inside a chaotic ring (F ig4b).In such casethe
problem does not possess a steady state solition. Still
there is a quasisteady state solution. T hism eans that
at any m om ent the state is quastergodic: Ifwe follow
the evolution for som e tin e we see that there is slow
di usion to other energy surfaces (we use here phase
space language) . T his di usion leads to dissipation as
explained in B] (@and m ore R efs therein) . However, we
are interested here m ainly in the transport issue.As
the scatterer pushes its way through the ergodizing
distribbution, it creates a current. O bviously the size
of the scatterer do m atter in this case. U sing classical
stochastic picture we can derive the follow ing resul:

1
d = T 9 &y & @7)

1 ¢ %

where gy is the transm ission or the relative size of the
m oving scatterer, whike gr is the overall transm ission
ofthe ring.

W hat about the quantum m echanical analysis? W e
shallshow thatthe sam e result isobtained on the aver—
age.T hism eansthat the classicalexpression stillholds,
but only In a statistical sense. T his is In close analogy



w ith the idea of \universalconductance uctuations".
W eshalldiscussthee ectof on thedistrdbution ofG .

Tt should benoticed that ourquantum chaosnetw ork
m odel (Fig.4d) essentially generalizes the two barrier
m odel. N am ely, one delta function is the \scatterer"
and the other delta functions is replaced by a com pli-
cated \black box".Letususetheterm \leads" in order
to refer to the tw o bonds that connect the \black box"
to the scatterer.Now we can ask what happens (given
X+ ) ifwe take the length of the leads to be very very
long. A s discussed previously this is a non-adiabatic
Ilim i£. W e shallexplain that In this 1m it we expect to
get the sam e result as in the case ofan open geom etry.
For the latter the expected resul is R3]:

Q=0 9 “k & 48)
W e shallexplain how Eq.(47) reducesto Eq.(48).The
latter is analogous to the Landauer formula G 3=
=2 ~)% . The charge transport m echanisn which
is represented by Eq.(48) has a very sim ple heuristic
explanation, which is re ected in the term \snow plow

dynam ics" R3].

I LBLBLLLLLL

—— G from Eq.(18)
— <G> ]
- = 3G/<G>

L T~
0 2
10
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Fig. 6. The average conductance G 3! for the network of
Fig.4d. T he average is taken over m ore than 20000 levels
around E ¢ , while the calculation (foreach Fem ilevel) was
perform ed in an interval of 32000 levels. T he transm ission
of the \piston" is gy 0:1. T he perpendicular dotted line
indicates the border of the regin e w here the K ubo calcu—
Jation is valid. W e also plot the standard deviation, while
the inset displays the distrbbution for = 0:0001 .
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14. Analysisofthe netw ork m odel

Oneway to calculate G 3! for the network m odel of
F ig4d is obviously to do it num erically using Eq.(23).
Forthispurmposswe nd theeigenstatesofthe network,
and in particularthewavefunctions " = A, sin (k, x+
’n) at (say) the right lead.Then we calculate them a—
trix elem ents

e~
Inm = . n@ m @ n m B 49
12?( )= xq 49)

2
Fom = % ( Q + @ )x:X1+(§O)
and substitute into Eq.(23). T he distrdbbution that we

get for G 3 aswellas the dependence of average and
thevarianceon arepresented in Fig.6.W e see that
reduces the uctuations. Ifwe are deep in the regim e

p» the variance becom es very sm all and
consequently the average valie becom es an actuales—
tin ate ©r G > . This average value coincides w ith the
\classical" (stochastic) resul Eq.(47) as expected on
the basis of the derivation below .

In order to get an expression for G 31 it dsm ost con—
venient to usethe FD expression Eq.(37).Forthispur-
posew e have to calculate the cross correlation finction
of I and F ' which we denote sinply asC ( ).Ifwede-
scribe the dynam ics using a stochastic picture [L7]we

get that C ( ) isa sum ofdelta spikes:

" #
Vi X
C()=e—2mw (1 g) ( 1) + :::(51)
2L
where 1 = (x¢ X1)=vr isthetimeto go from X ; to

%1 with the Fem ivelocity vr , and the dots stand for
m oretemm sdueto additionalre ections.Ifwe integrate
only over the short correlation then we get

Z short
(52)

0

while ifwe nclude allthem ultiple re ectionswe get a
geom etric sum that leadsto [17]:

dr

mvél@

(53)
0 L ) 1

T his leads to the result that was already m entioned in
the previous section :

(54)




W e also observe that if the scattering in the outer re—
glon resuls in \loss ofm em ory", then by Eq.(38) only
the short correlation survives, and we get

e
a —kr

Q) (55)

Technically this is a special case of Eq.(54) w ith the
substitution of the serial resistance (1 & )=gr =
1 g)=go+ (1 0:5)=0:5.

The stochastic resul can be derived also using a
properquantum m echanicalcalculation [L7].T he start—
ing point is the follow ing (exact) expression for the
G reen function:

ks €)ool = (56)

~vp
The sum is over all the possible tra pctories that con—
nect xo and x.M ore details on this expression the the
subsequent calculation can be found in Ref.[l7]. The

nalresul forthe average conductance coincides w ith
the classical stochastic resut.

15. Sum m ary

Linear response theory isthem aprtool for study of
driven system s. It allow s to explore the crossover from
the strictly adiabatic \geom etric m agnetism " regin e
to thenon-adiabatic regim e.H ence it providesa uni ed
fram ew ork for the theory of pum ping.

\Q uantum chaos" considerations in the derivation
ofthe K ubo form ula for the case ofa closed isolated
system are essential ( / K-F7°).

W e have distinguished between adiabatic, non-
adiabatic and non-perturbative regim es, depending
on what is com pared wih and b

In the strict adiabatic lim i K ubo form ula reduces
to the fam iliar adiabatic transport expression (\ge—
om etric m agnetisn ").

A generalized F luctuation-dissipation relation can
be derived. In the zero tem perature lin it an in —
plicit assum ption in the derivation ishaving a generic
bandpro X as in plied by quantum chaos considera—
tions.

W e also have derived an S m atrix expression for the
generalized conductance ofa dot-w ire system , in the
non-adiabatic Iimit L ! 1 .The result coincides
w ith that of open system BPT formula).
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T he issue of \quantized pum ping" isanalyzed by re—
garding the eld which is created by \D irac chains".
In the adiabatic regin e Q can be either am aller or
larger than unity, while in the non-adiabatic regin e
Q is lessthan unity In agreem ent with BPT .

W e have analyzed pumping on networks using
G reen function expressions. T he average resul can
be expressed In tem s of transm ission probabilities.
T he analog of universal conductance uctuations is
found in the strict adiabatic regin e. The conduc-
tance becom es well de ne (am all dispersion) in the
non-adiabatic regin e.

The average over the quantum m echanical resul,
which becom es the well de ned conductance in the
non-adiabatic regin e, coincides w ith the result that
had been obtained for the corresponding stochastic
m odel
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