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W estudy responsefunctionsofintegrablequantum im purity problem swith an exter-

nal�eld atT = 0 using non perturbative techniquesderived from the Bethe ansatz. W e

develop the �rst steps ofthe theory ofexcitationsover the new,�eld dependent ground

state, leading to renorm alized (or \dressed") form -factors. W e obtain exactly the low

frequency behaviourofthe dynam icalsusceptibility �00(!)in the double wellproblem of

dissipative quantum m echanics(orequivalently the anisotropic Kondo problem ),and the

low frequency behaviourofthe AC noise St(!)fortunneling between edgesin fractional

quantum Halldevices. W e also obtain exactly the structure ofsingularitiesin �00(!)and

St(!).Ourresultsdi�ersigni�cantly from previousperturbativeapproaches.
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1. Introduction.

One dim ensionalquantum im purity problem s,which are ofconsiderable physicalim -

portance,haverecently been thesubjectofsigni�canttheoreticalprogressesbased on their

integrability.In particular,in a recentpaper[1],wehaveshown how correlation functions

at T = 0 and without an applied �eld could be obtained 1 using m assless form -factors

[2][3].Asa result,the response function �00(!)in the double wellproblem ofdissipative

quantum m echanics[4][5],and the frequency dependentconductance G (!)fortunneling

between edgesin � = 1

3
fractionalquantum Halldevices[6][7]wereobtained atT = 0 and

without an applied �eld. Quantities at �nite tem perature and with an applied �eld are

also ofgreatinterest,and potentially closerto experim ents,butsigni�cantly m oredi�cult

to obtain,exceptfortheirDC com ponent[8],[9].

In thispaper,we addressthe case T = 0 butthe applied �eld non-zero (this�eld we

designate generically by V ). W e considerin particular�00(!)in the double wellproblem

with a bias(equivalently theanisotropicKondo problem with a �eld applied to theim pu-

rity),and the non-equilibrium noise St(!)forthe tunneling currentin the quantum Hall

e�ectin the presence ofan applied voltage[10][11].

Theproblem (and theorigin ofphysically interesting phenom ena)isthattheapplied

�eld changes the structure ofthe ground state. The new ground state (we refer to itas

theFerm isea in whatfollows)can be obtained withoutm uch di�culty from them assless

basisofsolitons,antisolitonsand breatherswith factorized scattering. Itissim ply m ade

ofright m oving (R) solitons and left m oving (L) antisolitons �lling allrapidities up to

a Ferm ivalue A. Excitations are obtained by adding particles and m aking holes in the

sea. Due to the interacting nature ofthe theory,the scattering ofthese excitations will

be di�erentfrom the case V = 0:there isa \dressing" ofthe S-m atricescom ing from the

Ferm isea,a phenom enon largely sim ilarto thedressing observed in latticeregularizations

[12]. To develop a form -factor approach for the com putation of correlations, we have

then to com pute dressed form -factors:the m atrix elem entsofphysicaloperatorsbetween

asym ptotic states of the dressed excitations. This is a di�cult problem , for technical

reasonswhich willbe explained later. Exactresultscan stillbe obtained however. Here,

westudy in detailstwo questionswhich havebeen thesubjectofinterestin thelitterature:

thelow frequency behaviouroftheresponsefunction in dissipativequantum m echanicsand

1 M ore precisely,with controlled accuracy allthe way from sm allto large coupling.
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Fig. 1:M ulti-layered Ferm isea,only antisolitonsare�lled atT=0.

the frequency dependent shotnoise in the tunnelling Hallproblem [10],[11]. In addition,

wewillexplorethepossibleexistenceofsingularitiesat�nitefrequency in thesequantities.

The ham iltonian forthe m odelswe study here is:

H =
1

2

Z 0

� 1

dx [8�g�2 +
1

8�g
(@x�)

2]+ H B : (1:1)

This is the standard Luttinger liquid bosonic ham iltonian with a term at the boundary

x = 0[13]. Both the im purity tunneling and the double wellproblem can be written into

this form by standard m anipulations. The boundary term depends on the problem ,for

the Halle�ectitis:

H B = �

h

e
� igV t

e
i�(0)=2 + e

igV t
e
� i�(0)=2

i

; (1:2)

and fordissipativequantum m echanicswehave :

H B = �

h

S+ e
i�(0)=2 + S� e

� i�(0)=2
i

+
�

2
Sz: (1:3)

In (1.2) V is the voltage. The electron charge is set to e = 1,and the phases in the

boundary (tunneling)term correspond to tunneling ofLaughlin quasi-particles. In (1.3),

� isthe bias,and in thisform ulation,g = 1;1=2 correspond respectively to the isotropic

and Toulousepoints.Letusrecallthat(1.3)describesalso theanisotropicKondo problem

with a �eld applied to the im purity.

Itissom etim esm oreappealing physically to \unfold" (1.2).Indeed,writing the�eld

� as a sum ofa left and a right m oving part,the integralon [�1 ;0]can be traded for

an integralon [�1 ;1 ],theham iltonian acting only on rightm overs.Theboundary term

then becom esan im purity term with thereplacem ent�(0)! 2�R (0).
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Let us now de�ne the quantities we willstudy in this language. For the im purity

tunneling,we want to study the non-equilibrium quantum noise. In the four term inal

geom etry (see�g.2),thisnoisehasseveralcom ponents.Forsim plicity,wewilldiscussin

thisintroduction thetunnelingnoiseonly.CallingIt(t)thetunnelingcurrent,weconsider:

St(!)=

Z 1

� 1

dte
i!t

< fIt(t);It(0)g> : (1:4)

W ith respectto �gure 2,the tunnelling currentisde�ned asIt(t)= jR (0
+ ;t)� jL (0

� ;t).

j

j

R

L

x=0
Fig. 2:Fourterm inalsystem in the tunnelling � = 1=3 Halle�ect.

Fordissipativequantum m echanics(ortheanisotropicKondo problem ),thequantity

we wantto com pute isthe dynam icalsucceptibility2 :

C (t)=
1

2
< [Sz(t);Sz(0)]> (1:5)

oritsFouriertransform �00(!)3 [4].

As described in [1]the ham iltonian with the boundary interaction (1.2) is better

understood in the fram ework ofthe sine-G ordon theory. The idea issim ple: ifwe add a

term �cos�(x)to the ham iltonian,then theresulting problem isknown to beintegrable,

thisistheboundary sine-G ordon m odel[14].Thism odelisconveniently addressed in the

basis ofsolitons/antisolitons,breathers,where the bulk interaction reduces to factorized

scatteringencoded in an S m atrix.Theboundary interaction in thisbasisisthen described

by a re
ection m atrix. In order to describe the problem s we want to study,we then let

� ! 0 ,to geta \m asslessscattering" description ofa freeboson,which involvesm assless

2 W e use conventionsin which �h = 1 and the spinsare norm alised to 1.

3 O urnorm alization is�00(!)=
R

dt

2�
e
i! t

C (t).
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particles stillreferred to as solitons/antisolitons and breathers. Again,the boundary is

sim ply described by a re
ection m atrix.A sim ilardescription worksfor(1.3).

Having thisbasis,itiswellknown how to com putetheground stateparticledensities

by using the Bethe ansatz. Knowing this ground state,a naive approach to correlations

would beto considerm atrix elem ents 4 ofthe form :


1;:::;
q < �1;:::;�pjO j�1;:::;�q > �1;:::;�q (1:6)

wherebra and ketstand forthe(shifted)ground stateplussom eexcitations,and to com -

pute(1.6)using crossing.Therearehoweverim portantdi�cultiesin thisapproach which

have to do with the existence ofinteractions(ie a non trivialS-m atrix).A m ore natural,

and physically appealing,way to proceed isto think in term sofdressed orrenorm alised

excitationsoverthe ground state.

The idea again issim ple,though technically stilldi�cult:with thehelp oftheBethe

equationsitispossible to com pute the dressed energy and dressed scattering m atrix be-

tween excitations.Havingthesequantities,onecan then trytowriteaxiom sforthedressed

form -factors,in analogy with the wellknown case when V = 0 [2],and then solve these

axiom s (a crucialdi�erence is that in the present case,there is an energy scale V ,and

relativistic invariance isbroken). Correlatorswillthen follow by inserting a com plete set

ofexcitationsbetween operators.

The paperisorganized asfollows: In the second section,we study the new ground

stateand thestructure ofexcitationsofthe auxiliary ham iltonian :

H =
1

2

Z 1

� 1

dx [8�g�2 +
1

8�g
(@x�)

2]+
V

4�

Z 1

� 1

@t�: (1:7)

This ham iltonian is related with the problem s ofinterest through sim ple m anipulations

described in the appendix,with the correspondence � = gV for the dissipative quantum

m echanicscase.

In thethird section wediscussin considerabledetailsthephysicsatlow energies.W e

show thatitisdescribed by an e�ectivefree-ferm ion theory with renorm alized param eters.

W e also discussthe physicsnearthe thresholdsofvariousexcitation processes,laying the

ground forfurtherdiscussion ofthesingularities.

4 Here,asin ourpreviousworks,wenorm alizeasym ptoticstatessuch that< �j�
0
> = 2��(� �

�
0).
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The low frequency behaviour being com pletely under control,we are then able to

obtain som eexactresultsas! ! 0.In the fourth section we discussthe behaviourofthe

dynam icalsucceptibility in the double wellproblem (orthe anisotropic Kondo problem ),

and we obtain a closed expression for lim !! 0
�
00
(!)

!
as a function ofV (recall� = gV ,�

the bias).W e prove thatShiba’srelation [15][16]:

lim
!! 0

�00(!)

!
= �

2
g�

2

0 (1:8)

holdsforsystem with biasalso5.A closed expression of�0 follows,which can beexpanded

asa seriesin �
2

V 2(1� g) atlargevoltage(sm allcoupling �),and in powersof
V

�1=1� g atsm all

voltage (large coupling). There is in particular a universalproduct involving sm alland

largevoltagepropertiesofthe staticsucceptibility �0 :

h

lim
V ! 0

�0(V )

i2(1� g)
�

h

lim
V ! 1

V
3� 2g

�0(V )

i

= F (g) (1:9)

where the function F isgiven explicitely in thetext.

These behaviours can be veri�ed num erically using the fram ework ofthe Num erical

Renorm alisation G roup m ethod (NRG )[17]which isveryprecise,and indeed thelarge�eld

exponentfound thereisin agreem ent[18]with thepreviousresult.Theycould possiblyalso

be checked using m onte carlo sim ulations [19],and m aybe experim entally. Early results

on �00(!),withoutbias,were also found in [20]using sum rulesand scaling argum ents.

In the �fth section we discuss the noise in the tunneling problem . W e obtain in

particularthe results:

lim
!! 0

St(!)

!
=

g

�
; V << TB

lim
!! 0

St(!)

!
= K

g

�
V
4

�
�

V

� 4=g

;V >> TB :

(1:10)

Expressionsforthevariouscom ponentsofthenoisein thefourterm inalgeom etry aswell

asthe noise in thetotalcurrentarealso obtained.

In sections4 and 5 we also discussthe existence ofpotentialsingularities,restricting

to 1=g an integerstrictly largerthan 2. W e �nd that�00(!)aswellasSt(!)should have

singularitiesatallvalues! = ngV ,n an integer. W e show thatthe �rstsingularity isa

discontinuity in the�rstorderderivative,ieoftheform j!� gV j(recall� = gV ).W eargue

thatthe other singularitiesshould be ofthe sam e form : j! � ngV j,although we cannot

com pletely proveit.Allofthesesingularitiesdisappearwhen g = 1=2 where�00isregular,

whileSt(!)hasa weakerresidualsingularity at! = V ,oftheform j! � V j3.

5 Note that this di�ers from the usualrelation �
00
=! = 2�g�

2

0 because ofthe norm alisations

ofthe spinsSz to one and a factor2� in the de�nition ofthe Fouriertransform .

5



2. T he Ferm isea and the structure ofexcitations at T = 0.

For both problem s,som e sim ple m anipulations (see the appendix) lead �rst to the

consideration ofthe bulk ham iltonian :

H =
1

2

Z 1

� 1

dx [8�g�2 +
1

8�g
(@x�)

2]+
V

4�

Z 1

� 1

@t�; (2:1)

where V is the voltage in the FQHE and � = gV for DQM (or AK).The e�ect ofthe

im purity isthen encoded into scattering m atricesasexplained in sections3 and 4.

2.1.The Ferm isea

AtT = 0,in the presence ofa voltage,the ground state isfactorized into a Leftand

a RightFerm iseas. M oreover,working atzero tem perature allowsan analyticalsolution

ofthe Bethe equationsbecause they becom e linear. Restricting to rightm overs,the sea

is m ade ofsolitons �lling rapidities � 2 (�1 ;A]-this was discussed in [7]to which we

referextensively in thefollowing.Notethatalltheresultsofthissection willapplly to left

m oversaswellaftersubstituting antisolitonsforsolitons(sincethe@t� term switchessign

in (2.1)).

In [7]the Ferm irapidity,A,iscom puted :

e
A =

V

2

G + (0)

G + (i)
: (2:2)

In thisform ula,conventionsaresuch that�V=2,istheenergy shiftofsolitons/antisolitons

due to the voltage. W e also de�ne the \charge" ofsolitons and antisolitonsto be �1 6.

The kernelG isde�ned by :

G + (!)=

r
2�

g

�[�i !

2(1� g)
]

�(�i
!g

2(1� g)
)�(1

2
� i!

2
)
e
� i!�

; (2:3)

where :

� =
g

2(1� g)
lng+

1

2
ln(1� g);

and wede�ne G � (!)= G + (�!).

6 Itisalso convenientto de�ne their\spin" to be� 1

g
.Both are proportionalto the conserved

topologicalcharge ofthe ham iltonian.See the appendix form ore details.
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In thefollowing,weshallrepeatedly encountertheequation :

f(�)�

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)f(�0)d�0= g(�);

� 2 (�1 ;A[; f = 0; � > A;

(2:4)

with the (soliton-soliton)phase shift�(�)= 1

2i�

d

d�
lnS(�):

�(�)=

Z 1

� 1

e
� i!�

sinh�(
2g� 1

2(1� g)
)!

2cosh �!

2
sinh

�g!

2(1� g)

d!

2�
: (2:5)

Asshown in [7],thefunction f which solvesthishasFouriertransform :

~f(!)= �
1

2i�
G � (!)e

i!A

Z 1

� 1

~g(!0)G + (!
0)e� i!

0
A

!0� ! + i0
d!

0
; (2:6)

where ~g(!)=
RA
� 1

g(�)ei!�d�.A �rstexam pleofequation (2.4)isprovided by thedensity

ofsolitonsin theFerm isea which satis�es(recallthe convention �h = 1):

�+ (�)�

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)�+ (�

0)d�0=
e�

2�
;

� 2 (�1 ;A[; �+ = 0; � > A:

(2:7)

Using (2.6)one �nds:

�+ (�)=
V

2
p
�(1� g)

1X

n= 1

(�)n

n!

exp[2n(1� g)(� � A � �)]

�(�ng)�
�
3

2
� n(1� g)

� ; (2:8)

for� 2 (�1 ;A[,and �+ = 0 outsidethesea.Thedensity �+ isdiscontinuousattheFerm i

rapidity � = A:onehaslim�! A� �+ (�)=
V

4�

p
2g.

Sim ilarly,the density ofholesofsolitonsabovethe Ferm isea obeys:

�
h
+ (�)=

e�

2�
+

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)�+ (�

0)d�0;� > A: (2:9)

Thisdensity istheanalyticcontinuation of�+ beyond theFerm irapidity.Itissom etim es

convenientto introducea single,analyticquantity �(�)such that� = �+ in theFerm isea,

and � = �h+ outside the Ferm isea. Sim ilarequationscan be written for the densities of

holes ofantisolitons �h� and holes ofbreathers �hn,both quantities which are de�ned on

the entirerapidity interval� 2 (�1 ;1 ).
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2.2.Low energy excitations

Let us now com e to the low energy excitations ofthe theory at zero tem perature.

Aswe willshow,when there isa voltage,there isa m inim alam ountofenergy needed to

create a particle ora hole:The voltage(orbias)introducesa scale in the theory,and we

can look atlow (com pared with thatscale)energy excitations.

The following processesarethelow energy excitations,with theirassociated energies

� :

� add a soliton:�+ (�),� 2]A;1 )

� destroy a soliton (orcreate a hole):�h+ (�),� 2 (�1 ;A[;�h+ � gV .

Theenergy ofholeand particleexcitationscan also beaddressed analytically atzero

tem perature. Forexam ple,the excitation energy forcreating a hole in the sea,�h+ ,obeys

the equation :

V

2
� e

� = �
h
+ (�)�

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)�h+ (�

0)d�0;

� 2 (�1 ;A[; �
h
+ (�)= 0; ;� � A:

(2:10)

with ofcourse �h+ (�)� 0 for� < A and �h+ (A)= 0 (thiscondition being actually the way

ofdeterm ining theFerm irapidity (2.2)).By di�erentiating with respectto � oneseesthat

d

d�
�h+ (�)= �2��+ (�).Explicitsolution gives:

�
h
+ (�)=

V

2

p
�g

1X

n= 1

(�1)n

n!

exp[2n(1� g)(� � A � �)]

�(1� ng)�
�
3

2
� n(1� g)

� + V g: (2:11)

the constantterm in (2.11)isequalto �h+ (�1 ),which can be obtained straightforwardly

from (2.10)since in thatlim itthisbecom esa sim ple convolution equation.

For � > A,�h+ as de�ned above vanishes exactly. The excitation energy to add a

soliton abovetheFerm isea can beshown to obey :

�+ (�)= e
� �

V

2
�

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)�h+ (�

0)d�0; (2:12)

and thusitistheanalyticcontinuation of��h+ beyond theFerm irapidity.Using theabove

determ ination of�h+ one�ndsexplicitely :

�+ (�)= e
� �

V

2
+
V

4

p
�

1X

n= 1

(�1)n

n!

1

cos

�

n
�(1� g)

g

�
exp

h
2n(1� g)

g
(A � � � �)

i

�(1� n=g)�

�
3

2
+

n(1� g)

g

�: (2:13)
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Asbefore,wede�nean analyticquantity � which isequalto ��h+ in thesea and �+ outside

the sea.

As an exam ple,letus prove (2.12). Call� the density ofsolitons in the sea and �p

the density ofsolitonsabovethe sea (often referred to in whatfollowsasparticles).Ifwe

add a few solitonsatrapidities �1;:::;�N ,we induce a change ofdensity above the sea,

��p(�p)=
1

L

P

i
�(�p � �i),as wellas a change ofdensities in the sea through the Bethe

equations.The quantity we arelooking forobeys,by de�nition :

�E = L

Z 1

A

�+ (�p)��p(�p)d�p; (2:14)

whileon theotherhand :

�E = L

Z A

� 1

�

e
� �

V

2

�

��(�)d� + L

Z 1

A

�

e
�p �

V

2

�

��p(�p)d�p: (2:15)

From theBethe equationsone has:

��(�)=

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)��(�0)d�0+

Z 1

A

�(� � �p)��p(�p)d�p: (2:16)

Letuswritethe solution ofthe generalequation (2.4)as:

f(�)=

Z A

� 1

[�(� � �
0)+ L(�;�0)]g(�0)d�0; (2:17)

wherethekernelL isa sym m etricfunction ofitstwo argum ents,and itsexactexpression

isnotneeded in whatfollows.Solving (2.16)for�� and replacing in (2.15)leadsto :

�+ (�)= e
� �

V

2
+

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)

Z A

� 1

[�(�0� �
00)+ L(�0;�00)]

�

e
�
00

�
V

2

�

d�
00
: (2:18)

Equation (2.12)followsthen from (2.10).

Thecorresponding analysisforthem om entum presentsasubtlety.Thereason is,that

the m om entum ofexcitationsdoesnotvanish atthe Ferm ivelocity,ascan easily be seen

with the exam ple offree ferm ions(g = 1=2). Therefore,one hasto be very carefulwith

what happens right at the Ferm isurface -this di�culty did not appear for the energy

because � vanishes atthe Ferm isurface anyway. W e willdiscussthe dressed m om entum

in m oredetailsin thenextsection.Ofcourse,the�nalresultcan bepredicted on physical

grounds: excitationshave to be relativistic,as they obviously are in the g = 1=2 case.

Indeed,adding a potentialV am ounts(in thebulk)to shifting @t� by a constant,and this

doesnotchangethefactthatexcitationshavea relativisticspectrum -m oreprecisely,for

excitationsthathaveasm anyparticlesasholes,m om entum = energy,whilefornon-neutral

ones,m om entum = energy + constant.

In thefollowing we de�ne p+ = �+ and ph+ = �h+

W hile atzero tem perature,there are only solitons,antisolitons as wellas breathers

do contribute to the excitation spectrum ,aswe now discuss.
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2.3.Other excitations

Otherexcitationsoccurata �nite energy above the ground state(forg < 1)and are

obtained by the following processes:

� add a antisoliton:�� (�),� 2 (�1 ;1 );�� � (1� g)V .

� add an n-breather:�n(�),� 2 (�1 ;1 );�n � ngV

Foradding a antisoliton one �ndsthatthe excitation energy is�� (�)= V + �+ (�)if

� > A and �� (�)= V � �h+ (�)if� < A.In particular,sincethem axim um energy fora hole

is�h+ (�1 )= gV ,we see thatthe threshold to add a soliton is(1� g)V . Thisim pliesin

particularthatthelow-energy processesstudied abovem usthavean energy ! << (1� g)V ,

and thatthe lim itg = 1 ishighly singularin thisapproach. Sim ilarly,these low energy

processesm usthavean energy ! << gV ,and the lim itg = 0 isalso singular.

Di�erentphysicalprocessescan thereforeoccurin theexcitations,which havedi�erent

thresholds. The structure ofthese thresholds is quite intricate for g arbitrary. In what

follows,we shallrestrictto the usualcase g = 1

t
,tan integer.Then the thresholdsoccur

atenergy values
p

t
V ,ieallm ultiplesofgV .

2.4.Charge dressing

Itisalsointerestingtoconsiderthechargeofexcitations.Supposewedestroy asoliton

at rapidity � in the sea. W e de�ne the dressed charge qh+ (�)= 2 d

dV
�h+

7. It is therefore

the solution ofthe equation sim ilar to �h+ (�) (2.10),but with the left hand side V

2
� e�

replaced by theoppositeofthe charge ofthe baresolitons:

�1 = q
h
+ (�)�

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)qh+ (�

0)d�0: (2:19)

This is actually related to other quantities we already com puted in the sea: V

2
qh+ (�) =

�2��+ (�)+ �h+ (�),from which follows the renorm alized charge ofthe excitations at the

Ferm isurface :

q
h
+ (A)= �q+ (A)� = �

p
2g; (2:20)

where we used above valuesof�� (A). In (2.20),q� issim ilarly the value ofthe dressed

charge for an antisoliton added above the Ferm isurface. Of course, breathers have a

vanishing dressed charge.

7 Thisde�nition isadequate only nearthe Ferm irapidity.
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3. P hysics at low energy.

3.1.Dressed scattering

W hile excitationshave a relativisticdispersion relation,relativisticinvariance isbro-

ken by the existence ofthe energy scale eA . The next question is then, what sort of

relativistic theory is that? To �nd out,we m ust determ ine the corresponding S m atrix.

First,som etechnicalities.Introduce the functionalK̂ such that:

K̂ � f(�)=

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)f(�0)d�0

and sim ilarly :

Î� f(�)= f(�)

Then (2.4)reads(Î� K̂ )� f = g,and thegeneralsolution (2.17)readsin thoseterm s:

(Î+ L̂)(Î� K̂ )= Î

orequivalently (Î+ L̂)K̂ = L̂.Thism eansin turn that:

Z A

� 1

[�(� � �
0)+ L(�;�0)]d�0

Z A

� 1

�(�0� �
00)f(�00)d�00

=

Z A

� 1

L(�;�0)f(�0)d�0:

Since thisistrueforany function f wededuce theidentity :

Z A

� 1

[�(� � �
0)+ L(�;�0)]�(�0� �

00)d�0= L(�;�00): (3:1)

Letusnow considerthequantization equation allowinga few particlesand holes.One

has

2�(� + �
h)(�)= e

� + 2�

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)�(�0)d�0+

Z 1

A

�(� � �
0)�p(�

0)d�0: (3:2)

Letusnow transform thisequation tom akesensein thedressed theory [21].In thistheory,

the excitationsare stillparticlesabove the sea,butthey are holesin the sea. Therefore,

the dressed equationsm usthave on the righthand side not�,butrather�h.Aftersom e

m anipulationsusing theforegoing technicalindentities,we obtain

2�(� + �
h)(�)= �2��+ � 2�

Z A

� 1

L(�;�0)�h(�0)d�0+ 2�

Z 1

A

L(�;�0)�p(�
0)d�0: (3:3)
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The �rstterm in thisequation m ustbe identi�ed with the derivative ofthe dressed

m om entum ofholes, ie one has d

d�
ph+ (�) = �2��+ (�). But it is easy to see that this

equalsin turn
d�

h
+

d�
,proving asclaim ed in the previoussection thathole excitationshave

a dispersion relation ofthe form m om entum = energy + constant. The two otherterm s

m ustbeidenti�ed with thedressed scattering,and therefore wehave 8.

1

2i�

d

d�0
lnShh(�;�

0)= L(�;�0)

1

2i�

d

d�0
lnShp(�;�

0)= �L(�;�0):

(3:4)

Sim ilarly wehave
1

2i�

d

d�0
lnSpp(�;�

0)= L(�;�0)

1

2i�

d

d�0
lnSph(�;�

0)= �L(�;�0);

(3:5)

together with d

d�
p+ (�) = 2��h+ (�) =

d

d�
�+ (�),proving that particle excitations are also

relativistic.

To determ ine com pletely the S-m atrix,one hasto �nd outthe constantsofintegra-

tion.Thisisa question thatisnotdirectly answered by the Bethe ansatz.Usually,these

constantswould bedeterm ined by using relativisticinvariance,ierequiring thatthefullS

m atrix dependsonly on the di�erence ofrapidities[12].Here however,relativisticinvari-

ance isbroken,and the S m atrix hasa m ore com plicated dependence on these rapidities.

Tocom putetheconstants,oneneedstoreform ulatetheequivalentofcrossingand unitarity

in the dressed theory with broken relativisticinvariance.Here we shallcontend ourselves

with an analysis ofthe low energy excitations,near the Ferm irapidity. As � ! A,the

energy scaleV becom esunim portantbecause� << V ,�=V ! 0,and relativisticinvariance

isrestored. Then,L(�;�0)can be approxim ated by L(A;A),and integration of(3.4)and

(3.5)com bined with unitarity leadsto the sim plestsolution:

Sph(�p;�h)= � exp[2i�L(A;A)(�p � �h)]

Shp(�h;�p)= � exp[2i�L(A;A)(�h � �p)]

Spp(�p;�
0
p)= � exp

�
�2i�L(A;A)(�p � �

0
p)
�

Shh(�h;�
0
h)= � exp[�2i�L(A;A)(�h � �

0
h)]

:

(3:6)

8 In fact,the following relationshold only for� < �
0,since the relation between the S m atrix

and the phase shiftdependson which particle hasthe largestrapidity
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The overallm inus sign here is necessary to ensure that no two particles or holes can

coincide 9.Letusstressthat(3.6)is,dueto theproblem ofintegration constants,partly

a conjecture,which wewillcheck carefully in particularin thenextsubsection.Fora m ore

com plete discussion of(3.6),see the nextpaper[22]

Forlow energy excitationsabove the sea,thise�ective theory represented by (3.6)is

sim ply afreeferm ion theory:theadditionalphaseshiftsbeingoftheform exp[icst(�� �0)]

am ount to a sim ple gauge transform ation and can be gauged away (alternatively,form -

factorsfor(3.6)arefreeferm ion form -factors,up tophasesthatcanceloutin thecorrelators

ofinterest). W ithout the sea,ifone looks at say the bare S m atrix ofsolitons,it does

nothave a wellde�ned lim itatvery low energy,ie when both rapiditiesapproach m inus

in�nity,becauseby relativisticinvarianceitdependson theratio oftheseenergiese�1=e�2.

The roleofthesea isto givethedressed S m atrix a wellde�ned lim itatvery low energy,

iewhen both rapiditesapproach A.Itisthen very naturalthatthelim iting theory should

be a theory offree ferm ions.

In subsequent com putations,it willbe usefulto introduce the shift function. For

exam ple,suppose we add a soliton above the sea atrapidity �p and create a hole in the

sea atrapidity �h.Thisinducesa shiftofthe rapiditiesin the sea:a rapidity equalto ��

initially becom es�� + �(2)�� with the conditions:

I� =
1

2�
Le

�� +
1

2i�

X

�

lnS(�� � ��)

I� =
L

2�
e
�� + �

(2)
�� +

1

2i�

X

�

lnS(�� � �� + �
(2)
�� � �

(2)
��)

+
1

2i�
lnS(�� � �p)�

1

2i�
lnS(�� � �h):

(3:7)

Asusualwe de�ne the shiftfunction by L�+ (�)�
(2)� � F (�j�p;�h).By standard m anipu-

lations,one �ndsthe equation obeyed by the shift:

1

2i�
[lnS(� � �h)� lnS(� � �p)]= F (�j�p;�h)�

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)F (�0j�p;�h)d�

0
: (3:8)

A form alsolution ofthisequation followsas:

F (�j�p;�h)=

Z �p

�h

L(�;�0)d�: (3:9)

9 Thesign ofS atidenticalrapiditiesisa subjectofsom ediscussion,and largely dependenton

the way the S m atrix isde�ned. For us,S isthe object appearing in the Fateev Zam olodchikov

algebra.
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3.2.The noise atlow energy in a pure Luttinger liquid

To verify theconsistency ofourlow-energy approach,letusconsiderthecurrentnoise

in a Luttinger liquid with a voltage and in the absence ofim purity. Let us work within

thee�ectivetheory oflow energy excitations.In doing so,weforgetcom pletely aboutthe

Ferm isea and concentrate on the excitations.Letuswrite theirenergiesand m om entum

e = p << V . It is convenient here to introduce new rapidities such that for particles

�+ (�p)� e�p and forholes�h+ (�h)� e�h .Considerthen therenorm alized currentoperator

where the vacuum expectation value hasbeen subtracted. Fora free Ferm ion theory one

has:
< 0j:@z� :(0;0)j�1;�2 > � + = ce

�1=2e
�2=2

< 0j:@z� :(0;0)j�1;�2 > + � = �ce�1=2e�2=2;
(3:10)

where allthe particles are assum ed to be right m oving,we changed notation to calla

particle+ and a hole�,and cisa constantto bedeterm ined.To �x the norm alization c

ofthisform -factor,letusconsiderthe charge ofthe one particlestate

+ < �1j

Z 1

� 1

dx :@x� :(x;t)j�2 > +

=

Z 1

� 1

dx < 0j:@z� :(0;0)j�1 � i�;�2 > � + exp[i(x � t)(e2 � e1)]

= �2�ice�
�(�1 � �2)

de=d�

= 2�
p
2g�(�1 � �2);

(3:11)

where the last equality is im posed using the foregoing dressed charge com putation. It

follows that c = i
p
2g. Hence at coupling g,allwhat di�ers from the g = 1=2 case is a

renorm alization ofthetwo-particleform factorby
p
2g.Thecom putation ofthecorrelator

isthen thesam easforthefreeferm ions,up to a renorm alization by (
p
2g)2 sincethetwo

pointfunction ofthe currentinvolvesthe squaresofform -factors.W e �nd then the noise

atlow energy :

S(!)�
g

2�
j!j; (3:12)

in agreem entwith the wellknown exactresult.

Letusstress thatthislittle com putation isactually a non trivialcheck. In general,

and forvanishing voltage,the norm alization ofthe two particle form -factorcan be deter-

m ined by im posing the value ofthe charge. W hen one com putesthe contribution ofthis

two particle form -factor to the two point function ofthe current,it appears that som e

14



contributionsare m issing,due to higherform -factors: in otherwordshigherform -factors

are needed without voltage because the charge ofexcitations is 1 while the two point

function has am plitude 2g. W ith a voltage,things are com pletely di�erent,because the

dressed charge is
p
2g,so the (free)two-particle form -factorissu�cientto reproduce the

two-pointfunction am plitude. Letusstress also thatthere isno way one can reproduce

theV = 0 case by taking a \lim it" V ! 0.In a m asslesstheory,there isno such thing as

a low energy scale.

4. T hresholds and potentialsingularities

Asexplained earlier,the interacting theory presentsa seriesofthresholds: physical

processesbecom eallowed orforbidden when ! crossesoneofthevalues! = ngV .W ithout

an im purity,noneofthesevaluesdoesactually lead to a singularity in thenoise,sincethe

form ula S =
g

�
j!jholds.W hattakesplace are very specialcancellations,which generally

willbespoiltby theim purity.A sim pleexam pletoseethephenom enon isthefreeferm ions

g = 1=2. Consider the noise close to the threshold ! = gV = V

2
. For ! < V

2
,the only

allowed physicalprocessisthecreation ofa particleholepair.Using thatthe form factor

ise�1=2e�2=2 one can write:

Z V =2

0

Z 1

0

de1de2 �(! � e1 � e2)=

Z !

0

de1 = !;! < V=2

=

Z V =2

0

de1 = V=2; ! > V=2;

where we used thatforany e1 in the interval[0;V=2],! � e1 > 0 in the second case. Of

course when ! > V=2,anotherprocessispossible beside exciting a particle from the sea,

itisthe creation ofa pairsoliton-antisoliton.The threshold forcreating an antisoliton is

atV=2,and the form factoristhesam e so one hasthen :

Z 1

V =2

Z 1

0

de1de2 �(! � e1 � e2)=

Z !

V =2

de1 =
V

2
� !;

and thissecond processaddsup to thepreviousoneto reproducethe! dependence atall

valuesof!.Hencethereisno singularity becausetheterm involving solitonsproducesan

analyticcontinuation ofthe term involving a hole.

Sinceweknow thereisno singularity in thenoise,in theabsence ofim purity,forany

frequency,thism eansthatsim ilarcancellationsm usttakeplacebetween variouscontribu-

tionsaround a given threshold. Forinstance,(1� g)V = t� 1

t
V isthe threshold atwhich
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soliton creation is possible,while it is the m axim um energy one can reach by creating

(t� 1)holesin the sea,etc.

Letusnow investigatein m oredetailsthepotentialsingularity at!c = gV ,assum ing

g < 1

2
. At this frequency,the process involving a pair particle hole saturates while the

processinvolvingcreation ofa(�rst)breatherabovetheFerm iseakicksin.Letusconsider

in m oredetailsthe processinvolving a breatherabovethe Ferm isea.Once again,we will

restrictto low energiesthatisto frequenciessuch thatj! � !cj<< !c.In thatlim it,the

breathersare created atrapiditiesclose to �1 ,and in allthe com putationsdeterm ining

the phase shifts and the dressed S-m atrix,one can replace the integrals on [�1 ;A]by

integrals over the whole realaxis. The renorm alized breather-breather S-m atrix is then

found to be :
1

2i�

d

d�
lnSbb = �11 +

�2
1

1� �
; (4:1)

(where the righthand side isunderstood in term sofFouriertransform s,�11 and �1 are

de�ned like� asthelogarithm icderivativesofthebreather-breatherand breather-soliton

S-m atrices),and thissim ply reproduces�11 up to a rapidity renorm alization.Hence,the

renorm alized scattering theory forbreatherscloseto �1 isinsensitiveto thevoltage,and

behaveslikean ordinary sine-G ordon m odel.Setting :

�b(�)= gV + e
�
; (4:2)

the form factorofthe currentcan depend only on e�,and by dim ensionalanalysis,m ust

sim ply beproportionaltoe�.Hencetheleadingcontribution tothenoisewithoutim purity

ofthe breatherterm is :

A b

Z 1

� 1

e
2�
�
�
! � !c � e

�
�
d� = A b (! � !c);! > !c; 0;! < !c (4:3)

whereA b isan am plitudewedid notdeterm inehere.Sim ilarly letusconsidertheparticle

hole term . Calling f(�1;�2)the form factor ofthe current between the Ferm isea and a

statewith a holeat�1 < A and an added particleat�2 > A,thecontribution to thenoise

isproportionalto :

Z A

� 1

d�1

Z 1

A

d�2jf(�1;�2)j
2
�
�
! � �+ (�2)� �

h
+ (�1)

�
: (4:4)

Perform ing the�2 integralgives,for! < !c :

Z A

(�h
+
)� 1(!)

jf(�1;�2)j
2

1

_�+ (�2)
d�1; �2 = (�+ )

� 1(! � �
h
+ (�1)); (4:5)

16



whilefor! > !c,theintegralrunsfrom �1 to A instead,with �h+ (�1 )= !c.Hence the

contributionsoftheparticleholeterm below and above!c di�erby theintegralfrom �1

to (�h+ )
� 1(!)ofthesam e integrand asin (4.5).

Now,for! � !c,the valuesof�1 and �2 are very farapart:�2 � A,a �nite rapidity,

while�1 approachesthevalue�1 .Atleadingorder,jf(�1;�2)j
2=_�+ (�2)m ustthen factorize

into a function of�1:f(�1),and a function ofA.Setting :

�
h
+ (�1)= !c � e

�1; (4:6)

wetrade�1 for�1.By dim ensionalanalysis,and onehasf(�1)/ e�1=2,so introducing the

variable x = e�1,the contribution to the noise withoutim purity ofthe particle hole term

partcan berewritten,in addition to a regularterm ,as:

A ph

Z !c

!

dx = A ph (!c � !);! < !c (4:7)

A ph being anotheram plitude.Thetwo processeswhich \cross" at!c behaveboth linearly

in ! � !c atleading order(there are no otherprocessesnear!c,and we discussonly the

leading singularities). Since the noise has no singularity in the absence ofim purity,this

m eansthat(4.3)m ustbethe analyticcontinuation of(4.7),thatisA b = A ph.

For !c = ngV;n � 2,there are in addition background processes,that is processes

present on both sides of!c. W e shallassum e that such processes do not have singular

behaviours - equivalently that the form factors ofthe renorm alized theory are regular

around !c.

Then,for !c = 2gV ,we have the one second-breather process for ! > !c,the two

particles-two holesprocessfor! < !c:thepreviousanalysisthusgeneralizesto thiscase.

For!c = ngV;n > 2,m orethan twoprocessesusually cross,m akingtheanalysism ore

di�cult:forinstance for! = 3gV ,the onethird-breatherprocesstogetherwith thethree

one-breather processare possible for! > !c. The absence ofsingularity forthe noise of

the pure system therefore does not com pletely constrain the am plitudes as was the case

for!c = gV .

W e now apply the aboveconsiderationsto the two problem sofphysicalinterest.
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5. P roperties ofthe response function in the tw o-state problem .

5.1.Low frequency behaviour.

Asa �rstapplication,we considerthe low energy behaviourofthe response function

in the two-stateproblem with a biasV .

In the presence ofa boundary interaction we have severalenergy scales: TB ;!;V .

The function
�
00
(!)

!
can be written as 1

T 2

B

tim esa function F
�
!

V
;TB
V

�
.W e willbe able to

usetheforegoing low-energy scattering theory ofexcitationsabovetheFerm isea provided

we restrict to ! << V : that is only the dependence ofF on the �rst variable willbe

accessible.Observe thisisenough to obtain the valuelim !! 0 F .

Atlow energy,the only physicalprocessesinvolveR-solitonsand L-antisolitons.The

boundary interaction is then fully characterized by the re
ection m atrix R
+

� - in this

paragraph weshallom ittheisotopicindicesfrom now on.In thepresenceoftheboundary,

the ground state becom es:

jj�1;� � � ;�n > : (5:1)

Itisa m ixtureofleftand rightparticles[1](eg jj� >= j� >R +Rj� >L ).Therapiditiesare

the sam easwasdiscussed in section 2 because there isno LR scattering.

The low energy results are obtained by m aking a particle-hole pair �p;�h,with the

rem aining rapiditiesbeing shifted.Forthecurrent-currentcorrelator,thisgives :

< �n;� � � ;�1jjJR jj~�1;:::;�̂h;:::~�n;�p >< �p;
~�n;:::;̂�h;:::;~�1jjJLjj�1;:::;�n >=

R :::R
< �n;� � � ;�1jJR j~�1;:::;�̂h;:::~�n;�p >

R :::R �

L :::L
< �p;

~�n;:::;�̂h;:::;~�1jJLj�1;:::;�n >
L :::L

R
�(�p)

Y

i6= h

R
�(~�i)

Y

i

R(�i)

(5:2)

where the hatdenotes the om itted (hole)rapidity. Observe that(5.2)involvesthe sam e

m atrixelem entsasfortheexcitationsin thebulk,towhich theanalysisofsection 3applies.

AsfortheJL JL and JR JR correlators,they arenota�ected by theboundary interaction.

Using thefactthatR � = R � 1 and inserting R �(�h)R(�h)= 1,we�nd thatwecan express

these re
ection m atricesin term sofa renorm alised re
ection m atrix fortheparticlesand

holes:

R
�(�p)R(�h)! exp

( Z A

� 1

[F (�j�h)� F (�j�p)]
d

d�
lnR(�)

)

R
�(�p)R(�h): (5:3)
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Itisthen convenientto introduce a renorm alized re
ection m atrix :

R (�)= R(�)exp

"Z A

� 1

F (�0j�)
d

d�0
lnR(�0)

#

: (5:4)

Using the sam e line ofargum ents as in [1],one can write rerwrite �00 in term s ofthe

correlatorofthecurrentoperator.Thelattercan then beexpressed through form -factors.

One �nds:

�
00(!)= �

1

2g�2!2
Re

Z ln !

� 1

d�2d�
0
2 [R

�(�2)R (�
0
2)� 1]e�2e�

0

2�(! � e
�2 � e

�
0

2); (5:5)

where we have de�ned the � ! � correspondence through �h+ (�2)= e�2 and �+ (�
0
2)= e�

0

2.

To clarify this,letuswritethe R partexplicitely :

R(�02)=
e�

0

2 + iTB

e�
0

2 � iTB
=
eA + �e�

0

2 + iTB

eA + �e�
0

2 � iTB
;

where :

� =
eA

2��(A)
=

G + (0)
p
2gG + (i)

; (5:6)

(here we used 2��(A)= d�

d�
jA )and sim ilarly :

R
�(�2)=

eA � �e�2 � iTB

eA � �e�2 + iTB
;

wheretheadditionalm inussign arisesfrom thedi�erenthole/particleparam etrization.In

the foregoing equations,TB isa renorm alized coupling,related with the bare coupling �

by [7]

��
� g = 2sin(�g)

2g

4�
�(g)

�

2ge� �
G + (i)

G + (0)
TB

� 1� g

; (5:7)

wheretheexpressionsforG + and � aregiven in section 2.1,� isa cut-o�.Forsim plicity,

we usually use thevariableTB in the sequel.

The integralin (5.5)can then rewritten,setting e�
0

2 � x :

Z !

0

[R (x)R �(x � !)� 1]dx; (5:8)

(notethedependence on x� ! instead of! � x forthesam ereason asabove).Obviously

thisvanisheswhen ! = 0.Because jRj2 = 1,theterm linearin ! vanishestoo.Atsecond

orderonewould have :

!

Z !

0

d

dx
lnR dx
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and thiswillnotcontribute when we take the realpartbecause R isa pure phase. The

im aginarypartofthisexpression,though,contributestotherealpartofthestaticspin-spin

succeptibility � = �0+ i�00 [1].Itsexpression isgiven by :

lim
!! 0

�
0(!)= �0 =

i�

2�2g

�

e
� � d

d�
lnR (�)

�
�
�
�
�= A

�

: (5:9)

For�00,we�nd thatthe�rstnon trivialterm goeslike! 3 asexpected.Collecting all

term sone�nds:

lim
!! 0

�00(!)

!
= �

�2

4g�2

�

e
� � d

d�
lnR (�)

�
�
�
�
�= A

� 2

: (5:10)

From these two previous expressions we can prove Shiba’s relation in the presence ofa

bias:

lim
!! 0

�00(!)

!
= �

2
g�

2

0; (5:11)

which isexactly the sam e astheone withoutbias10.

In particularforg = 1=2 there isno renorm alization due to the sea,R (�)= R(�)=

e
�
+ iTB

e�� iTB
and thus,using V

2
= eA in thatcase:

lim
!! 0

�00(!)

!
=

2

�2

T2
B

�
V 2

4
+ T2

B

�2; (5:12)

in agreem entwith the exactresult[23].

Letusrewrite(5.10)in a m oreexplicitform :

lim
!! 0

�00(!)

!
=

�2

4g�2
e
� 2A

 

1

cosh(A � �B )
+

Z A

� 1

d

d�
F (�0j�)

�
�
�
�
�= A

1

cosh(�0� �B )
d�

0

! 2

:

(5:13)

Let us �rst investigate the behaviour as V=TB ! 0. At leading order the term in the

bracketcan be rewritten as:

2

TB

 

e
A +

Z A

� 1

e
�
0 d

d�
F (�0j�)j

�= A

!

=
2

TB

 

e
A +

Z A

� 1

e
�
L(�;A)d�

!

=
4�

TB
�(A):

10 Thisrelation di�ersfrom the usuallim ! ! 0 �
00(!)=! = 2�g�20 because ofa di�erentconven-

tion forFouriertransform sand spin norm alization.
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where we used (2.7),(2.17),(3.9).Hence,atvery sm allvoltageone has:

lim
!! 0

�00(!)

!
=

�2

4g�2

1

T2
B

�
4��(A)

eA

� 2

=
1

g(�TB )
2
: (5:14)

This result is identicalwith the value oflim !! 0
�
00
(!)

!
at vanishing voltage [1]. This

provesthatthe lim it! ! 0 and V ! 0 com m ute,asseem sclearfrom the NRG m ethod

[17].Notice thata priorithisresultisnon trivial,the structure ofexcitationsbeing very

di�erentatvanishing and non-vanishing voltagein a Luttingerliquid.

To obtain m ore insight in the behaviour oflim !! 0
�
00
(!)

!
,som e transform ations are

useful,which arerelated with thestandard Betheansatzcom putation ofthesusceptibility.

5.2.Static succeptibility by the Bethe ansatz.

Sincewe�nd a relation between lim !! 0
�
00
(!)

!
and thestaticsusceptibility �0,wecan

perform acrucialcheck ofourapproach since�0 can becom puted by otherm eans.Indeed,

the totalspin succeptibility issim ply a second derivative ofthe free energy with respect

to V ,and thefree energy can becom puted directly by theBethe-ansatz.

By using standard m anipulationsforboundary theories(see eg [24]),we �nd forthe

im purity partofthe free energy atzero tem perature :

Fim p = �
1

2�

Z A

� 1

d�
d

d�
lnR(� � �B )�

h
+ (�): (5:15)

The im purity susceptibility isthen given by �0 � � 1

2�

d
2
F im p

d(�=2)2
.Itreadsgenerally :

�0 =
1

g2�2

 

d

d�
lnR(A � �B )

1

V

@�h+ (�)

@V

�
�
�
�
�= A

+

Z A

� 1

d�
d

d�
lnR(� � �B )

@2�h+ (�)

@V 2

!

; (5:16)

where we used the correspondence � = gV . Since d

d�
lnR(�)= 1

cosh �
,we see thatthisis

alm ostin thesam eform asthepreviousexpression (5.13)for�0.Theexactcorrespondence

can beestablished using :

@�h+ (�)

@V
= g+

(�h+ (�)� V g)

V
�
@�h+ (�)

@�

@A

@V

=
�h+ (�)

V
+
2�

V
�+ (�);

from which itfollowsthat:
@�h+ (�)

@V

�
�
�
�
�= A

=

p
2g

2
: (5:17)
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Sim ilarly,sim plem anipulationsusing theL operatorofsections2 and 3 lead to theiden-

tity :

@2�h+ (�
0)

@V 2
=

p
2g

2

1

V
L(�0;A)=

p
2g

2

1

V

@F (�0j�)

@�

�
�
�
�
�= A

; (5:18)

com pleting the proofoftheidentity.

From thisdiscussion thestaticsusceptibility,aftera few m anipulations,reads :

�0 =
2TB

�g2V 2

 Z A

� 1

d�
e� �

cosh(� � �B )
2
�+ (�)

!

: (5:19)

This expression ism ore convenient thatthe form -factors one ofthe previoussection. In

particular,using theFourierrepresentation of�,�0 can bewritten asa convergentseries.

Forsm allvoltagethisseriesisin V=TB (recallTB / �1=1� g):itcorrespondstotheapproach

ofthe IR �xed point along the stress energy tensor. For large voltage,the series is in

(TB =V )
1� g,and correspondsto the (conform al)perturbation ofthe UV �xed point.The

leading term in thatcaseisfound to be

�0 ’
2(1� g)
p
�g2V

1

�(�g)�(g� 1=2)cos�g

�
TB

eA + �

� 2(1� g)

: (5:20)

By using the relation between TB and �,thiscan berecastas

�0 ’
2�(3� 2g)

�
�
2(gV )2g� 3; (5:21)

in agreem entwith �rstorderconform alperturbation theory.

TheconstantTB can beeasily elim inated to form universalam plitudes.Forexam ple,

the largeand low voltageresultsarerelated by the following universalproduct:

h

lim
V ! 0

�0(V )

i2(1� g)
�

h

lim
V ! 1

V
3� 2g

�0(V )

i

= F (g)

F (g)=
2
p
�(1� g)

�5� 4gg4� 2g

1

�(�g)�(g� 1=2)cos�g

�
2G + (i)

G + (0)e
�

� 2(1� g)

:

(5:22)

5.3.Singularities

W hen theim purity ispresent,the�nely tuned cancellationskillingo�thesingularities

willbe upsetby di�erentR-m atricesterm s.Letussee how thisworksin the double well

problem .

Consider �rst !c = gV . Recallthat in the absence ofim purity,there was a �ne

cancellation between theparticle-holeprocessbelow !c and theone-breatherprocessabove
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it. In the presence ofthe im purity,consider �rst the particle-hole process. For the hole

close to � = �1 ,the re
exion m atrix issim ply equalto one. There isno dressing e�ect

becausetheonly particlesin thesea a�ected by thisholearethem selvesatrapiditiesclose

to �1 ,where theirR m atrix isalso unity.Hence the only partthatseesthe im purity is

the particle close to the Ferm irapidity.Forthisone we have the dressed R-m atrix (5.4),

so the particleholeprocesscontributesto �00(!)by a term proportionalto :

A ph

(

R(A)exp

"Z A

� 1

d�F (�jA)
d

d�
lnR(�)

#

� 1

)

(!c � !);! < !c: (5:23)

Atlow voltagein particularthisisproportionalto V

TB
(!c � !).

Thebreatherre
ection m atrix for�b = �1 isequalto unity,so thebreatherprocess

doesnotcontributelinearly to�00(!)around !c.Hence(5.23)isactually thewholeleading

behaviourcloseto !c,and thereisnow a singularity which wereferto asbeing ofthetype

j! � !cj(a discontinuity in the �rstorderderivative).

Thesam eanalysiscan becarried outfortheotherprocesses.However,becauseseveral

processes cross at!c = ngV;n > 2,and there are m ore am plitudes than relations to �x

them ,wecannotbeasconclusive:thesingularity willbeofthetypej!� ngV junlesssom e

specialcancellationsoccur,in which case itwillbe weaker.

6. T he A C noise for tunneling in the fractionalquantum H alle�ect

6.1.Low frequency behaviour

The case ofthe FQHE is m ore com plicated. In the dissipative quantum m echanics

problem , the re
ection m atrices are antidiagonalin the soliton/antisoliton basis. For

the im purity problem this is no longer true: the re
ection m atrix can connect a state

consisting ofallright-m oving solitons to another in which there are left-m oving solitons

and antisolitons.W ithouta voltage,eigenstatesobviously read :

jj� >�= j� >
R
� +R(�)�

0

� j� >
L
�0 : (6:1)

At this stage,one m ust be very careful. W e have argued before that in the presence of

a voltage,solitons and antisolitons have di�erent energies,so it would seem that (6.1)

is not an eigenstate ofthe ham iltonian when V 6= 0. This conclusion is incorrect,for a

subtle reason. The boundary sine-G ordon m odelm ust be thought ofas an anisotropic
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Kondo m odelwith a special(cyclic) representation ofSU (2)q at the boundary [25](or,

m oregenerally,arepresentation ofthe\q-oscillatoralgebra"[26]).Theadditionaldegrees

offreedom provided by this boundary spin m ust be included in the proper de�nition of

asym ptoticstates,and in particularthey reinstatespin (charge)conservation.Attheend

ofthe day,thisauxiliary spin can be gauged away and the resultisthatone can,indeed,

treat (6.1) as an eigenstate with the sam e energy as j� >R� . See the appendix for m ore

details.

M ore generaleigenstates are m ixtures ofleft and right m oving particles,which we

denote :

jj�1;:::;�n > �1;:::;�n

In particular,theground stategetsm odi�ed,thesea ofsolitonsbecom esa sea m adeofsu-

perpositionsofsolitonsand antisolitonsaccording to j� >+ ! jj� >+ = j� >R+ +P (�)j� >L�

+Q (�)j� >L+ ,where weintroduced thenotation :

R
�
�0 =

�
Q P

P Q

�

; (6:2)

and the elem entsP;Q are given in [27].W hen we com pute thefullcurrent-currentcorre-

lation function,di�erentterm sarise depending on the chirality ofthe J operators. They

actually have di�erentphysicalm eanings,and wewilltreatthem separately.

To understand the physicalm eaning ofthe di�erent term s,let us stress again that

the boundary form alism isfully equivalentto a form alism with only R m overs scattered

through an im purity. The R state in (6.1) can then be considered as an \in" R-state,

and the L states in (6.1)as \out" R-states,with the sam e energy but possibly di�erent

quantum num bers. Form ula (6.1)isthusa scattering eigenstate in the traditionalsense,

and the following com putations are fully equivalentto Landauer-B�uttiker scattering [28]

ascarried outin [11]forthe particularcase g = 1=2.

Letus�nally em phasize thatwe areonly concerned here with the ! dependentcom -

ponentofthenoise:theDC noise(which hasbeen already com puted in [8])isim plicitely

subtracted.

The �rst term corresponds to JR JR . Thisterm sees only the R-states in (6.1),and

can be thoughtofasa noise purely in the im com ing channel:itisthusinsensitive to the

boundary interaction.One has,atcoincidentpoints:

SR R =
g

2�
j!j: (6:3)
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The second term corresponds to JL JR and is m ore com plicated. It can be thought

ofas a noise between incom ing and outgoing channels. JR acting on the new ground

state can create pairs particle-hole ofsolitons,create pairs solitons antisolitons,or add

breathers. Only the �rstprocesscontributes to low energy. The particle-hole pairsthen

\bounce" on the boundary where they can switch charges. They are then acted on by

JL and \destroyed". Observe however that in this destruction,an initialsoliton can be

replaced by an antisoliton since now the ground state isa m ixture.

The dressing followsa sim ilarprinciple.Ifwe write:

P
�(~�1)P (�1)+ Q

�(~�1)Q (�1)� [1+ i�(�1)(~�1 � �1)];

(where � is realas can easily be proven using that jP j2 + jQ j2 = 1) we can dress the

re
ection m atricesaccording to :

Q (�)= Q (�)expi

"Z A

� 1

F (�0j�)�(�0)d�0

#

P(�)= P (�)expi

"Z A

� 1

F (�0j�)�(�0)d�0

#

:

(6:4)

From [1],we �nd thatthelow frequency noiseisnow written :

SL R (!)(x1;x2)=

Z 1

� 1

dte
i!thJL (t;x1)JR (0;x2)i

=
g

2�

Z ln !

� 1

d�2d�
0
2 [P

�(�2)P(�
0
2)� Q �(�2)Q (�

0
2)]e

�2e
�
0

2�

�

�

! � e
�2 � e

�
0

2

�

e
i!(x1� x2):

(6:5)

herex1 and x2 physically correspond to thetwo sidesoftheim purity,and should betaken

di�erentin general.Forthetunneling noise,both x1 and x2 willapproach 0 and thephase

willdisappear.By the sam em anipulationsasabovethiscan be rewritten :

SL R (!)(x1;x2)=
g

2�
e
i!(x1� x2)

Z !

0

[P(x)P �(x � !)� Q (x)Q �(x � !)]dx: (6:6)

Ofparticularinterestisthe lim iting behaviourofS as! ! 0. In thatlim it,we pick up

the value oftheargum entin the integral(6.6)forx = 0 forwhich the dressing e�ectjust
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cancelsout.One �ndssim ply :

SL R (!)�
gj!j

2�

�
jP (A)j2 � jQ (A)j2

�
e
i!(x1� x2)

=
gj!j

2�
(2jP (A)j2 � 1)ei!(x1� x2)

=
gj!j

�

0

@
e
2(

1

g
� 1)A

e
2(

1

g
� 1)A

+ T
2(

1

g
� 1)

B

�
1

2

1

A e
i!(x1� x2):

(6:7)

Atlarge voltage itgoesto the noise withoutim purity asexpected. Atsm allvoltage we

�nd :

SL R (!)� e
i!(x1� x2)

"

gj!j

�

�
G + (0)

2G + (i)

� 2(
1

g
� 1)�

V

TB

� 2(
1

g
� 1)

�
gj!j

2�

#

: (6:8)

The last term corresponds to JLJL and can be interpreted as a noise purely in the

outgoingchannel.Itdoeshavequiteabitofstructure.Atleadingorderatlow frequencies,

the �rst process that contributes is the creation ofa particle hole pair near the Ferm i

surface.Observehoweverthatdueto them ixing induced by theboundary,onecan either

destroy asoliton and createanotheroneabovethesea,ordestroy an antisoliton and create

anotheroneabovethe sea 11.Atleading order,one �nds,atcoincidentpoints:

SL L(!)�
gj!j

2�

�
jP (A)j2 � jQ (A)j2

�2
=
gj!j

2�

�

1�
4

�
jP (A)j2jQ (A)j2

�

: (6:9)

Observe that SR R ;SL R and SL L are respectively of order 0;2 and 4 in the R-m atrix

elem ents. Adding allthe com ponents we �nd the low frequency noise ofthe tunneling

current:

St(!)�
gj!j

2�
jQ (A)j4 =

gj!j

2�

0

@
T
2(

1

g
� 1)

B

e
2(

1

g
� 1)A

+ T
2(

1

g
� 1)

B

1

A

2

;! ! 0: (6:10)

This noise reproduces the standard result St =
gj!j

2�
at sm allvoltage,where there is no

transm itted current.Thisnoisevanishesatvery largevoltage,when thetunneling current

goesto zero,as:

St(!)�
g

2�
j!j

�
2G + (i)

G + (0)

� 4(
1

g
� 1)�

TB

V

� 4(
1

g
� 1)

;! ! 0: (6:11)

11 D ue to thism ixing also,itis also possible to destroy a pair ofparticlesclose to the Ferm i

surface. Thisprocess however does not contribute at leading order because the form factors for

destroying a pair+ � and a pair� + are opposite.
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The noiseforthecurrentrunning down the sam plecan also beexpressed sim ply as:

ST (!)�
gj!j

2�
jP (A)j4: (6:12)

Letusstresshere thata priori,allthese resultshold only for0 < g < 1. Asg ! 1,

the threshold foradding an antisoliton vanishes M in (�� )= (1� g)V ! 0,so exactly at

g = 1 otherprocessesareim plied in thelow frequency physics.In otherwords,weexpect

a priorithat

lim
!! 0

lim
g! 1

S(!)

j!j
6= lim

g! 1
lim
!! 0

S(!)

j!j
: (6:13)

Interestingly however,exactly for g = 1 the noise is easy to com pute directly [29]since

the electronsare non interacting,and one �nds the sam e as(6.11). In thatlight,(6.10)

actually appears very naturalsince we showed thatthe low energy excitationsatV 6= 0

aredescribed by an e�ective free ferm ion theory.

Sim ilarly,asg ! 0,the threshold foradding breathersvanishes,and non com m uta-

tivity ofthelim itsisalso a prioriexpected.

6.2.Other singularities?

The e�ect ofthresholds we have discussed for the double wellproblem should be

observable aswellin the noise,both forSL R and SL L ,leading to a �rstsingularity ofthe

form j! � gV j,and presum ably othersingularitiesofthe sam e form m j! � ngV j. Asan

exam ple,let us discuss the singularity at ! = gV . Like in the double wellproblem ,it

arisesbecausethetwo processesofcreation ofa pairparticle-holeand ofa breatherdo not

m atch at! = !c. Forthe particle-hole process,the bulk am plitude getsm ultiplied by a

factorjQ (A)j2.Thisisbecause,fora holeat�1 and a particleat�2,thegeneralam plitude

is:

jP �(�2)P(�1)� Q �(�2)Q (�1)j
2
;

and at leading order close to the threshold,we have �2 = �1 and �1 = A. For the

breather process,the bulk am plitude is unchanged since at leading order,the breather

re
ection m atrix appearsonly in the form ofitsm odulussquare.Hence the singularity is

proportionalto
�
j1� Q (A)j2

�
j! � gV j: (6:14)

In addition,othersingularitiestakeplacein SL R .Thisisbecause,besidetheprocesses

ofthe double wellproblem ,otherprocessesare allowed here,forinstance the destruction
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ofa pair ofparticles close to the Ferm isurface,as already m entioned earlier. Now this

processcan takeplaceprovided thefrequency ! issm allerthan twicethem axim um energy

ofa hole in the sea,or ! < 2gV . Hence,this process contributes a singularity which is

howeverweakerthan j! � 2gV j.M oregenerally,processeswhere2p particlesaredestroyed

in the sea have a m axim um frequency ! = 2pgV ,and should lead to singularitiesweaker

than j! � 2pgV j.Recallthatsuch processesareallowed in the generalinteracting theory,

in contrastwith the case g = 1=2 where only pairscan be created by the current,which

im pliesthatthe excessnoisein theoutgoing channelvanishesfor! > 2gV .

6.3.Com parison with perturbative results

Finally,we would like to com pare ourresultswith the perturbative approach of[10],

[11]concerning the noise in the tunneling problem . Forthe low frequency behaviour,we

agreethatthereisa singularity ofthetypej!j,buttheam plitude(6.11)thatwe�nd does

notagree with these authors,exceptforg = 1=2 and g = 1. Observe thatthe am plitude

we �nd for the j!jsingularity,while expanding nicely atlarge � in powers of�4=g,does

not expand in powers of�4 at sm all�. This suggests that the UV perturbation theory

attem pted in [10],[11]has a vanishing radius ofconvergence. In particular,we �nd that

the largevoltagebehaviourofthe am plitudegoesasV 4� 4=g,instead ofV 4(g� 1).

In fact,we can discuss the di�erence in m ore details. Indeed,Cham on,Freed and

W en have recently [30]obtained forthenoise theexpression 12

ST (!)�
!

2g�

�
dI

dV

� 2

; (6:15)

instead ofourexpression (6.12).Itisworthwhileto exam inethedi�erencein m oredetails.

In [7]theDC currentin the presence ofa voltagewasdeterm ined,

I = 2�

Z A

� 1

�+ (�)jP (�)j
2
: (6:16)

Toobtain thedi�erentialconductance,wetakederivativewith respecttoV .Thederivative

ofthe density can be obtained from (2.7):

2�
d�+ (�)

dV
=

r
g

2
L(�;A); (6:17)

12 Unfortunately,whatiscalled L and R here is a bitdi�erent from the notations adopted in

[11],[30].The di�erentnoisesare howeversim ply related by linearcom binations.
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from which itfollowsthat

G =
dI

dV
=

r
g

2

"

jP (A)j2 +

Z A

� 1

L(�;A)jP (�)j2d�

#

: (6:18)

De�ne a new renorm alized re
ection m atrix

jPdiff(�)j
2 = jP (�)j2 �

Z A

� 1

�(� � �
0)jPdiff(�

0)j2d�0; (6:19)

then (6.18)reads

G =

r
g

2
jPdiff(A)j

2
: (6:20)

Them eaning ofthisresultisasfollows.Starting with a voltageV ,oneisinterested in the

additionalcurrentwhen V ! V + �V .Thiscurrenthastwo origins:oneistheshiftofthe

Ferm isea,the otherone isthe change in populationsdeep in the Ferm isea.The shiftof

the Ferm isea addsa num berofsolitons

�N = L�+ (A)�A =
L

2�

r
g

2
�V: (6:21)

Ifwewantto writethechangeofcurrentin term softhoseparticlesonly,ithasto involve

a dressed re
ection m atrix which takesinto accountallwhathappensdeep in the Ferm i

sea:
�I

�V
= 2�

�N

L
jPdiff(A)j

2
; (6:22)

which coincideswith (6.18)using (6.19). Hence the di�erentialconductance can be fully

interpreted in term sofa new dressed re
ection m atrix.

In thislanguage,theform ula (6.15)reads

ST (!)�
g!

2�
jPdiff(A)j

4
: (6:23)

Thedi�erencewith ourform ula(6.12)isthusfullyadi�erencein thedressed re
ection

m atrix.Naively,based on currentcom putations,onewould haveexpected (eg by analogy

with dissipative quantum m echanics) that (6.23) would hold. The key point however is

that the dressing ofre
ection m atrices is not a universalproperty,but depends on the

quantity understudy. Forthe conductance,the whole ofthe Ferm isea m atters,and the

renorm alized re
ection m atrix P diff involvesthewholesea aswell.Forthe(T = 0)noise,

the only e�ectofthe sea in P isa phase thatdisappearsin m odulisquare. Presum ably,

thisisa non perturbative e�ectthatcannotbe seen in the approach of[30].

Sim ilarly,we disagree on the singularity structure. Exceptforg = 1=2 we �nd that

the noise St(!)hasa singularity at! = gV -the \quasiparticle singularity" -where the

�rstderivativeisdiscontinuous,whiletheauthorsof[10],[11]argued thatthissingularity

waseithera g-dependentpowerlaw,orwasabsent.
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7. C onclusions.

Thispaperisa�rststep towardsthecom putation ofcorrelation functionsin quantum

im purity problem sin the presence ofa voltage and a tem perature. W hile m uch rem ains

to be done,we think the present results already indicate very interesting features,and

could lead to num ericaland experim entalapplications. In particular,the presence ofa

singularity at! = gV atT = 0,while probably unobservable experim entally,should lead

to a pic in the derivative
dS(!)

d!
at�nite T. W e also expectthatsuch picsshould appear

in factatregularly spaced values! = ngV at�nite T (while presum ably the am plitudes

ofthese pics willdecrease very rapidely with n). The m eaning ofthe singularities at

T = 0 can be understood in the double wellproblem : �00(!)going asj! � gV j= j! � �j

sim ply m eansthatthe long tim e behaviourofthe spin spin correlatorhasan oscillatory

com ponent e
i�t

t2
.

A m ore com plete discussion ofthe low energy excitations,including furtherjusti�ca-

tionsof(3.6),willbe provided in the following paper[22],togetherwith som e resultsat

V = 0 butT > 0.
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A ppendix A .T he e�ects ofthe m agnetic �eld and voltage

Introduce :

LG =
1

16�g

Z 0

� 1

dx
�
(@t�)

2 � (@x�)
2
�
: (A.1)

Letusthen de�ne

L(h0)= LG �
h0

4�

Z 0

� 1

@t�: (A.2)
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Introducing

H G =
1

2

Z 0

� 1

�

8�g�2 +
1

8�g
(@x�)

2

�

; (A.3)

the associated ham iltonian is

H (h0)= H G + L
g

4�
(h0)2 + 2gh0

Z 0

� 1

�(x)dx: (A.4)

M ore generally,wecan also puta boundary coupling and a boundary �eld,de�ning

H B = �

�

S+ e
� i�(0)=2 + S� e

i�(0)=2
�

; (A.5)

and

H (h;h0)= H G + H B + L
g

4�
(h0)2 + 2gh0

Z 0

� 1

�(x)dx +
h

2
Sz; (A.6)

The unconventionalnorm alisation istaken to agree with the presentation in the bulk of

thetext.Thetotalz-com ponentofthespin,which com m uteswith theham iltonian,reads

with these norm alizations

Stotal=
1

2�g

Z 0

� 1

@t� + Sz: (A.7)

Hence,when h0 = h

g
,(A.6)describes the �eld h

2
coupled to the totalspin. Otherwise,a

di�erent�eld iscoupled to theboundary and bulk com ponentsofthisspin.Now,theterm

linearin � in (A.6)can be elim inated by a unitary transform ation.Introduce

U = exp

�
ih0

4�

Z 0

� 1

�(x)dx

�

; (A.8)

then one �nds

U H (h;h0)U � 1 = H (h;h0= 0)� L
g

4�
(h0)2: (A.9)

Asa result,thetherm odynam icpropertiesoftheim purity arethesam ewhetherthereisa

�eld coupled to the im purity spin Sz only,ora �eld coupled to the im purity and another

�eld coupled tothethecom ponent
R0
� 1

@t�,includingtheparticularcaseofa�eld coupled

to thetotalspin.Thisissim ilarto theobservationsin [31].To bem oreprecise,introduce

Z1(h;h
0)= Tre

� �H (h;h
0
)
; (A.10)

with the trace taken in the spin 1=2 representation (where by convention recallwe chose

Sz = �1).Then one has

Z1(h)=
Z1(h;h

0;�)

Z1(h = 0;h0;� = 0)
=

Z1(h;h
0= 0;�)

Z1(h = 0;h0= 0;� = 0)
: (A.11)
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In [25],wechecked thisrelation in theparticularcaseh0= h

g
in the�rstnum erator,since

we found in [25]that the coe�cients ofthe perturbative expansion in � ofthe second

ratio in (A.11)coincideexactly with theresultsofTBA calculationsfortheKondo m odel

coupled to the totalspin,iethe �rstratio in (A.11).

In (A.7),theg factorisa standard renorm alization thatcan beobserved forinstance

in thecontinuum lim itofthe XXZ chain regularization [21]oftheKondo m odel[32].For

convenience,we de�ne the spin ofa soliton orantisoliton to be � 1

g
in whatfollows.

The scattering theory description of the spin 1=2 Kondo m odelinvolves only the

soliton and antisoliton because itis an IR description,and in the IR the boundary spin

is screened. Conservation ofthe spin then sim ply translates into the fact that solitons

bounce back into antisolitons.

A coupling h

2
Sz totheboundaryspin can alsobetraded foratim edependentboundary

coupling.Indeed,considerforinstancethecom putation ofZ1 perturbativelyin �.Atorder

2n,onehasCoulom b gasintegralsrelated with a2D Coulom b gason acirclewith n positive

and n negative charges alternating. Call� = itthe im aginary tim e,and suppose an S+

term hasbeen inserted at� and an S� term at�0> �.The e�ectofthe term h

2
Sz in the

ham iltonian (A.6)is to give a weight exp�(�0� �)h to the pair ofinsertions ofS+ ;S� ,

relative to the weight with no insertion. Now from (A.1) we see that every insertion of

S� iscoupled with an insertion ofexp�i�(0)=2. The e�ectofthe h

2
Sz term can thusbe

absorbed into a tim e-dependentphase m ultiplying the vertex operatorsin H B ,

S� ! S� e
� ith

: (A.12)

In addition,the term h

2
Sz gives rise to an overallterm exp��h=2,independent ofthe

ordern,thatcan beabsorbed by taking a m odi�ed traceTr(:)! Tr(:)e
h
2
Sz.

The foregoing chain of argum ents generalizes to higher spins in SU (2)q. This is

obvious for the h0 term which is independent ofthe spin. As for the h term ,it follows

sim ply from thefactthatinsertionsofS� changethespin Sz by �1,independently ofthe

representation.

Thepropertiesofcorrelatorswith(A.6)can beanalyzedbythesam esortofargum ents,

and thevarioustransform ationseasily followed on each term ofthe correlators.

The �rstrelevantpointforthispaperisthat,although the dissipative quantum m e-

chanics (anisotropic Kondo) ham iltonian has a �eld coupled only to the boundary spin

h = � � gV ,itcan betransform ed,up to a shiftofthe ground stateenergy,into a ham il-

tonian wherethe�eld iscoupled to thetotalspin h0= �

g
= V;h = � = gV ,and then easily
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diagonalized by Bethe-ansatz.In them asslessdescription weareusing,theboundary spin

isscreened,and only solitonsand antisolitonshaveto be considered,with an energy shift

equalto�V=2= ��=2g.Sinceweareusingascatteringapproach,theeigenstatesarebuilt

as explained at the beginning ofsection 4 by com bining the left and right (asym ptotic)

eigenstatesofthe fullline ham iltonian (2.1). The presence ofthe im purity doesactually

change the densities by a factor oforder 1=L,which does not a�ect the results we are

interested in.

The second pointconcernsthe im purity in a Luttingerliquid. Recall,following [25],

thattheboundary sine-G ordon m odelisin factequivalentto an anisotropicKondo m odel

wheretheboundary spin isde�ned in a special,cyclicrepresentation ofSU (2)q (or,alter-

natively,in a representation ofthe q-oscillatoralgebra [33]).W hile these boundary spins

can be \gauged away",letus discuss them a bitm ore. First,asym ptotic statesare now

characterized by particles and by the value ofthe renorm alized boundary spin. Indeed,

letusstresshere thatthe boundary spinsthatappearin the ham iltonian sH and in the

scattering theory sscat di�er for two reasons. There is the screening,already m entioned

previously forthe Kondo problem ,and the m ultiplicative renorm alization,which can be

observed by considering the energieswith a m agnetic �eld. One �ndssscat =
1

g
(sH � 1),

where the g factorwasalso m entioned previously.

The m ain use ofthe boundary spins is to reinstallconservation ofthe spin. Thisis

obviouson theham iltonian which looksthen likeahigherspin Kondoproblem .Thisisalso

obviousin the scattering theory : every tim e a soliton bounces back asa soliton instead

ofan antisoliton,the boundary spin increases itsvalue accordingly. The conservation of

the spin allowsdiagonalization ofthe problem with a voltage. In particularsince a pair

R-soliton,Sz =
m

g
and L-soliton,Sz =

m + 1

g
have the sam e charge and the sam e kinetic

energy,they should havethesam eenergy,ie�� �
V

2
= �+ +

V

2
,whereweused h = gV ,an

identity which we m entioned previously. Also,in section 4,while the state (6.1)seem ed

to bem adeofparticlesre
ected with di�erentenergies,itism oreprecisely a com bination

oftrueasym ptoticstatesthatinvolvealso theboundary spin,thatallhavethesam etotal

spin,and allthesam eenergy.Therefore,fortheim purity problem ,onestartswith a tim e

dependent term in the boundary coupling in (1.2). Thisterm isthen transform ed into a

�eld h = gV applied to theboundary spin.An additionalterm coupled to thecom ponent
R0
� 1

@t� isthen added,and allowsforthe use ofthe Bethe ansatz with a �eld coupled to

the totalspin.The boundary spin is�nally gauged away.
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Theargum entsofthisappendix providethem issingstepsin theproofoftheDC noise

form ula (27)of[9].They also justify why in [25]theBetheansatzfora �eld coupled to the

totalspin wasused,although the initialham iltonian had a �eld coupled to the boundary

spin only.

Finally, let us stress that, while the double wellis a problem in equilibrium , the

tunneling problem isnot.Assim ple way to see thatisto observe that,while we used an

eigenstate ofthe boundary ham iltonian with the R partm ade only ofsolitons,there are,

thanksto theboundary spin which can absorb allspin (charge)shifts,an in�nity ofother

boundary states,and averaging overallofthem would,forinstance,lead to a vanishing

DC currentasexpected in equilibrium . Ourapproach here isfactfully equivalentto the

Landauer-B�uttiker scattering. In thatcontext,itis also interesting to m ention that the

transform ations previously discussed change the boundary conditions at in�nity,which

can be interpreted in term sofreservoirs.The latterare im plicitly there in the scattering

approach [11].
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