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W e study response functions of integrable quantum In purity problem s w ith an exter-
nal eld at T = 0 using non perturbative techniques derived from the Bethe ansatz. W e
develop the 1rst steps of the theory of excitations over the new, eld dependent ground
state, leading to renom alized (or \dressed") form -factors. W e cbtain exactly the low
frequency behaviour of the dynam ical susoeptibility ®(!) i the doubl well problem of
dissipative quantum m echanics (or equivalently the anisotropic K ondo problem ), and the
low frequency behaviour of the AC noise S¢ (!') for tunneling between edges in fractional
quantum Halldevices. W e also cbtain exactly the structure of sihgularities in = ©(!) and
S¢ (). Our results di er signi cantly from previous perturoative approaches.
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1. Introduction.

O ne dim ensional quantum In purity problem s, which are of considerable physical in -
portance, have recently been the sub fct of signi cant theoretical progresses based on their
integrability. Tn particular, in a recent paper [l], we have shown how correlation functions
at T = 0 and without an applied eld could be obtained f using m assless fom —factors
E] E]. A s a resul, the response fiinction D1y in the doubk well problem of dissipative
quantum m echanics [] ], and the frequency dependent conductance G (! ) for tunneling
between edgesin = % fractionalquantum Halldevices [4] []]were obtained at T = 0 and
w ithout an applied eld. Quantities at nite tem perature and with an applied eld are
also of great interest, and potentially closer to experin ents, but signi cantly m ore di cul
to obtain, except for their D C com ponent {1, @1-

In this paper, we address the case T = 0 but the applied eld non—zero (this eld we
designate generically by V). W e consider in particular ©(!) in the double well problem
w ith a bias (equivalently the anisotropic K ondo problem w ith a eld applied to the in pu—
rity), and the non-equilbrium noise Si (! ) for the tunneling current in the quantum Hall
e ect in the presence of an applied voltage [L0J]{LI].

The problem (and the origin of physically interesting phenom ena) is that the applied

eld changes the structure of the ground state. The new ground state we refer to it as
the Ferm isea in what follow s) can be obtained w ithout m uch di culty from the m assless
basis of solitons, antisolitons and breathers w ith factorized scattering. It is sin ply m ade
of right m oving (R) solitons and lff moving (L) antisolitons 1ling all rapidities up to
a Fem ivalue A . Excitations are cbtained by adding particles and m aking holes in the
sea. Due to the interacting nature of the theory, the scattering of these excitations w ill
be di erent from the case V = 0: there is a \dressing" of the S-m atrices com ing from the
Fem isea, a phenom enon largely sin ilar to the dressing observed in lattice reqularizations
[3]. To develop a fom -factor approach for the com putation of correlations, we have
then to com pute dressed form —factors: the m atrix elem ents of physical operators between
asym ptotic states of the dressed excitations. This is a di cult problem , for technical
reasons which will be explained later. Exact results can stillbe cbtained however. Here,
we study in details two questions w hich have been the sub ct of interest in the litterature:
the Iow frequency behaviour ofthe response function in dissipative quantum m echanics and

' More precisely, w ith controlled accuracy allthe way from sm all to large coupling.
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Fig. 1: M ultidayered Fermm i sea, only antisolitons are lled at T=0.

the frequency dependent shot noise in the tunnelling H all problem [I4], [[1]. In addition,
wew illexplore the possbl existence of singularities at nite frequency In these quantities.
T he ham ittonian for the m odels we study here is :
Z
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1

dx B g *+ —— @ )1+ Hp: (1)
1 8 g
T his is the standard Luttinger liquid bosonic ham iltonian with a tem at the boundary
x = 0[3]. Both the in purity tunneling and the doubl well problem can be w ritten into
this form by standard m anjpulations. The boundary temm depends on the problem , for
theHalle ect it is :
h i

Hy = e WVEgl =2 Jgveg 1 ©)=2 12)

and for dissipative quantum m echanics we have :

h | i
Hg = S, @245 e @72 4 582 (13)

In {L3) V is the voltage. The electron charge is set to e = 1, and the phases in the
boundary (tunneling) tem correspond to tunneling of Laughlin quasiparticles. In {3),

is the bias, and iIn this form ulation, g = 1;1=2 correspond respectively to the isotropic
and Toulouse points. Let us recallthat ([ 3) describes also the anisotropic K ondo problem
wih a eld applied to the in purity.

Tt is som etin es m ore appealing physically to \unold" { J). Indeed, w riting the eld

as a sum of a left and a right m oving part, the Integralon [ 1 ;0] can be traded for
an Integralon [ 1 ;1 ], the ham iltonian acting only on right m overs. T he boundary tem
then becom es an In purity temm w ith the replacement (©) ! 2 z (0).

2



Let us now de ne the quantities we will study in this lJanguage. For the in puriy
tunneling, we want to study the non-equilbrium quantum noise. In the four tem inal
geom etry (see g. 2), this noise has several com ponents. For sin plicity, we w ill discuss in
this Introduction the tunneling noise only. C alling I; (t) the tunneling current, we consider :

Z 1
Sc() = dtett< fI, ;I 0)g > : 1:4)

1

W ith respect to gure 2, the tunnelling current isde ned asI. () = & O ;t) 3 O ;).

I
B
’4\

J
R x=0

Fig. 2: Four tem inalsystem in the tunnelling = 1=3 Halle ect.

For dissjpative quantum m echanics (or the anisotropic K ondo problem ), the quantity
we want to com pute is the dynam ical sucoept:bﬂityﬁ :

< B, ;S 0)]> 1)

or its Fourier transom @ (! ) B A
As descrbed in []] the ham itonian with the boundary interaction {[J) is better
understood in the fram ew ork of the sineG ordon theory. The idea is sin ple: ifwe add a
term  oos (x) to the ham iltonian, then the resulting problem is known to be integrable,
this is the boundary sine-6 ordon m odel {4]. Thism odel is conveniently addressed in the
basis of solitons/antisolitons, breathers, w here the bulk interaction reduces to factorized
scattering encoded in an S m atrix. T heboundary interaction in thisbasis is then described
by a re ection m atrix. In order to describe the problem s we want to study, we then let
! 0, togeta\massless scattering" description of a free boson, which nvolves m assless

2 W e use conventions in which h = 1 and the spins are nomm alised to 1.

3 Ournom alization is * (1) = ;—tei! Cw© .



particles still referred to as solitons/antisolitons and breathers. A gain, the boundary is
sim ply described by a re ection m atrix. A sin ilar description works or ([ J).

H aving thisbasis, it iswellknown how to com pute the ground state particle densities
by using the Bethe ansatz. Know ing this ground state, a naive approach to correlations
would be to consider m atrix elem entsH of the form

VERe < gug oD Jing g> g (1:6)
where bra and ket stand for the (shifted) ground state plus som e excitations, and to com —
pute (.4) using crossing. T here are however in portant di culties in this approach which
have to do w ith the existence of Interactions (ie a non trivial S-m atrix) . A m ore natural,
and physically appealing, way to proceed is to think in temm s of dressed or renom alised
excitations over the ground state.

T he idea again is sim ple, though technically stilldi cult: w ith the help of the Bethe
equations it is possible to com pute the dressed energy and dressed scattering m atrix be—
tw een excitations. H aving these quantities, one can then try to w rite axiom s for the dressed
form —factors, iIn analogy w ith the wellknown case when V. = 0 Q], and then solve these
axiom s (@ crucial di erence is that In the present case, there is an energy scale V, and
relativistic invariance is broken). C orrelators w ill then follow by inserting a com plete sst
of excitations between operators.

T he paper is organized as ollow s : ITn the second section, we study the new ground
state and the structure of excitations of the auxiliary ham iltonian :

zZ . zZ .

H=2 dxB g+ ——@ Fl+—
2 J * 4

: 1:7
) x @ @7

1

This ham iltonian is related w ith the problem s of interest through sim ple m anipulations
describbed in the appendix, w ith the correspondence = gV for the disspative quantum
m echanics case.

In the third section we discuss in considerable details the physics at low energies. W e
show that it is described by an e ective free—ferm ion theory w ith renom alized param eters.
W e also discuss the physics near the thresholds of various excitation processes, laying the
ground for further discussion of the singularities.

4y ere, as In our previous works, we nom alize asym ptotic states such that < jO >= 2 (

0.



The low frequency behaviour being com pletely under control, we are then able to
obtain som e exact resultsas ! ! 0. In the fourth section we discuss the behaviour of the
dynam ical sucoeptibility in the double well problem (or the anisotropic K ondo problem ),
and we obtain a closed expression for Iin,; g 00!“) as a function of V (recall = gv,
the bias). W e prove that Shiba’s relation [[3] [I4] :

W
¢) ’g 2 (1:8)

1im
110 !

holds for system w ith bias a]scE . A closed expression of ¢ ollow s, which can be expanded

as a series in at large voltage (sm allcoupling ), and in powers of —— at small

vazad 9

voltage (large coupling). There is In particular a universal product lnvolving an all and

large voltage properties of the static sucosptioility ¢ :
Im o (V) Im V> 9 (V) =F (@ 1:9)

V1o v

w here the function F is given explicitely in the text.

T hese behaviours can be veri ed num erically using the fram ew ork of the Num erical
R enom alisation G roup m ethod NRG) fL]]which isvery precise, and indeed the large eld
exponent found there is in agreem ent [[§]w ith the previous result. T hey could possbly also
be checked using m onte carlo sinulations [[J], and m aybe experin entally. Early results
on P(!),without bias, were also und i PQJ] using sum rules and scaling argum ents.

In the fth section we discuss the noise In the tunneling problem . W e obtain in
particular the resuls :

Se(t) _ g

1m
tro !

4=g
Se(!
t'()=ng4 - ;V >> Ty s

H V << TB
(1:10)

Iim
1t o

E xpressions for the various com ponents of the noise in the four tem inal geom etry aswell
as the noise in the total current are also obtained.

In sections 4 and 5 we also discuss the existence of potential singularities, restricting
to 1=g an integer strictly larger than 2. W e nd that D1y aswellas St (') should have
singularities at allvalues ! = ngV , n an integer. W e show that the rst shgularity isa
discontinuity in the st order derivative, ie ofthe form ' gV jecall = gV ).W eargue
that the other singularities should be of the sam e form : ! ngV j although we cannot
com pletely prove it. A llofthese singularities dissppearwhen g= 1=2 where ¥ is reqular,
while S; (! ) has a weaker residual sihqularity at ! = V, ofthe om j V7.

5 o4

N ote that this di ers from the usual relation =l =24g é because of the nom alisations

ofthe spins S, to one and a factor 2 in the de nition of the Fourder transform .
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2. The Ferm i sea and the structure of excitationsat T= 0.

For both problem s, som e sin ple m anijpulations (see the appendix) lead rst to the
consideration of the bulk ham iltonian :

Z 4 Z 4
1 9 1 2 Y
H=7 dx B g "+ — @ )1+ — @ ; @:1)
2 8 g 4 1
where V is the voltage In the FQHE and = gV forDQM (or AK).The e ect of the

In purity is then encoded into scattering m atrices as explained In sections 3 and 4.

2.1. The Ferm i sea

At T = 0, In the presence of a voltage, the ground state is factorized into a Left and
a R ight Fem 1 seas. M oreover, working at zero tem perature allow s an analytical solution
of the Bethe equations because they becom e linear. Restricting to right m overs, the sea
ism ade of solitons lling rapidities 2 ( 1 ;A ]-thiswas discussed In ﬂ] to which we
refer extensively in the follow ing. N ote that allthe results of this section w illapplly to left
m overs as well after substituting antisolitons for solitons (since the @  tem sw itches sign
n @J)).

In []]the Fem irapidity, A, is com puted :

)

, ©
Gy ()

~
.

e =

\%
A
- 22
5 22)
In this form ula, conventions are such that V=2, is the energy shift of solitons/antisolitons
due to the voltage. W e also de ne the \charge" of solitons and antisolitons to be 1 Ia
The kemelG isde ned by :
r_— co )
2
Gy (V)= -
g

—e ¥ 23)

where :

andwede neG (!)=G, ( !).

® It is also convenient to de ne their \spin" to be é . Both are proportionalto the conserved
topological charge of the ham iltonian. See the appendix for m ore details.



In the follow ing, we shall repeatedly encounter the equation :
Z A

£() ( OF (9% %= g();
1 2:4)

2 (1;A; f£=0; > A;

w ith the (soliton-soliton) phase shift ( ) = %dilnS( ) @
Z . 29 1
., sinh ¢ )oaqn
()= e* e Tt 2:5)

A sshown In D], the function £ which solves this has Fourier transform

zZ 00

1 . !OG !OeJ_!A

R s
1 - .

a’; 2:6)

R i
whereg(!) = Al g()e d .A rstexampl ofequation [24) isprovided by the density

of solitons in the Fermm i sea which satis es (recall the convention h= 1) :

ZA
L) (9, (% %= =;
1 2 2:7)
Using £.§) one nds:
e n
B \ ( VexpPn@ g)( A )]
+ ()= = 3 ; (2:8)
2 @ 9 n! ( ng) 5 nl 9

n=1

for 2 (1 ;A[and ; = 0outsidethe sea. Thedensity . isdiscontinuous at the Fem i
rapidity = A:onehaslin , »  ( )=4V—p2_g.

Sin ilarly, the density of holes of solitons above the Ferm i sea obeys :
+ ( % . (9% % >na: 29)

T his density is the analytic continuation of ; beyond the Fem irapidity. It is som etim es
convenient to introduce a single, analytic quantity ( ) such that = ; in theFem isea,
and = ! outside the Ferm i sea. Sim ilar equations can be w ritten for the densities of
holes of antisolitons P and holes of breathers ?, both quantities which are de ned on

n’
the entire rapidity interval 2 ( 1 ;1 ).



2.2. Low energy excitations

Let us now com e to the low energy excitations of the theory at zero tem perature.
Aswe will show, when there is a voltage, there is a m inin al am ount of energy needed to
create a particle or a hole: The voltage (or bias) introduces a scale in the theory, and we
can look at low (com pared w ith that scale) energy excitations.

T he Pollow ing processes are the low energy excitations, w ith their associated energies

add a soliton: . ( ), 21RA;1)

destroy a soliton (orcreateahok): B (), 2 ( 1 ;A[" gv.

T he energy of hole and particle excitations can also be addressed analytically at zero
tem perature. For exam ple, the excitation energy for creating a hole in the sea, ! ,obeys
the equation :

\4 %
— e=1() (9595
2 1 (2:10)
2 (1;AF 2()=0; ; A:
w ith of course }j () 0for < A and}j A )= 0 (this condition being actually the way
of determ ining the Femm irapidity £J)). By di erentiating w ith respect to  one sees that
40 ()= 2 , ().Explicit solution gives :
. ve— ¥ (1)expPn@ 9 ( A )]
P()== g : +Vag: @i1)
2 - n! 1 nqg) 5 nd 9

the constant term in @.11) is equalto }j ( 1 ),which can be obtained straightforwardly
from @.1(Q) since in that lim it this becom es a sin ple convolution equation.
For > A, I as de ned above vanishes exactly. The excitation energy to add a

soliton above the Fermm isea can be shown to obey :
s()=e — (9595 (2:12)

and thus it is the analytic continuation of ! beyond the Fem irapidity. U sing the above
detemm ination of " one nds explicitely :

h2 i

nd g)

v vp_® (1» 1 exp —— @ )

+()==e E"‘z ' n . 2:13)
.. Dows (gg) 1 n=g) g_l_n(gg)



A sbefore, we de ne an analytic quantity which isequalto }j in the sea and ; outside
the sea.
Asan example, ket us prove @.17). Call the density of solitons in the sea and
the density of solitons above the sea (often referred to in what ollow s as particles). Iffwe
olp)= % ;i (p 1), aswell as a change of densities In the sea through the Bethe
equations. T he quantity we are lookjnzg lﬁ)r obeys, by de nition :

E=1L + (p) p(p)d pr (2:14)
A
while on the other hand :
< . Z v
E =1L e — ()d +L er —  o(pdyp: (2:5)
1 2 A 2
From the Bethe equations one has :
a Z 4
()= ( 9 (94 °+ ( p) p(p)dp: (2:16)
1 a
Let us w rite the solution of the generalequation £4) as :
Z A
£()= [ 9+ L(; %% % 2:17)

1
where the kemel L is a sym m etric finction of its two argum ents, and its exact expression

isnot needed in what ®llows. Solving @14) or  and replacing in [2.1p) kadsto :
v Z» 2 Y

fli=e o °) | ¢ DL N e S a® eds
Equation {.17) ollow s then from @.10).

T he corresponding analysis for them om entum presents a subtlety. T he reason is, that
the m om entum of excitations does not vanish at the Fem ivelocity, as can easily be seen
w ith the exam ple of free form ions (g = 1=2). T herefore, one has to be very carefiil w ith
w hat happens right at the Fem i surface — this di culty did not appear for the energy
because vanishes at the Femm i surface anyway. W e w ill discuss the dressed m om entum
In m ore details in the next section. O foourse, the nalresult can be predicted on physical
grounds: excitations have to be relativistic, as they obviously are in the g = 1=2 case.
Indeed, adding a potentialV am ounts (in the bul) to shifting @. by a constant, and this
does not change the fact that excitations have a relativistic spectrum —m ore precisely, for
excitationsthat have asm any particlesasholes,m om entum = energy, w hile fornon-neutral
ones, m om entum = energy + constant.

In the Dllowingwe de nep, = , andp} = ©

W hile at zero tem perature, there are only solitons, antisolitons as well as breathers
do contribute to the excitation spectrum , aswe now discuss.



2.3. O ther excitations

O ther excitations occur at a nite energy above the ground state (brg< 1) and are

obtained by the follow ing processes :
add a antisoliton: (), 2 ( 1 ;1 ); @ 9gV.
add an n-breather: , (), 2 (1 ;1 );n ngVv

For adding a antisoliton one nds that the excitation energy is ()=V + , () if

>A and ( )=V Ij( ) if < A . In particular, since them axin um energy fora hol
is B ( 1 )= gV, we see that the threshold to add a soliton is (I g)V . This in plies in
particular that the low -energy processes studied abovem ust havean energy ! << (1 qg)V,
and that the lm it g = 1 is highly singular in this approach. Sin ilarly, these low energy
processes m ust have an energy ! << gV, and the lin £ g= 0 is also singular.

D i erent physicalprocesses can therefore occur in the excitations, w hich have di erent
thresholds. The structure of these thresholds is quite intricate for g arbitrary. In what
follow s, we shall restrict to the usualcase g = %, t an integer. T hen the thresholds occur
at energy values 2V, je allm ultiples of gV .

2.4. Charge dressing

It is also Interesting to consider the charge ofexcitations. Suppose w e destroy a soliton
at rapidity in the sea. W e de ne the dressed charge ¢! ( ) = 25 0 B. & is therefore
the solution of the equation sim ilar to E () ), but w ith the left hand sjdev? e
replaced by the opposite of the charge of the bare solitons :

Z A
1=¢d () (O (%a (2:19)

1
This is actually related to other quantities we already com puted in the sea: Lo} () =
2 +()+ (), from which Pllows the renom alized charge of the excitations at the

Fem isurface :

p_
de)y= g @) = 29; 2.20)

where we used above valuesof (@). In 22(), g is sin flarly the value of the dressed
charge for an antisoliton added above the Fem i surface. O f course, breathers have a
vanishing dressed charge.

7 This de nition is adequate only near the Fem i rapidity.
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3. Physics at low energy.
3.1. D ressed scattering

W hile excitations have a relativistic dispersion relation, relativistic invariance is bro—
ken by the existence of the energy scale €* . The next question is then, what sort of
relativistic theory is that? To nd out, we must detem Ine the corresponding S m atrix.
F irst, som e technicalities. Introduce the functional¥ such that :

K f()= ( Of (%a°

and sin ilarly :

Then @J4) reads & K) f£= g, and the general solution [2.IJ/) reads in those tem s :
f+)f K)=1

or equivalently ¢+ £)K = L. Thismeans ;n tum that :
Z A Z A
[ ( 9+ L(;%Ka’ (% DE(BHa®

Since this is true for any function £ we deduce the identity :
Z A

[ 9+ L(;9 (% Da°=1n(;9: (31)
1

Let usnow consider the quantization equation allow Ing a few particles and holes. O ne

has
Z A Z 1
2 (+ M()=e+2 (9 (%% (9 p(%a (32)
1 A
Let usnow transform thisequation tom ake sense in the dressed theory P1]. Tn this theory,
the excitations are still particles above the sea, but they are holes in the sea. T herefore,
the dressed equationsm ust have on the right hand side not , but rather . A fler some
m anipulations using the foregoing technical indentities, we obtain
Z A Z 1
2 (+ ()= 2 . 2 L(;9 (9 % 2 L(;9p(%°% @33)

1 A
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The st temm in this equation must be identi ed w ith the derivative of the dressed
m om entum of holes, ie one has dip}j ()= 2 4+ (). But it is easy to see that this
equals in tum C;—E , proving as clain ed in the previous section that hole excitations have
a dispersion relation of the form m om entum = energy + constant. The two other tem s

m ust be identi ed w ith the dressed scattering, and therefore we have H .

1 d 0 0
Tﬁhshh(;)=1‘(;)
* (3:4)
1 d 0 0
Eﬁhshp( ;)= L(;):

SIﬂ ﬂarly we have
1 d 0 0

0
lzld (35)
Hm]nsph( ;= L(;9;
together w ith dier ()= 2 Ij ()= di + (), proving that particle excitations are also

relativistic.

To detem ine com pltely the S-m atrix, one has to nd out the constants of integra—
tion. T his is a question that is not directly answered by the Bethe ansatz. U sually, these
constants would be determ ined by using relativistic invariance, ie requiring that the full S
m atrix depends only on the di erence of rapidities [[J]. H ere however, relativistic invari-
ance is broken, and the S m atrix has a m ore com plicated dependence on these rapidities.
T o com pute the constants, one needs to refom ulate the equivalent of crossing and unitarity
in the dressed theory w ith broken relativistic invariance. Here we shall contend ourselves
w ith an analysis of the low energy excitations, near the Fem i rapidity. As ! A, the
energy scaleV becom esunin portantbecause << V, =V ! 0, and rlativistic invariance
is restored. Then, L ( ; % can be approxim ated by L A ;A ), and integration of @) and
BH) combined w ith unitarity leads to the sin plest solution:

Seh (pi n)= expPRiLAA)(p 1wl

Shp(ni p)= expPRiLEAA)(n )]

Spp (pi )= exp 21 L@;A)(p, Q) (3:6)
Shh(ni p)= expl 2i L@GA)(n )]

8 m fact, the Pllow ing relations hold only for < %, since the relation between the S m atrix
and the phase shift depends on which particle has the largest rapidity

12



The overall m inus sign here is necessary to ensure that no two particles or holes can
coincide H . Let us stress that {3.9) is, due to the problem of integration constants, partly
a con cture, which we w ill check carefully in particular in the next subsection. Foram ore
com plete discussion of (3.4), see the next paper B7]

For low energy excitations above the sea, this e ective theory represented by .9) is
sim ply a free ferm ion theory: the additionalphase shiftsbeing ofthe form exp [i cst( 91
am ount to a sin ple gauge transfomm ation and can be gauged away (alematively, form —
factors for @.9) are free ferm don form ~factors, up to phases that cancelout in the correlators
of interest). W ihout the sea, if one looks at say the bare S m atrix of solitons, it does
not have a wellde ned lim it at very low energy, i when both rapidities approach m inus
In nity, because by relativistic Invariance it depends on the ratio ofthese energiese '=e 2.
T he role of the sea is to give the dressed S m atrix a wellde ned lim it at very low energy,
e when both rapidites approach A . It is then very naturalthat the lin iting theory should
be a theory of free ferm ions.

In subsequent com putations, it will be useful to introduce the shift function. For
exam ple, suppose we add a soliton above the sea at rapidity , and create a hol in the
sea at rapidity p . This induces a shift of the rapidities in the sea: a rapidity equalto
initially becomes + @’ with the conditions :

X

1 1
I =—Le +— InS( )
2 21
L 1 X
I=—e*” + = ms + @ @ (3:7)
2 2i
+ L nsS( ) ! nS( ):
21 P 2i nl
Asusualwe de ne the shift finction by L , () @ F ( Jp7 n)- By standard m anipu-
lations, one nds the equation obeyed by the shift:
ZA
1 _ - O (O . 0, .
o1 IS ( n) InS( p)]1=F ( Jpi n) ( JE ( Jpi n)d : (3:8)
1
A fom al solution of this equation ollow s as :
Z
. g 0
F( Jpin)= L(;0d : (3:9)

h

° The sign of S at identical rapidities is a sub fct of som e discussion, and largely dependent on
the way the S m atrix is de ned. For us, S is the ob Ect appearing in the Fateev Zam olodchikov
algebra.
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3.2. The noise at ow energy in a pure Luttinger liquid

T o verify the consistency of our low -energy approach, let us consider the current noise
in a Luttinger ligquid w ith a voltage and in the absence of im purity. Let us work w ithin
the e ective theory of low energy excitations. In doing so, we forget com pletely about the
Fem isea and concentrate on the excitations. Let us w rite their energies and m om entum
e = p << V. It is convenient here to introduce new rapidities such that for particles

+(p) erand Prhoks ? (,) e*.Consderthen the renom alized current cperator
w here the vacuum expectation value has been subtracted. For a free Fermn ion theory one

has :
< 03:@, :(0;0)31; 2> +=ce'Ce??
(3:10)
< 03:Q, :0;0)31; 2>+ = o' TPe’;

where all the particles are assum ed to be right m oving, we changed notation to call a

particle + and a hole , and c is a constant to be detem ined. To x the nom alization c
of this fom —factor, let us consider the charge of the one particle state

Zl
+ < 13 dx 1@y ;DI >s
Z
= dx < 0j:@, :(0;0)j1 1; 2> ; explik Yl e)]
1 (3:11)
- 9 e (1 2)
de=d
=2 29 (1 o)

where the last equality is In posed using the foregoing dressed charge com putation. It
follow s that ¢ = ip2_g. Hence at coupling g, allwhat di ers from the g= 1=2 case isa
renom alization of the tw oparticle form factorby P 2g. T he com putation of the correlator
is then the sam e as for the free ferm ions, up to a renomm alization by (p 29)? shce the two
point function of the current involves the squares of formm —factors. W e nd then the noise
at low energy :

s () 223-!3- (312)

In agreem ent w ith the well known exact result.

Let us stress that this little com putation is actually a non trivial check. In general,
and for vanishing voltage, the nom alization of the two particle form —-factor can be deter—
m ined by in posing the value of the charge. W hen one com putes the contribution of this
tw o particle form —factor to the two point function of the current, it appears that som e
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contributions are m issing, due to higher form —factors: in other words higher form —factors
are needed w ithout voltage because the charge of excitations is 1 whilke the two point
function has am plitude 2g. W ith a volage, things are com pletely di erent, because the
dressed charge is P 29, so the (free) two-particle form —factor is su cient to reproduce the

twopoint fiinction am plitude. Let us stress also that there is no way one can reproduce
theV = 0 caseby takinga \lm "V ! 0. In a m assless theory, there isno such thing as
a low energy scale.

4. Thresholds and potential singularities

A s explained earlier, the Interacting theory presents a series of thresholds : physical
processes becom e allow ed or forbidden when ! crossesone ofthevalues! = ngv . W ithout
an in puriy, none of these values does actually lead to a singularity in the noise, since the
formula S = 24 jholds. W hat takes place are very special cancellations, which generally
w illbe spoilt by the In puriy. A sin ple exam ple to see the phenom enon isthe free ferm ions
g = 1=2. Consider the noise close to the threshold ! = gV = v? . For! < V?, the only
allow ed physical process is the creation of a particle hole pair. U sing that the form factor
ise 172e 272 one can write :

4 y—22 Z
dejde, (! g &)= de; = !; ! <v=2
Z oy

= dep = V=2; ! > V=2;
0

where we used that for any e; in the interval D;V=2], ! e; > 0 in the second case. O £
course when ! > V=2, another process is possible beside exciting a particle from the sea,
it is the creation of a pair soliton-antisoliton. T he threshold for creating an antisoliton is
at V=2, and the form factor is the sam e so one has then :

241 %2, Z

dejde, (! @ &)= de, =
v=2 0 V=2

\%
2
and this second process adds up to the previous one to reproduce the ! dependence at all
values of ! . Hence there is no singularity because the temm involving solitons produces an
analytic continuation ofthe term involving a hole.

Since we know there isno singularity in the noise, In the absence of in purity, for any
frequency, thism eans that sin ilar cancellationsm ust take place betw een various contribu-—

tions around a given threshold. For instance, (1 g)V = %V is the threshold at which
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soliton creation is possble, while it is the m aximum energy one can reach by creating
€t 1) holes in the s=a, etc.
Let usnow Investigate in m ore details the potential singularity at ! . = gV, assum ing
g < % . At this frequency, the process involving a pair particle hole saturates while the
process involving creation ofa ( rst) breather above the Femn isea kicks in. Let us consider
in m ore details the process involving a breather above the Fem isea. O nce again, we will
restrict to low energies that is to frequencies such that 7 1.3<< .. In that Iim i, the
breathers are created at rapidities close to 1 , and in all the com putations detem ining
the phase shifts and the dressed S-m atrix, one can replace the integralson [ 1 ;A ] by
integrals over the whole real axis. T he renom alized breatherbreather S-m atrix is then
found to be :
ig]I13bb= 11t : ; (4:1)
21 d 1
(W here the right hand side is understood in tem s of Fourder transform s, 17 and ; are
de ned lke asthe logarithm ic derivatives of the breatherbreather and breather-soliton

S-m atrices), and this sin ply reproduces 17 up to a rapidity renom alization. H ence, the
renom alized scattering theory forbreathersclose to 1 is insensitive to the volage, and
behaves like an ordinary sineG ordon m odel. Setting :

pb()=gV +e; 42)

the form factor of the current can depend only on e , and by din ensional analysis, m ust
sim ply be proportionalto e . Hence the leading contribbution to the noise w fthout im purity
of the breather tem is
Z 1
Ay € 1 1. e d =R (! 1ol > lg 0; < . 4:3)
1

where Ay, isan am plitude we did not detem ine here. Sim ilarly let us consider the particle
hole tem . Calling £ ( 1; ») the form factor of the current between the Fem i sea and a
statewith a hole at | < A and an added particle at , > A, the contribution to the noise
is proportional to :
Z A Z 1
di  dof(1;20F ' (2 (1) (4:4)
1 A
Perfomm ing the , integralgives, for ! < ! :

z
A 1

£ (17 2)F di; 2= (4) 2 (n; 4:5)
)

() g = (2)
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while or ! > !, the ntegralruns from 1 toA instead,with % ( 1 )= !..Hence the
contributions of the particle hole term below and above ! di erby the integralfrom 1
to (%) (1) ofthe sam e integrand as in @3).

Now, for ! !o,the valuesof | and ; arevery farapart: , A,a nie rapidiy,
while ; approachesthevaluie 1 .Atladingorder, £ ( 1; »)F=_ ( »)mustthen factorize

into a function of ;: £ (1), and a function of A . Setting :

b =1 e?; 4:6)

wetrade ; for ;.By dimensionalanalysis,and onehasf(,)/ e 172 w0 Introducing the
variable x = e !, the contrlbution to the noise w thout im purity of the particle hole tem
part can be rew ritten, in addition to a reqular tem , as :

Z

- c

A pn dx =R, (le !1);! < !c 4:7)

i

A oy being another am plitude. T he two processes w hich \cross" at ! . behave both linearly
in ! ! . at leading order (there are no other processes near ! ., and we discuss only the
leading singularities). Since the noise has no singularity in the absence of im purty, this
m eans that {4.3) must be the analytic continuation of {4.7), that isA, = Ay .

For !c. = ngV;n 2, there are In addition background processes, that is processes
present on both sides of ! .. W e shall assum e that such processes do not have singular
behaviours — equivalently that the form factors of the renomm alized theory are regular
around !..

Then, for ' = 29V, we have the one second-breather process for ! > !, the two
particles —two holesprocess for ! < !.: the previous analysis thus generalizes to this case.

For!.= ngV;n > 2,m ore than two processes usually cross, m aking the analysism ore
di cul: for instance for | = 3gV , the one third-breather process together w ith the three
onebreather process are possble for ! > !.. The absence of sinqularity for the noise of
the pure system therefore does not com pletely constrain the am plitudes as was the case
for!.= gVv.

W e now apply the above considerations to the two problem s of physical interest.
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5. P roperties of the response function in the tw o—state problem .
5.1. Low frequency behaviour.

Asa rst application, we consider the low energy behaviour of the response fiinction
in the two-state problem wih a biasV .

In the presence of a boundary interaction we have several energy scales: Tg ;! ;V.
T he function & can be written as T% tin es a function F v'—,TV—B .Wewillbe abl to
use the foregoing low -energy scattering ‘Eheory of excitations above the Fem i sea provided
we restrict to ! << V : that is only the dependence of F on the rst variable will be
accessible. O bserve this is enough to obtain the value lim ,, ¢ F .

At low energy, the only physical processes involve R -solitons and L-antisolitons. T he
boundary interaction is then fiilly characterized by the re ection matrix R* - i this
paragraph we shallom it the isotopic indices from now on. In the presence ofthe boundary,

the ground state becom es :

Tii  np o ©d1)
It is a m ixture of left and right particles flleg 7j >= j > +RJ >*). The rapidities are
the sam e as was discussed in section 2 because there isno LR scattering.

The Iow energy resuls are obtained by m aking a particle-hole pair ; n, wih the
ram aining rapidities being shifted. For the current-current correlator, this gives :

A A

< n; 1IR D0y niths p>< o niny nruy 1L Jasny o >=
R R ) s N~ R R
< s lﬂle/---r hreeenr p> (5:2)
L L A L i Y Y
< pr ’;11'"; hr <% l:Jlel'"; n > R (p) R (’1) R ( 1)
ish i

w here the hat denotes the om itted (hole) rapidity. O bserve that @) involves the sam e
m atrix elem ents as for the excitations in the bul, to w hich the analysis of section 3 applies.
A s for the Jy, J;, and Jr Jg correlators, they are not a ected by the boundary interaction.
Ushhg the factthatR = R ! and hsertingR (»)R () = 1,we nd that we can express
these re ection m atrices in termm s of a renom alised re ection m atrix for the particles and
holes :

d
R (p)R(n)! exp F(Jdn) F(OJp)l—MR() R (R (n): (5:3)



It is then convenient to Introduce a renom alized re ection m atrix :
"ZA d #
R()=R()exp F(%‘)FhR(O) : (5:4)
1

U sing the sam e line of argum ents as in fJ], one can write rerw rite ® i tem s of the
correlator of the current operator. T he latter can then be expressed through form —factors.

One nds:
1 Z oy
D1)y= ——_Re d,d JR ()R (D) 1llefe? (I e* e?); (55)
where we have de ned the ! correspondence through ® ()= e? and 4, () =e?.

To clarify this, let us w rite the R part explicitely :

0 , 0 .

0 ez + iTg S+ ez + iTy

R(2)= 0 : = 0 . ’
e 2 JIB eA+ e 2 JIB

where :
— eA — ﬁG+ (O) . (5'6)
2 @) 296, @)’ ’

hereweused 2 ()= $-3 ) and sin flarly :

eA e? jIB
et eZ+jI'B’

R (2)=

w here the additionalm inus sign arises from the di erent hole/particle param etrization. In
the foregoing equations, Ty is a renom alized coupling, related w ith the bare coupling

by [

5 , 29 G, () 7
=2shn( g~ @ 2ge T ; (5:7)

w here the expressions for G, and aregiven in section 2.1, isa cuto . For simpliciy,
we usually use the variable Tz In the sequel.
The integralin () can then rewritten, setting e ©  x :

Z
. R ®xR & !) Illdx; (5:8)
(note the dependence on x ! Instead of ! x for the sam e reason as above). O bviously
this vanisheswhen ! = 0.Because R ¥ = 1, the tern lihear .n ! vanishes too. At second
order one would have : 7,
! ' é]anx

0
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and this w ill not contribute when we take the real part because R is a pure phase. The
In agihary part ofthisexpression, though, contributes to the realpart ofthe static spin-spin

sucoeptbiliy = %+ i @ []. Ts expression is given by :
i d
1 O! — - — InR H 59
f1o ) 0T 2 2g € 3 () 5:9)

For ® we nd that the rstnon trivialtemm goes like ! 3 as expected. C ollecting all
term sone nds :

(D(! ) 2 d 2
Iim = e —hR () : (5:0)
rto ! 4g 2 d _a
From these two previous expressions we can prove Shiba’s relation in the presence of a
bias :
“ L
lin = “g s (5:11)

110 !

which is exactly the sam e as the one w ithout bjasl@ .

In particular for g = 1=2 there is no renom alization dueto thesea, R ( )= R ( ) =
%and‘chus,usjng%=eA in that case :
©q 2 T2
lin ()=——B; (5:12)
110 | 2 y2 2 2
* T+ TB

In agreem ent w ith the exact result @].
Let us rew rite (6.10) in a m ore explicit form
Z © 2
(IJ(!) 2 - 1 A

. d 0 1 0
lin = e —_—t —F (73) ———d
rro ! 4g 2 cosh @A B ) ; d _poosh(? g)

(5:13)
Let us st investigate the behaviour as V=Tg ! 0. At leading order the temm in the
bracket can be rew ritten as :

4
2 AL od F(O )5
— €& e — -
Tg 1 d I/ )=a
I
Z .
2, B
= — e + eL( ;A)d
TB 1
_ @)
Tx )
10 This relation di ers from theusuallin \, o 2(!)=! = 2 g & because ofa di erent conven—

tion for Fourder transform s and spin nom alization.
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whereweused £.1), €11), B.9) . Hence, at very sm allvoltage one has :

01 2 1 4 2 1
lim ( )= — @) = : (5:14)
rro ! 4g 2T et g( Tp)?
00 (4
T his result is identical w ith the value of Iim ;1 ¢ !(‘) at vanishing voltage ]. This
provesthatthe limi ! ! OandV ! 0 commute, as seam s clkear from the NRG m ethod

[L7]. N otice that a priori this result is non trivial, the structure of excitations being very
di erent at vanishing and non-vanishing voltage in a Luttinger liquid.

00 () .
,(‘ ) , som e transform ations are

To obtain m ore Insight in the behaviour of Iim , , ¢
usefil, which are related w ith the standard B ethe ansatz com putation ofthe susceptibility.

5.2. Static succeptibility by the B ethe ansatz.

Sincewe nd a relation between 1im ;1 ¢ OO!“ ) and the static susoeptibility o, we can
perform a crucialcheck ofour approach since ( can be com puted by otherm eans. Indeed,
the total spin succeptibbility is sin ply a second derivative of the free energy w ith respect
to V, and the free energy can be com puted directly by the Betheansatz.

By using standard m anipulations for boundary theories (see eg P4]), we nd for the
In puriy part of the free energy at zero tem perature :

ZA
! ) (5:15)
Fimp= — d — IR ( )+ () :
e 2 ) d *
2.
T he In purity susceptibility is then given by zi i(F;m;’ . It reads generally :
7 !
_ 1 d]nR(A )l@}:() + Add]nR( )22()~(5:l6)
T g2 4 lvoev L d 2 eve
where we used the correspondence = gV . Sjnoedi InR ()= ﬁ,weseethatthjsjs

alm ost in the sam e orm asthe previousexpression (5.13) or (. T he exact correspondence

can be established using :

et (RO v el(ea
ev ° v @ ev
h
b0y 2
=t ()
from which it follow s that : P__
h
Q@3 () g
= — Ga7)
Qv 2

=A
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Sin ilarly, sin ple m anipulations using the L operator of sections 2 and 3 lead to the iden—

tity @ p__
@* B (9 231

= —L(5A)= - ; (5:18)
Qv 2 2 v 2 Vv d

com pleting the proof of the identity.

From this discussion the static susceptibility, after a f&w m anijpulations, reads :
|
Z -
M T g () 5:9)
R T Y A CE
T his expression is m ore convenient that the form —-factors one of the previous section. In
particular, using the Fourier representation of ,  can be w ritten as a convergent series.
Foram allvoltagethisserdes isin V=Tg (recallTgz / =% 9): it corresponds to the approach
of the IR xed point along the stress energy tensor. For large voltage, the serdes is In
Ty =V)' 9, and corregoonds to the (conform al) perturbation ofthe UV  xed point. The
leading term in that case is found to be
2(1
@ 9 1 T, 07

2
, 20 : (520)
" FT@V (9 @ 12)cos g &+

By using the relation between Tz and , this can be recast as

2 2
or 28 29 2y 3, 521)

In agreem ent with rst order confom alperturbation theory.
T he constant Tr can be easily elin inated to form universalam plitudes. For exam ple,
the large and low voltage resuls are related by the follow ing universal product :

i o) m V3% ,v) = F @
v:io viil (5:22)
"4 g 1 26, @ "

5 49g4 29 (g) (@ 1=2)cos g G, (O)e

F @) =

5.3. Singularities

W hen the In purty ispresent, the nely tuned cancellationskilling o the singularities
w il be upset by di erent R-m atrices termm s. Let us see how this works in the double well
problem .

Consider rst !. = gV . Recall that In the absence of im purity, there was a ne
cancellation betw een the particle-hole processbelow ! . and the onebreather process above
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i. In the presence of the im purity, consider st the particle-hole process. For the hole
cossto = 1 ,the re exion matrix is sin ply equalto one. There is no dressing e ect
because the only particles In the sea a ected by this hole are them selves at rapidities close
to 1 ,where theirR m atrix is also unity. Hence the only part that sees the im purity is
the particle close to the Fem i rapidity. For this one we have the dressed R -m atrix §4),
so the particle hole process contributes to  ®(! ) by a temm proportional to
( "y . o)

Aon R@A)exp ) dF(ﬁ)d—]nR() 1 (e )l < te: (523)
At low volage in particular this is proportional to % (e ).

T he breather re ection m atrix for ,= 1 isequalto unity, so the breather process
does not contribute linearly to ©(!) around ! .. Hence §23) is actually the whole leading
behaviour close to ! ., and there isnow a singularity which we refer to asbeing of the type
I !'.J @ discontinuity in the rst order derivative).

T he sam e analysis can be carried out for the otherprocesses. H ow ever, because several
processes cross at ! = ngV;n > 2, and there are m ore am plitudes than relations to x
them , we cannot be as conclusive: the singularity w illbe ofthe type 38 ngV junless som e

special cancellations occur, In which case it w illbe weaker.

6. The AC noise for tunneling in the fractionalquantum H alle ect
6.1. Low frequency behaviour

The case of the FQHE ism ore com plicated. In the dissipative quantum m echanics
problem , the re ection m atrices are antidiagonal in the soliton/antisoliton basis. For
the In purity problem this is no longer true: the re ection m atrix can connect a state
consisting of all right-m oving solitons to another in which there are left-m oving solitons
and antisolitons. W ithout a voltage, eigenstates cbviously read :

B >=9 >R 4R () 3§ >h: 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 of the ham iltonian when V & 0. This conclusion is incorrect, for a
subtle reason. The boundary sineG ordon m odel m ust be thought of as an anisotropic
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Kondo model with a special (cyclic) representation of SU (2)4 at the boundary P31,
m ore generally, a representation of the \g-oscillator algebra" P4]) . T he additional degrees
of freedom provided by this boundary soin must be inclided in the proper de nition of
asym ptotic states, and in particular they reinstate spin (charge) conservation. At the end
of the day, this auxiliary spin can be gauged away and the resul is that one can, indeed,
treat (6.]) as an eigenstate w ith the sam e energy as j >% . See the appendix for m ore
details.

M ore general eigenstates are m ixtures of left and right m oving particles, which we
denote :

In particular, the ground state getsm odi ed, the sea of solitonsbecom es a sea m ade of su—
perpositions of solitons and antisolitons according to § >, ! F >, = 3 >X +P ()j >t
+Q ( )j >, where we introduced the notation :

R o=

Q .
P 62)

P

0 ’
and the elem ents P ;Q are given in R7]. W hen we com pute the fiill current-current corre-
lation function, di erent tem s arise depending on the chirality of the J operators. T hey
actually have di erent physicalm eanings, and we w ill treat them separately.

To understand the physical m eaning of the di erent tem s, lt us stress again that
the boundary form alisn is fully equivalent to a fom alism with only R m overs scattered
through an impurity. The R state n (6.]) can then be considered as an \in" R -state,
and the L states In (6.]]) as \out" R-states, w ith the sam e energy but possbly di erent
quantum numbers. Fomula (6.])) is thus a scattering eigenstate in the traditional sense,
and the ©llow ing com putations are fully equivalent to LandauerButtiker scattering Pg]
as carried out in [[]] for the particular case g= 1=2.

Let us nally em phasize that we are only concemed here w ith the ! dependent com —
ponent of the noise: the D C noise (which hasbeen already com puted in [§]) is in plicitely
subtracted.

The st temn corresponds to Jg Jg . This tem sees only the R-states in ), and
can be thought of as a noise purely in the In com ing channel: it is thus insensitive to the
boundary interaction. O ne has, at coincident points :

g . .
Sgr = 2_J! I (6:3)
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The second tem corresponds to J;, Jg and is m ore com plicated. It can be thought
of as a noise between incom ing and outgoing channels. Jg acting on the new ground
state can create pairs particle-hole of solitons, create pairs solitons antisolitons, or add
breathers. Only the st process contributes to low energy. T he particle-hole pairs then
\bounce" on the boundary where they can switch charges. They are then acted on by
Jr, and \destroyed". Observe however that in this destruction, an initial soliton can be
replaced by an antisoliton since now the ground state is a m ixture.

T he dressing ollow s a sin ilar principle. If we w rite :
P (MP(1)+Q (1)Q (1) I+ 1 (1) 1)1

where is real as can easily be proven using that ¥+ © ¥ = 1) we can dress the
re ection m atrices according to :
"y ¥
Q()=0()expi  F (%) (9a°
"y # (6:4)
PO=POepi F (%) (9a°
From f[], we nd that the low frequency noise is now w ritten :
Z 1

Spr (1) &1;%5) = dte™ "hIy (x1)Jr 0;x2)1
1

Zln!
2& d,d 2P (P(Y) Q (20 (Nlee? 6:5)

1

! e? e;’ ei! (x1 xz):

here x; and x, physically correspond to the two sides of the im purity, and should be taken
di erent in general. For the tunneling noise, both x, and x, w illapproach 0 and the phase
w ill disappear. By the sam e m anijpulations as above this can be rew ritten :
Z
Sur (1) &®17%2) = fei’ b x2) CBGE ) 00 G )Jdx: (6:6)
O fparticular interest is the lim iting behaviour of S as! ! 0. In that 1lm i, we pick up
the value of the argum ent iIn the Integral (6.4) orx = 0 Hrwhich the dressing e ect just

25



cancels out. One nds simply :

gj 3 N
Str (1) S P @)F pa)F = =)
[ )
2 0 1 (6:7)
oo 2(+ 1)a
_ 9% 3Ja e 9 1a oi! 1 x2)
e2% La TZ(% D 2

At large volage it goes to the noise w thout in purity as expected. At sn all voltage we

nd : " #

g 2 1) 2(
Si. (1) it % 923 G+ O — 7. e
BRE 2G, (i) T 2

The last temn corresponds to J;, J;, and can be interpreted as a noise purely in the
outgoing channel. Tt doeshave quite a bit of structure. At leading order at low frequencies,
the rst process that contributes is the creation of a particle hole pair near the Fem i
surface. O bserve how ever that due to the m ixing induced by the boundary, one can either
destroy a soliton and create another one above the sea, or destroy an antisoliton and create
another one above the sea [ . At leading order, one nds, at coincident points :

g3 g3

Ser (1) S P @) p<A>f2=2— 1 E;P(mfp(mf : (6:9)

Observe that Sgr;Sir and S;; are respectively of order 0;2 and 4 in the R-m atrix
elem ents. A dding all the com ponents we nd the low frequency noise of the tunneling

current : 0 1,
. - T2% 1)
Se(!) gzijp @)F = gzj'j@ — oo il o (6:10)
e DA T, °
T his noise reproduces the standard result Sy = g2j—'j at an all voltage, where there is no

tranan itted current. T his noise vanishes at very large voltage, w hen the tunneling current
goes to zero, as :
g9 2G+ (@

Se(! — 3] S ;0 0: 6:11
e (1) 2ij+(O) v (6:11)

1 Due to thism ixing also, it is also possible to destroy a pair of particles close to the Fem i
surface. T his process how ever does not contribute at leading order because the form factors for
destroying a pair+ and a pair + are opposite.
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T he noise for the current running down the sam ple can also be expressed sin ply as :

93 3y g4,

St (1) 2—j? @) (6:12)

Let us stress here that a prord, allthese results hold only for0< g< 1. Asg ! 1,
the threshold for adding an antisoliton vanishes Min ( )= (1 g)V ! 0, so exactly at
g= 1 other processes are In plied In the low frequency physics. In other words, we expect
a priori that

S() _ . . s()

Im —— 6 lm lim ———:
1togt1l g gt1rro 3

(6:13)

Interestingly however, exactly or g = 1 the noise is easy to com pute directly Bd] since
the electrons are non interacting, and one nds the sam e as ) . In that light, )
actually appears very natural since we showed that the low energy excitationsatV & 0
are described by an e ective free ferm ion theory.

Sim ilarly, asg ! 0, the threshold for adding breathers vanishes, and non com m uta—
tivity of the lim its is also a priori expected.

6.2. O ther singularities?

The e ect of thresholds we have discussed for the doubl well problem should be
observable as well in the noise, both for S; g and Sy 1, , lrading to a st singularity of the
form 7! gV j and presum ably other singularities of the sam e formm ! ngV j. As an
exam ple, ket us discuss the singularity at ! = gV . Like In the double well problem , it
arises because the two processes of creation of a pair particle-hole and ofa breather do not
match at ! = !.. For the particle-hole process, the bulk am plitude gets m ultiplied by a
factor P @)F. This isbecause, Hra holk at ; and a partick at ,, the generalam plitude
is :

P (2P (1) Q (20 (1F;

and at leading order close to the threshold, we have , = 1 and ; = A. For the
breather process, the buk am plitude is unchanged since at leading order, the breather
re ection m atrix appears only In the form of tsm odulus square. H ence the singularity is
proportional to

1 o@Ff 3 ovi (6:14)

In addition, other singularitiestake place in Sy g . T his isbecause, beside the processes
of the double well problem , other processes are allowed here, for instance the destruction
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of a pair of particles close to the Fem i surface, as already m entioned earlier. Now this
process can take place provided the frequency ! is an aller than tw ioe them axin um energy
of a hole in the sea, or ! < 2gV . Hence, this process contributes a singularity which is
howeverweakerthan j' 29V J. M ore generally, processes w here 2p particles are destroyed
iIn the sea have a m axinum frequency ! = 2pgV , and should lead to singularities weaker
than §' 2pgV j. Recall that such processes are allowed In the general interacting theory,
In contrast w ith the case g = 1=2 where only pairs can be created by the current, which

In plies that the excess noise In the outgoing channel vanishes for ! > 2gV .

6.3. Com parison with perturdoative results

F inally, we would lke to com pare our results w ith the perturbative approach of [IQ],
1] conceming the noise in the tunneling problm . For the low frequency behaviour, we
agree that there is a singularity ofthe type ! j but the am plitude .1J]) that we nd does
not agree w ith these authors, except forg= 1=2 and g= 1. O bserve that the am plitude
we nd fr the ! jsingularity, while expanding nicely at large  in powers of 79, does
not expand in powers of * at amall . This suggests that the UV perturbation theory
attem pted in [IQ], 3] has a vanishing radius of convergence. In particular, we nd that
the large voltage behaviour of the am plitude goes asV* 479, instead of V4@ 1),

In fact, we can discuss the di erence In m ore details. Indeed, Cham on, Freed and
W en have recently (] cbtained for the noise the expression £4

2
7 (6:15)

St (1) La
29 av
instead of our expression (6.13). It is worthw hile to exam ine the di erence in m ore details.
In []1theDC current in the presence of a voltage was detem ined,
Z A
I=2 s O)P ()3 (6:16)

1

To obtain the di erential conductance, w e take derivative w ith respect toV . T he derivative
of the density can be cbtained from {.7):

r
d+ () g

= ZL( ;A); 6:17
v 5 ( ) 6:17)

2y nfortunately, what is called L. and R here is a bit di erent from the notations adopted in
@], ]. T he di erent noises are how ever sim ply related by linear com binations.
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from which it follow s that

e P@a)f+ L(;M)P () - (6:18)

dI g
2

D e ne a new renom alized re ection m atrix
Paiee ()= P ()] ( NPaiee (9Fd G (6:19)

then (6.19) reads

r
G = gfdﬁf @)F: (620)

Them eaning of this resul is as follow s. Starting w ith a voltage V , one is interested in the
additionalcurrent when V. ! V + V . This current has two origins: one is the shift of the
Fem isea, the other one is the change in populations desp in the Ferm isea. T he shift of

the Ferm i sea adds a num ber of solitons r

N Q|

N=L+(A)A=2£ V: (621)

Ifwe want to w rte the change of current in temm s of those particles only, it has to involre
a dressed re ection m atrix which takes into acoount all what happens deep in the Fem i
sea:
2 —Nj?djff @)F; (622)
\Y% L
which coincides with (6.19) using (6.19). Hence the di erential conductance can be fully
Interpreted In tem s of a new dressed re ection m atrix.

In this lJanguage, the ormula (6.15) reads
|
Sr (1) S-Pas B)F: (623)

The di erence w ith our form ula ) isthus fiilly a di erence in the dressed re ection
m atrix. N aively, based on current com putations, one would have expected (eg by analogy
w ith dissipative quantum m echanics) that (623) would hold. The key point however is
that the dressing of re ection m atrices is not a universal property, but depends on the
quantity under study. For the conductance, the whole of the Femn i sea m atters, and the
renom alized re ection m atrix P 4ir¢ Involves the whole sea aswell. Forthe (T = 0) noise,
the only e ect ofthe sea in P is a phase that disappears in m oduli square. P resum ably,
this is a non perturbative e ect that cannot be seen in the approach of BQ].
Sim ilarly, we disagree on the singularity structure. Except forg = 1=2 we nd that
the noise S¢ (! ) has a singularity at ! = gV -the \quasiparticle sihgularity" —where the
rst derdvative is discontinuous, while the authors of [[J], [[]] argued that this singularity

w as either a g-dependent power law , or was absent.

29



7. Conclusions.

Thispaperisa rst step towardsthe com putation of correlation fiinctions in quantum
In purity problem s in the presence of a voltage and a tem perature. W hile much ram ains
to be done, we think the present results already indicate very interesting features, and
could lead to num erical and experin ental applications. In particular, the presence of a

singularity at ! = gV at T = 0, while probably unobservable experin entally, should lead

ds (!)
da!

in fact at regularly spaced values ! = ngV at nie T (Wwhile presum ably the am plitudes

to a pic in the derivative at nite T. W e also expect that such pics should appear

of these pics will decrease very rapidely with n). The m eaning of the singularities at
T = 0 can be understood in the double wellproblem : ®(!) goingas §' gV ij= 7 3
sim ply m eans that the long tim e behaviour of the soin soin correlator has an oscillatory

eit

2

com ponent

A m ore com plete discussion ofthe low energy excitations, including fiirther justi ca-
tions of 3.4), willbe provided in the fllow ing paper P7], together w ith som e results at
V=0butT > 0.
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A ppendix A . The e ects of the m agnetic eld and voltage

Introduce : Z
1
Lg = —— dx @ ) @y )* : @ 1)
16 g
Let us then de ne 7
hO 0
L 0% =Lg . Q : @ 2)
1



Introducing

2 1 2
He = 2 8 g "+ — @ ) ; A 3)
2 1 8 g
the associated ham iltonian is
Z
H @)= He +L4i %2 + 2gh° (x)dx : @ 4)

1

M ore generally, we can also put a boundary coupling and a boundary eld, de ning
Hg = Sie @45 & @72 @ 5)

and zZ

2.0y _ g 02 0 h
1

T he unconventional nomm alisation is taken to agree w ith the presentation in the bulk of
the text. T he total z-ocom ponent of the spin, which com m utes w ith the ham iltonian, reads
w ith these nomm alizations Z

1

Stotal = 2—g @ + S;: @A .7
1

Hence, when h® = %, (A"9) describbes the eld % coupled to the total spin. O therw ise, a
di erent eld is coupled to the boundary and bulk com ponents ofthis soin. N ow , the tem
linearin in can be elin inated by a unitary transfom ation. Introduce

0% 0
ih
U=exp — x)dx ; A 8)
4 1
then one nds
UH 0;h%U '=H q;h’= 0) L% 09?2 @ 9)

A sa resul, the themm odynam ic properties of the in purity are the sam e w hether there isa
eld coupled to the In purity spin S, only, ora eld coupled to the im purity and another
R

eld coupled to the the com ponent Q¢ , ncluding the particularcase ofa eld coupled

1
to the total spin. T his is sin ilar to the cbservations in B]. To be m ore precise, iIntroduce

Z,h;h%) = Tre # 08); @ 10)
w ith the trace taken in the spin 1=2 representation (where by convention recall we chose

S, = 1). Then one has

z1h;h% ) z1h;h%=0; )
Z = = : Jd1
L h = 0n% =0 Zib= 0;n0= 0; = 0) @)
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In PJ), we checked this relation in the particular case h= I in the rst num erator, since
we found in PJ] that the coe cients of the perturbative expansion in  of the second
ratio n @ 1) coincide exactly w ith the results of TBA calculations for the K ondo m odel
coupled to the totalspin, e the rst ratio n @ IJ).

In @), the g factor is a standard renom alization that can be observed for instance
in the continuum lin it of the XX Z chain regularization PI] of the K ondo m odel 3]. For
convenience, we de ne the soin of a soliton or antisoliton to be é in what follow s.

T he scattering theory description of the soin 1=2 Kondo m odel involves only the
soliton and antisoliton because it is an IR description, and in the IR the boundary soin
is screened. Conservation of the spin then simply translates into the fact that solitons
bounce back into antisolitons.

A coupling %SZ to theboundary spin can also be traded fora tim e dependent boundary
coupling. Indeed, consider for instance the com putation ofZ ; perturbatively in . Atorder
2n, onehasCoulom b gas integrals related w ith a 2D C oulom b gason a circle w ith n positive
and n negative charges altemating. Call = it the in agihary tin e, and suppose an S
term hasbeen inserted at and an S tem at %> . Thee ect ofthe tem %SZ in the
ham itonian @ .§) is to give a weight exp  ( 0 )h to the pair of insertions of S; ;S ,
relative to the weight w ith no insertion. Now from @ .)) we see that every insertion of
S is ocoupled with an insertion ofexp i (0)=2. The e ect of the %SZ tem can thus be
absorbed into a tin edependent phase m ultiplying the vertex operatorsin Hy ,

S ! S e ™, @ 12)

In addition, the tem %SZ gives rise to an overall tem exp h=2, independent of the
order n, that can be absorbed by takingamodi ed trace Tr(:) ! Tr() e%Ss:

The foregoing chain of argum ents generalizes to higher spins In SU (2)q. This is
cbvious or the h’ tetm which is independent of the spin. As or the h tem, it Hllows
sim ply from the fact that insertionsofS change the spin S, by 1, independently of the
representation.

T he properties of correlatorsw ith @ .§) can be analyzed by the sam e sort ofargum ents,
and the various transfom ations easily ollowed on each tem of the correlators.

The rst relevant point for this paper is that, although the dissipative quantum m e-
chanics (anisotropic K ondo) ham iltonian has a eld coupled only to the boundary spin
h= gV , it can be transfom ed, up to a shift of the ground state energy, into a ham it~
tonian where the eld is coupled to the totalspin h®= 5= Vih= = gV,and then easily
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diagonalized by B ethe-ansatz. In the m assless description we are using, the boundary soin

is screened, and only solitons and antisolitons have to be considered, w ith an energy shift
equalto V=2= =2g. Since we are using a scattering approach, the eigenstates are built
as explained at the beginning of section 4 by combining the lft and right (asym ptotic)

eigenstates of the fi1ll line ham iltonian @.J]). T he presence of the in purity does actually

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

Interested In.

T he second point concems the in purity in a Luttinger liquid. Recall, ollow ing R3],
that the boundary sine-G ordon m odel is in fact equivalent to an anisotropic K ondo m odel
w here the boundary spin isde ned in a special, cyclic representation ofSU (2)4 (or, alter-
natively, in a representation of the g-oscillator algebra B3]). W hile these boundary spins
can be \gauged away", let us discuss them a bit m ore. F irst, asym ptotic states are now
characterized by particles and by the value of the renom alized boundary soin. Indeed,
Jet us stress here that the boundary spins that appear In the ham iltonian sy and in the
scattering theory Sgcar di er or two reasons. There is the screening, already m entioned
previously for the K ondo problem , and the m ultiplicative renom alization, which can be
observed by considering the energies w ith a m agnetic eld. One nds Sgeat = é (su 1),
w here the g factor was also m entioned previously.

The m ain use of the boundary spins is to reinstall conservation of the spin. This is
obviouson the ham itonian which looksthen like a higher spin K ondo problem . Thisisalso
obvious In the scattering theory : every tin e a soliton bounces badk as a soliton instead
of an antisoliton, the boundary spin increases its value accordingly. The conservation of
the soin allow s diagonalization of the problem with a voltage. In particular since a pair
R -soliton, S, = % and L-soliton, S, = mT” have the sam e charge and the sam e kinetic
energy, they should have the sam e energy, ie L= .+ %, whereweusedh = gV, an
identity which we m entioned previously. A Iso, in section 4, while the state {6.]) seem ed
to bem ade of particles re ected w ith di erent energies, it ism ore precisely a com bination
of true asym ptotic states that involve also the boundary soin, that allhave the sam e total
soin, and all the sam e energy. T herefore, for the In puriy problem , one startsw ith a tine
dependent temm in the boundary coupling in {LJ). This term is then transform ed Into a

eld h = gV applied to the boundary spin. An additionalterm ocoupled to the com ponent
Ry

1

the total spin. The boundary soin is nally gauged aw ay.

Q. isthen added, and allow s for the use of the Bethe ansatz with a eld coupled to
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T he argum ents of this appendix provide them issing steps in the proofoftheD C noise
fomula (27) of [@]. They also jastify why in PJ]the Bethe ansatz fora eld coupled to the
total spin was used, although the iniialham iltonian had a eld coupled to the boundary
soin only.

Finally, let us stress that, while the double well is a problem in equilbbrium , the
tunneling problem isnot. A s sinple way to see that is to observe that, while we used an
eigenstate of the boundary ham iltonian w ith the R part m ade only of solitons, there are,
thanks to the boundary spin which can absorb all spin (charge) shifts, an in niy of other
boundary states, and averaging over all of them would, for instance, lad to a vanishing
D C current as expected in equilbrium . O ur approach here is fact fully equivalent to the
LandauerB uttiker scattering. In that context, it is also interesting to m ention that the
transform ations previously discussed change the boundary conditions at in nity, which
can be interpreted in temn s of reservoirs. T he latter are In plicitly there in the scattering

approach [7]].
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