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Conductance of a quantum w ire: Landauer’s approach versus K ubo form ula
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T he transport In a pure onedin ensional quantum w ire is
investigated for any range of interactions. F irst, the wire is
connected to m easuring lads. The transm ission of an nci-
dent electron is found to be perfect, and the conductance is
not renom alized by the interactions. E ither Landauer’s ap—
proach or Kubo form ula can be used as long as the reservoirs
in pose the boundary conditions. Second, the Kubo formula
as a response to the local eld is reconsidered in a generic
Luttinger liquid: the \intrinsic" conductance thus obtained is
determm ined by the sam e com bination of interaction param e-
ters as that which renom alizes the current.
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Any reliable study ofa system ofelectrons should con—
sider their interactions. This challenging obstack has
been successfully crossed In one din ension, giving rise
to the so called Tom onaga{Luttinger liquid (TLL)H The
latter is characterized by ocollective m odes, propagat—
Ing wih di erent soin and charge velocitiesl In earlier
works, the restriction to one din ension was viewed as
a step tow ards understanding the physics of quasione—
din ensional or higher dim ensional system s. ITn particu—
lar, the conductance of a one-din ensional ballistic w ire
was computed as a formal quaﬁﬁty, and found to be
renom alized by the interactions
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g= h K ’ ( )
where K depends on the m icroscopicm odel, and K = 1
In the absence of interactions. Recently, it has becom e
possble to fabricate ballistic quantum w i but the pre—
diction ﬂ) has not yet been observed. O ne has to recon-—
sider the theory by taking the physical reality of these
new systam s into acoount, particularly the way the con—
ductance ism easured. A step wasm ade towardsthis ain
by connecting an interacting w ire to perfect noninteract-
Ing one-din ensional lkads#’ those are intended to sin u—
late the propagating m ode through the two-din ensional
Fem i gas where the quantum w ire opens. The rok of
the reservoirs is accounted for by ux they inct,
In the spirit of Landauer’s approachl. In the presence
of short range interactions, an incident ux is perfectly
tranamn itted H A coording to LandauerB uttjﬁgt’s formula
relating the conductance to the ﬂsm issiont (extended
rigorously to the interacting w irdell), the conductance of
the w ire is

g= ——: @)

T he purpose ofthispaper istwofold. F irst, we general-
ize the above result to long-range Interactionsby restrict—
Ing screening to the interactionsbetw een electrons in the
w ire and those In the leads. T he second part is a discus—
sion of recent works w here the result @) is derived w ith-
out reference to m easuring leads, either by ng
Landauer’s spirit’td or using the K ubo form ula ys
Ing the latter, we w illshow in a straightforward way that
the conductance of a w ire w thout reservoirs is actually
given by
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g = h Vi ’ ( )
w here u denotes charge velocity. O ne can seethatEq. ﬁ)
denti esw ith Eq. ) only in the case where uK = v,
ie. when the current is not renom alized by the interac—
tions. E quation E) ism ore attractive than Eq.@) since
it is Independent on the interactions for system s w ith
full G alilean) translationalinvariance. B esides, contrary
to Eq.), it conciliates the conductance of an isolated
w irew ith its sensitivity to bound conditions expressed
through the charge sti ness ukK This sam e com bina—
tion w ill give the conductance ifwe adopt the hypothesis
ofRef. E .

A common usefiil tool to discuss those issues is the
equation ofm otion. O ne can ignore soin, which can be
accounted for by a factor 2 in Eq.ﬁ) because the trans-
port is detem ined by the charge degrees of freedom .
C onsider a general interaction H am iltonian:
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The dens:lty tot
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quadratic form
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sboth a Iong wavelength part and
The Ham iltonian can be cast in the
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provided U varies anoothly on the scale =kp and

dyU (x;v) (x vy cos@kry) = F, x) converges for
any n Then ux) and K (x) are renom alized from
their ngninteracting value (v ;1) by the backscattering
pro uX)=K ®X) = W + F, xX). ButukK = w 1is
not renomm alized contrary to Refs. m and [I7]. Nev-
ertheless, we keep uK , since it can be renom alized by
other irrelevant processes such as the um klapp process
or electron-phonon coupling, etc.... IfU is short range,
it can be absorbed in u=K , but could also a ect uK if
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Interactions betw een electronsw ith the sam e or di erent
velocities are distinguished. j and can be expressed in
tem of the density for right and left m oving electrons
+; where = , + and j= uK ( 4+ ). They
cbey the com m utation mule [ &); )1= i%°& vy),where
is the D irac function, thus

Legre, oo, ©)
uK t] X @ .

U sing the expression ofH In Eq.@) one gets:
Z

st
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x — He ;80 =0 (6
uK @K(X)+ yit (6)

Finally, using the continuiy equation, one can express
this equation In term of j or alone.

Before considering the e ect of the extemal leads, ket
us recallbrie y the conductivity ofan in nie wire w ith
Iong range Interactions, U (x;y) = 1=k y3J The diver—
gence at short separation is usually cuto by a con ne-
ment length 1. An extemal eld form s a source term on
the right{hand{side of Eq. {§) which gives a straightfor-
ward way to recover the conductivity. T he conductance
decreases w ith the w ire length L,
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up to some c:onstantsﬂB Suppose that the w ire is now
perfectly connected to noninteracting leads whose elec—
trons do not interact wih those in the wire. For in-
stance, U (x;y) = f&)f )=k yj wih f decreasing
an oothly to zero on the lads. Consider a right-going

ux wih density + infcted by the left reservoir in the
kft lead. Choosing an arbirary point x, on the lat-
ter and the tim e the ux reaches x; as the nitialtime,
wehaveh ;t= 0)i= hjx;t= 0)i=w% = + & 3).
T he stationary 1im it oqu.@) once Fourder transform ed,
yields the uniform iy of

Z
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T he second term on the left hand side vanishes in thenon-
Interacting leads, thus the density is the sam e on both
lads and is equalto .+ . Thus the tranam ission of an
Incident ux is perfect, as a consequence of the current
unifom iy. It hasto be em phasized that no constraint on
the w ire length L isneeded, apart from the fact that the
dclmitmeans !L 1. Note that the zero m ode corre—
soonding to the num ber of electrons operates n Eg. E) :
the systam can exchange electrons w ith the reservoirs.

W e now consider the conductance. A rst altemative
is to continue w ith Landauer’s approach, but this deals
m ainly with noninteracting system sl T he tranan ission
is a function ofthe energy that has to be conserved dur-
iIng traversal. This is clearly not the case In our inter-
acting wire. Nevertheless, it helps us to know that the
tranam ission is perfect. Each reservoir incts electrons

at energies up to is electrochem ical potential, giving a
current

Z
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where R or L denote the right or kft reservoir. The
cancelation between density and velocity in the one di-
m ensional leads is used to get Eq. E). O f course, n
a stationary regin e, the electrons are continuously in-—
fcted. Since the tranam ission is perfect, the net current
is
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j= 3

Thisresultholdsatany nitetem peraturem uch lessthan

r and 1 . Thusthe conductance is given by Eq.g) and
is independent from Interactions. T he derivation of this
result supposes in plicitly that g ; can be inposed in—
dependently on the current, and that the electrostatic
potential Vg ;, (or m ore precisely Vi, discussed la
varies as g, varies. In general, V and are di erent:
V shifts the bottom band, and its variation generates an
electric eld. ocontrolsthe 1ling, and is variation gen—
erates the analogue of a di usive force that would act
even ifthe electrons had no charge.V and follow each
other w herever charge neutrality is en , and this is
generally the case in \good" reservoirsl’l That is why
we can also get a m icroscopic derivation of Landauer’s
formu T he reservoirs can be m odeled by the elec—
trostatic potential Vg ;Vi, they in pose instead ofthe ux
they nfct. The latteraredetem ned by z; 1 Eq.@)],
but the stationary current in the presence of an electric

eld depends also on Vg Vv, = =R . The same
G reen’s function associated w ith Eq. @) determ ines the
tin e evolution for either a source temm (theelectric eld)
or an initial condition (the infcted ux) Then a dy-
nam ic relation Between transport and tranam ission can
also be derived H If another m odel is considered by n-—
cluding Interactions in the leads w ith param eters u; ;K 1
di erent from vy ;1, such a relation has an additional
factor u;K ;. On the other hand, Eqg. @) contains now
the sam e prefactor due to the renom alization ofthe cur-
rent In the leads. Thus both the m icroscopic and the
phenom enological argum ent give the sam e conductance
uK 1=+ . But one has to suppose Inplicitly that the
electrons ingcted by the reservoirs in interacting leads
are not re ected back. T his isnot usually required: only
a nonre ective absorption by the reservoirs is In portant.
T hus a better description ofthe interface isneeded ifone
considers interacting leads.

Let usnow discuss other related works. A sim ilay con—
cept to the one we used follow ing Landauer’s sijdIE was
exploited in Ref. [§, but without including ads. This
am ounts to take u; = u, K1 = K, thus the conduc-
tance isnow u;K 1= = uK =w , generalizing Ref.ﬁ to
the case where the current is renom alized by the inter-
actions. A s discussed shortly before, this supposes the



electrons are ngcted Inm ediately in the wire w ithout
re ections. If one ingcts a right-going ux Inside a w ire
w ith short-range In ions, the fraction (1 K )=2 is
Inm ediately re ected td The lads are often introduced
because i would be di culk to de ne and to nd the
tranan ission directly between real reservoirs.

O ther works clain ed to recoverEq. @) w ithout using
leads. T Refs. [L[Ld, the potential for right- and left{
going electrons was introduced as the conjugate variable
to their density

+; = 7 (ll)

thus . = jusihg Eq. @). Tt is not clar why
these nom inal potentials should coincide w ith those in
the reservoirs that would have to acocom m odate the in-
teractions in the w ire. In Ref.@, it w as invoked that this
must be so for the stationary state to be stable. Nev-
ertheless, the right (left) {going electrons through the
structure are not only those com ing from the eft (right)
reservoir, but also those generated by the re ections on
the w ire. It is not even granted that they have any de—

ned chem ical potential or an equilbriim distrdoution.
O ne has to prove the perfect tranam ission through the
pure TLL for the potential of the right{ or keft{going
carriers to ncide w ith these of the reservoirs. &t was
shown befo that the change in J'nte_[ﬁﬁs does not
cause re ections. Another serdes ofwork also recov—
ered the result @) w ithout reference to the leads or to
the reservoirs, but by com puting the response to the local
electrostatic potential Vi,.. In the second part we give
our contrbution to this problem, st on the technical
Jevel, than on the conceptualone.

Tt wasem phasized in Ref.@ thattheK ubo form ula has
to be used with respect to the local potential verifying:
Vie= V+ ,whereV isthe external potential and
isthe Laplacian in the three{dim ensional space. If the
w ire is isolated, the Integration of this equation gives
exactly a kemel fogn ed by the ong-range interactions:
Vie () = V (x) + )= vyJj where the Integral is
restricted to the w ire. In general, there are reservoirs and
m etallic gates around, so that one has to sole an overall
electrostatic problem . N ote that this would enlighten us
on the partially screened InteractionsU (x;y) In Eq. @) .

A generalway to express the localpotential is then

@H int
@ &)’

where H i+ is fhe interaction H am iltonian, including ex—

Viee X) = 12)

temalcharges V. It iseasy to see that
QH int QH
= — ; 13)
e e

w here the second term com es from the fiinctionalderiva—
tive of the kinetic H am iltonian. By the way, this expres—
sion show sthe di erence betw een the electrostatic poten—
tial {1J) and the electrochem icalpotential (L)) taken as

an average of , and

+ T @H —
= - = = e
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T his illustrates the fact that and Vi, deviate w herever
charge neutrality is broken. Let us now com pute the
regoonse to Vi, . Com paring the equations E) and E),
we see Inm ediately that the latter is equivalent to

1 2

—J+ w @ J=

uK il Eyei

(14)
where we used the continuity equation to elin inate the
density. This is an analogue to the equation of response
to the extermal eld in a system w ih short{range inter—
actions param etrized by u’K °:

12 u?
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Com paring Eq. @) wih Eqg. @),onegets
r__
0 uk u’®
K= —=—: 16)
Vg Vg

T his derivation used the long-w avelength part ofthe den-
sity, which can be expressed through a boson eld
= & . Indeed, one can retrace the sam e steps by
using the totaldensity o+ both in the de nition of the
Ical potential (1) and in the interaction Ham ilonian
kept in s initial om . Then Eq. {4) acquires an addi
tionaltem : Vio sin 2 ( kr X). This adds nonlinear de—
pendence of the conductance on Vi, Rkr ) (even though
this point needs m ore care). Thus the linear response
to E 1 In the presence of interactions w ith any range
is given by the extermal response of a wire w ith short—
range interactions param etrized by u%K °. N ote that the
backscattering process would a ect K ° if it was not ac—
%m for in the de nition of the Iocal potential, Eq.
)
Consider rst the case where the product uK is uniform
all over the system , which is, for instance, the case In
a hom ogeneous wire. Then, Eq. @) becom es a simple
w ave equation whose solution yields
Z
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It is worth inferring the frequency-dependent conduc—
tivity in response to the local ed i! %(') = uk ®=
uK . Thus in the particular case of short—range inter-
actions, the D rude peak height is not m odi ed by the
selfconsistency of the potential. In o to nd the
conductance, we take the zero-frequen Iim it of Eqg.

-
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wih g° = @e?=h)K° Eq. @)] once the charge and
P lanck’s constant restored. In a G alilan invariant
system , uK = vFaHe gO thus does not depend on the
J'nteractjonsEE In general, this is not true in the con—
tinuum lin it of lattice system s. W e get the dom inant
e ect of irrelevant um klapp proce: or electron-phonon
Interactionsby in fcting the renom alized charge sti ness
found respectively in Ref.pJ orRef.pd n Eq. @). m
the latter case, we can go beyond the results ofR ef.@.
In the sam e way, one gets the e ect on the conductance
uK =vx obtained if one adopts the hypothesis ofRef. E .

IfuK isnot uniform over the w ire, one has to solve a
w ave equation ) w ith space-dependent param eters to

nd the response to E 1. In the geom etry wih leads,

this again yields a conductance g° = 2e?=h determ ined
by K® = 1 of the leads. The stationary current de—
pendsonly on the asym ptotic values of the potentialthat
are not a ected by the interactions absent on the leads:
Vie( 1 )=V ( 1). Note that this holds also in the
presence of m purities. But the altemative response is
m odi ed if selfconsistency is taken into account. It is
trivialifukK = w in thewire: Eq. @) corresponds to
the ac response of a noninteracting system .

Let usnow discuss som e conocgptualproblem s. In Ref.
E, it is argued that the disspation is determm ined by
the Iocal eld.This is sensible, but the experin ents usu—
ally do not have access to the dissipative conductance. Tt
would be possible to In pose the current then m easure the
potentialdrop nearthew ire. iswould yield an in rﬁ
conductance of the pure w irell Indeed, Apel and R
suggested a sin ilar fourprobe m easurem ent forthe TLL
(which tums out to be not w de ned due to a forgot—
ten temm in the potentialdroptd) . Even in a m ultiprobe
m easuram ent, the possble invasive e ect ofa localpoten—
tialprob dsto use the potentialvalues in posed by the
reservoirdl that detem ine alone the linear dc response.
O ne has to worry about the selfconsistent e]chgrgno
cases: the nonlinear regin e or the ac transport In
aTLL,Eq. @)wjthﬂlee]ectx:ic edE asa so term
show s that the current is exactly lnear in EUE!E The
nonlinearity appears if one considers thz 2ky m om entum
com ponent, coupling between plagn ondH or backscatter—
Ing by in puritiesfl C onceming the ac regin €, our analy—
sis yields the dynam ic conductivity as a response to the
Iocal eld. Neverthelkss, the ac response ism ore sensiti
to experin ental setup details and to capacitive e ects,
and a m ore realistic m odel is required.

To summ arize, we connect an interacting quantum
w ire to noninteracting leads in order to sin ulate the role
of the reservoirs. The interactions can be of any range
but have to be screened between the leads and the wire
and to conserve m om entum . T he linear dc conductance
does not depend on the interactions g = 2e’=h. W e can
either adopt Landauer’s spirit (the reservoirs ingct elec—
trons that tum out to be perfectly tranam itted) or we
can Include In the Ham itonian the e ect of an exter-
nal electrostatic potential whose asym ptotic valies are
again In posed by the reservoirs. In both alematives,

one does not have to know the eld distribution through
the structure, only the boundary conditions im posed by
the reservoirsplay a role. If case those are not xed, the
resoonse to the localelectrostatic potential is considered
r general interactions. T his yields a dc conductance g°
that depends on the charge sti ness, thus restricting the
validity of the universal value 2e¢’=h clained in recent
works to the situation where the current isnot renom at
ized.
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