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Charging e ects in quantum w ires
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W e Investigate the role of charging e ects in a voltagebiased quantum w ire. Both the nite range ofthe C oulom b interaction
and the long-ranged nature of the Friedel oscillation in ply a nite capacitance, leading to a charging energy. W hile ocbservable
Coulom b blockade e ects are absent for a single In purity, they are crucial if islands are present. For a double barrier, we give
the resonance condition, fully taking into account the charging of the island.

PACS numbers: 72.10.d, 7340Gk

I. NTRODUCTION

O ne-din ensional (1D ) quantum w ires have attracted
m uch Interest lately due to theoretical developm ents and
advanced fabrication techniques. By using a gpoecial
split-gate technolo or cleaved-edge overgrow th 8 high—
quality 1D channels in G aA sA G aA s heterostructures
have recently been fabricated. The typical mean free
path can be ofthe order of10 m , which brings one close
to the possbility of experim entally probing the trans—
port properties of quantum w ires, w ith either none or
only very few in purities. T he m ost prom inent transport
quantity, the conductance, has been theoreti stud-

ied in great det@ﬂﬂ egoecially forthe clean ca orfora
single im purity 5 ow ever, little e ort hasbeen under—
taken so far to revealthe nature of charging e na

quantum w ire. In this paper, we discuss charging e ects
for the sin plest case of a spinless single-channelw ire.

T he In portance ofcharging e ects isestablished by the
m agnitude ofthe charging energy e’=C . To calculate thi
quantity, we utilize standard bosonization m ethod
In conjunction wih our recently developed boundary
condition approachd This form alism allow s for a partic—
ularly sin ple derivation of the capacitance C ofa single
Inpurity in the lin it of strong in purity backscattering
strength. It is intuitively clear that the capacitance w il
to a large degree depend on the interactiop range R of
the C oulom b potentialin the quantum w ireld T herefore,
to describe charging e ects for realistic experim ental se—
tups characterized by a —hie R, we go beyond the strict
Luttinger liquid pictu w hich has zero range, R = 0,
and consider an arbitrary screened Coulomb interaction
potentialU (x  y). It tums out that (at least concem-—
Ing dc properties) charging e ects w ill only be present if
the quantum w ire contains islands form ed by two in pu—
rities. Including the charging contribution, we provide
the resonance condition for resonant tunneling through a
double barrier structure. D ue to the nie charging en—
ergy, we a di erent resonance condition than the one
predi 1 for resonant tunneling In a Luttinger liquid.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. ﬂ,
the boundary condition approach is applied to the case
of a quantum wire w ith arbitrary Coulomb interactions
containing a single im purity. This form alisn is used in
Sec. to com pute the charge screening cloud around a
strong in puriy, from which one can de ne the capaci-
tance C . T he resonance condition for resonant tunneling
through a double barrier is derived i Sec.[IV], and the
additional charging contribution is discussed in detail
F inally, som e conclusions are o ered in Sec. El

IJII.BOUNDARY CONDITION FORM A LISM

We enplby the standard bosonization methodE{D
which holds in the low-energy regin e where only plas—
m ons are well-de ned eigenm odes. T he electron creation
operator can then be written In temm s of plasn on dis—
plcement elds (x) and (x),
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where ! . = v kr isthe bandwidth wWeputh = 1), and
the sum goes over keft-and right-m oving pieces = ).
These elds obey the algebra
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such that = @, constitutes the canonical m om en—
tum for the eld. The non-interacting 1D electron gas
is then described by the bosonized form of the m assless
D irac H am J'Ji:onjaél
H 0= V—F dX
2
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A rbitrary screened Coulomb interactions can be In-—
clided as follows. From Eqg. @), the boson represen—
tation of the density operator is

= Tt g, 0+ cosplext 25 @)l
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T he 2k -oscillatory com ponent com es from interference
of right— Jeft-m overs and is responsble for a Friedel
oscillationtd in a system w ith broken translational nvari-
ance. In the standard expression for the electron-electron
interaction,

Z
1
Hi= > dxdy ®K)U & y) )i @4
the interaction am ong the 2ky parts of and ()
gives rise to electron-electron backscattering H In the fol-

Jow Ing, we assum e that the screened interaction
Z

dk .
> Upexplik ®x y)]
issu ciently longranged such thatU y, isan all. In that
case, backscattering can be neglected. This is of course
not an essential assum ption but sin pli es notation in
the follow ing. In a hom ogeneous w ire, the interaction
between the slow and the 2kr part of averagesout due
to a rapidly oscillating phase factor, ie., due to m om en—
tum oconservation. W e then take into account only the
forw ard scattering contribution,
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T his is the Interaction between the slow com ponents in
Eq. E) .

Next we discuss how to incorporate coupling of the
quantum w ire to extemal reservoirs. Incidentally, it has
becom e quite custom ary to use non-interacting 1D Lut—
tinger ]jqujdsg ed by Eq. @) as a m odel for the
extemal leadsHtd T here is a serious shortcom ing inher—
ent to such a m odelling. If one connects the interact—
Ing wire to 1D non-interacting leads, one e ectively has
an inhom ogeneous interaction potentialU (x;vy). In that
case, the C oulom b interaction between the slow and the
2kg partsof doesnot necessarily average to zero since
m om entum is not conserved anym ore. In fact, if the In—
teractions are sw itched o on a lengthscale 1=ky , we ob—
tain from Eqg. @) e ective potential scatterers at the
boundaries of the w ire of lJarge backscattering strength,

Hence, from am icroscopic point ofview , transport would
practically be suppressed with such lads. This addi-
tionalinteraction term hasbeen disregarded in R efs.E,
but it ispresent in a quantum w ire connected to 1D non-—
Interacting leads.

These di culties are avoided by the boundary condi-
tion approach of Ref.|4. The reservoirs inject currents
at both ends of the w ire. In the sgirit of Landauer’s ap—
proach fornon-interacting system std the in ection ofcur-
rents can be described by Som m erfeld-type radiation con—
ditions. Coupling to extemal reservoirs held at a chem
calpotentialdi erence = eU oy ladsto the boundary
conditions

h ! 1;ti= engx=2p_vF
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T hese conditions have to be in posed at both ends of the
quantum w ire, ie., faraway from all In purities but still
nside the quantum w ire such that bosonization ism ean—
ngfil, and for all tin es t. In general, the e ects of an

applied voltage cannot be captured by adding new tem s
to the Ham iltonian. The boundary condition approach
holds for arbitrary Coulomb interaction potentials and

allow s for arbitrary arrangem ents of in purities inside the
quantum w ire. Sinhce we are not directly concemed w ith

conductance calculations in the follow Ing, we use for sin -
plicity the T = 0 in aghary-tin e omm alisn , where the
equivalent conditions
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are mmposed. Here we have picked the tine =
convention.

W e rst discuss the case of a single in purity located
at x = 0, and consider the generating fiinctional

0 by

P —
Z (x0;8) = hexpl  is x; = 0)li:

One can form ally solve for Z by using the auxiliary eld
q( )= 2~ (0; ), where the constraint is enforced by
a Lagrangemultiplier eld ( ). The resulting e ective
action is
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where V denotes the in purity backscattering strength.
The action is now quadratic n the part, which there-
fore can be integrated out by solving the classicalE uler—
Lagrangeequation. T hishasto be done underthebound—-
ary condition @).

Analogous to the zerorange Luttinger liquid case
treated in Ref. E, this can be achieved by decom posing

elds into hom ogenecus and particularparts, = n+

and = g+ .Theparticularsolution , hastofal 1l
Eqg. @) and the EulerLagrange equation
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A solution subct to Eq. @) requiresa -independent
p- W em ake the ansatz
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where @;f x) ! Oas kj! 1 fHrthe -independent

function f x).
Sw itching to Fourier space, one nds from Egs. @)
and £4)

e 1+ U= v) RO+ U= w)f @9
Vr
p_,

= (2 =w) p:

The k = 0 com ponent ofE(q. @) determ ines the quan—

tity * in temn s of the zero mode [ of the Lagrange
muliplier,
P j-e, .
I 2 g2 *

Here we have introduced the usual dim ensionless Lut-
tinger liquid param eter g as Enﬁsure of the Porward
scattering interaction st_tength? {

1=? = 1+ Up= W

T henon-interacting 1im it isg= 1, and for repulsive inter—
actions, one has g < 1. Naturally, a screened interaction
is characterized by g and the range R (and possbly by
other param eters). For R = 0, the k € 0 com ponents of
Eqg. @) vanish identically, and f (x) stays constant. In
the general niterange case, we have from Eq. @) the
sinple result
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which apparently vanishes for the zero-range case where
Ux = Uy orallk. Here, the plasm on frequency is
P
'y=w k] 1+ U= w : 241)
T he hom ogeneous solution (forU.x = 0 boundary con—
dition) is easily expressed In tem s of the boson propa—
gators

F&;!)=w W; 212)
12412
such that
Z
iAo,
hn&®; )= P= 2—e' [n(WF x;!) sF x 3%;!)]:

Inserting ,, +  back into the action, one observes that
n @ppears only in quadratic form and can therefore be

Integrated out inm ediately. A fter som e algebra, one -
nally arrives at

P, | ol
Z(x;s) =W x)° & 90&0exp s 2—’q(! %
2.13)
T he envelope function W (x) is given by
W ()= exp Tarmh Ton o,
2 F (0;!)

R
and the average over g(!) = 2 ) ' d! g( )exp@d! )
has to be carried out using the action
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In principle, ' is a uctuating quantity: One has to

average over it, because it is the zero-m ode of the La-—

grange m utip i eld. Ttsphysicalm eaning is the our-
term nalvoltagel In the case of strong in purities consid—
ered here, /' is therefore just equal to the two-tem nal

voltage Ugy. In the follow ing, we restrict ourselves to
the strong—in puriy lim i where charginge ectsarem ost
pronounced, and put / = Ugg.

III. M PURITY SCREENING PROFILE AND
CAPACITANCE

Let us now analyze the expectation va]u%of the slow
com ponent of the density, (&) = hH, i= It can
be obtained by suitable di erentiation of the generating
finctional £13), with the resul o &) = @ p &;0)=
since the tributions from the hom ogeneous solition
canceloutH Therefore, Eq. @) yields

eUe

% 1
sgn (x) + p—= @ f (x) : 3.0)

0 X) = 2w

T he Fourder transform of f x) isgiven n Eq. ) . The
uniform contribution sgn () is due to charging of the
large shunt capaciances between the quantum w ire and
them etallic (screening and con ning) gates, and the cor-
responding charge on the Inpuriy, Qs = Le?Ue=4 W ,
scales w ith the total length L of the w ire. T he cbserva-
tion of dc charging e ects for a single Im purity is =
dered i possbl by this m acroscopically large charge
Thiscan alsob ow n by com puting the current-volage
characteristics

The rem aining part in Eq. @) can now be em ployed
to provide a m icroscopic de nition of the capacitance C
of a strong mpurity in a quantugnl wire. Since f (x !

1)=0,wehavewithQ = e, dx[ &) ( x)F2



thesimpleresukCq= Q=Uey = ef (O)=p_
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T here is also a contrdbution C i, due to the Friedeloscik-
lation, ie., the 2k com ponent of i Eq. @). W hile
the niterange capaciance C g vanishes for the usual
zerorange Luttinger liquid, Cyx, is nite even orR = 0
unless one is in the non-interacting lim it g= 1. The re—
sult for Cyx, can be found in Ref.@. In total, since the
charges sin ply add up, the capaciance is then given by
C = Cg+ Cy, . For the rather longranged interactions
typically present In quantum w ires, kg R 1, the slow
com ponent w ill dom inate, C & Coxyp -

To give a concrete exam ple, we consider the partic—
ularly simpl form of an exponential interaction w ith

din ensionless foyward scattering strength u = Up= w
such thatg= 1= 1+ u,
Uk v)=——ep( ¥ yFR); G= —"_
x = i = i
Yy oR exp X YF 1+ RK)?
(33)

which allow s for explicit analytical calculations. The full
density pro ke is found from Egs. ) and @),

€U ex
2 Vr
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0 X) =

such that the In purity charge at x = 0 is exponentially
screened on a scale gR . The niterange capaciance is

easily found from Eq. ) as
e’uR
Cq= : (34)
2w 1l+u

Interestingly, the capaciance is proportional to the in—
teraction range, C g R . This behavior follows Inm e—
diately from sin ple din ensional scaling if the Coulomb
Interaction depends only on k¥  yFR . Furthem ore, Cq
Increasesm onotonously (but not linearly) with Coulomb
Interaction strength u.

From Egs. lm ) and ), one can also evaluate the
boson propagators in closed form forthe interaction E) .
The lengthy result can be sinpli ed In two im portant
Im its. For 3 3w =R, the Luttinger liquid result

F ;1) = ;%j@@[ ! x=¢ ] 35)

is recovered. On the other hand, for 7 j vr =R, one

nds the non-interacting resul, ie., Eq. )wihg= 1.
Apparently there is a new energy scale vy =R associated
w ith the interaction range. For frequencies sm all com —
pared to this scale, the electrons basically see a zero-—
range (Luttinger liquid) interaction, w hile for frequencies
larger than v =R , the non-interacting behavior is found.

In that case the electrons are too fast to see each other
via the niterange Coulomb interaction.

The Friedel oscilhtion can be evaliated from
Eq. €14), shce W (x) directly detem fpes the Ugy = 0
Friedel oscillation for a strong scatterer,

hok ®)i= (= W &)shPkrx]:
Splitting up the frequency integration in Eq. ) into
J i< w=R and J j> w =R, and using the respective
boson propagators, one nds that approxin ately

ZkF X

W 4 _—
&) 1+ 2x=R

L+ 2gx=R) ¢

For x R, this reproduces the Luttinger liquid re—
sul, nam ely an algebraic decay of the Friedel oscilla—
tion x 9. On the other hand, there is a crossover
to the faster non-interacting law for x R, where the
Friedel oscillation decays as 1=x. W e note that for a
weak In purity, the situation ism ore com plex since there
is a com peting In uence trying tq slow down the Friedel
oscillation close to the in purity

A sim ilarbehavior chara izes the conductance. T he
Luttinger liquid pow er law are observed only on en-—
ergy scales an all com pared to v =R, while one has the
non-interacting behavior for larger energy scales.

Finally, ket us comment on the case of an unscreened
Interaction of the form

& 2¢?
V)= P———= i Ux= — hkd]:
® yr+ &

U x
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Here, isthe dielectric constant and d denotes the w idth
of the wire (kd 1). The capacitance can be ob-—
tained from Eqg. ) . Since the Interactions are strong,

Eqg. @)canbesjmpliedto
Z 4.
& Ttk nR=d]
CﬁC: 2 —2 + — H
Ve 1-r K Inkd]

where a nite Interaction rangeR allow s for a controlled
evaluation ofC . T he Integration yields

e2
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T herefore C g diverges R=InR asR ! 1 foran un-
screened Coulomb Interaction. T his underlines the cru—
cialin portance of charging e ects in quantum, w iresw ith
a longranged 1=k yjCoulomb potentialtd Tt is note-
worthy that due to the R=InR dependence of the capac-
itance ), the charge Q s disappears in the unscreened
case: The interaction range R becom es larger than the
length ofthe quantum w ire only in the absence of screen—
ng gates.



IV.DOUBLE BARRIER

T he capacitance C and hence Coulom b blockadee ects
can be experim entally observed once islands are present
n the quantunggge. The sinplest case is given by a
double barrier W e consider two strong in purities
located at x = d=2, take an in nitesin al two-tem inal
voltage Ugy and com pute the resonance condition as a
function of the gate voltage ' ¢ coupling to the island
charge. N aturally, such a set-up m ight be di cult to re-
alize experim entally. Nevertheless, the calculations for
thism odel show how one can cbserve charging e ects in
principle. T he great m erit of such a set-up is that ther-
m odynam ic calculations su ce to detem ine the location
of the resonancestd Since the large barriers con ne the
charge on the island to som e integer value n, the reso-
nance condition at T = 0 issinply E h) = E 1),
whereE (n) is the energy ofthe totalsystem w ith charge
ne on the island.

Westart from H = Ho+ Hi+ Hg + Hg, where Hg
describes the in purities and H ¢ the coupling to the gate
voltage ' ¢,

( d=2>?_ :

Since the gate voltage couples to the island charge capac—
itively, there isno need to resort to a boundary condition
and one can use the standard temm H ¢ . Furthem ore, we
assum e that the in purities are strong enough to pin the
plasn on digplacem ent elds to the m inim a of the cosine,
such that the eldsQ ( ) and N ( ) de ned by

Hg = €e'¢ [ @=2)

( a=2)E~
a2k~

Q
N

[ @=2)+
[ ©=2) (

becom e discrete. Neglecting the Friedel oscillation, the
chargeon the island isn = kg d+ N ,whikQ isassociated
w ith transport through the island.

Enforcinhg thede nitionsofQ and N by Lagrangem ul-
tiplier elds, one can proceed as before. Inserting the
solution of the Eulerdagrange equation into the action
and Integrating—-put the Lagrange m ultipliers yields the
e ective action

Z

o g Nemw ! Qe 1)
2 2 ZF(O;!) F@!) FO;!)+F @;!)
+e' g d N ():

Themode N isgapped whilke Q isungapped and hence
irrelevant with respect to charging e ects. The low-—
frequency sector can therefore be described by an e ec—
tive energy

EN)=N’=2A+ e gN ;

w here we have Introduced the quantity A =
F d;0)F 2 whose explicit orm is

F 0;0)

Z
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Z
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The st part is the renom alized level spacing derived
n Refs.ﬁ,@, w hile the second part is an additional con—
trbbution due to the charging energy. The condition
EN)=E®N 1) then directly yields the spacing of
subsequent values of ' ¢ where one has a resonance,
e’ g =1 : “42)

For interaction range R d, the coskd] n Eq. @)
does not contribute, and one recovers the single-im purity
capacitance C g de ned in Eq. ). Taking into account
also the Friedeloscillation contrdbution C k. , onehasthe
resonance condition in a particularly sin ple fom ,
d 2¢ 1

+ —
Vg e?

“3)

Rem arkably, the capacitance w ill decrease the spacing

" ¢, and therefore [ is sm aller than predicted for
the zero-range m odelE At rst sight, this m ight ap-
pear counter-intuitive because charging e ects suppos—
edly increase the spacingkd However, sihoe A is always
din inuished by repulsive interactions, see Eq. {@.), in—
teractions per se will always enhance the spacing ’ ¢ .
The factor? in Eq. §.) tends to increase ¢ ,whika

nite capacitance C decreasesthe spacing again. In total,
how ever, one is still left with an enhanced spacing com —
pared to the resonant-tunneling valuee ’ ¢ = w=d
of a non-interacting wire. As a sinple exampl, we
consider Eq. @) for the exponential interaction po-—
tential §3) lading to the capacitance §4). In that
case, Eq. ) becom es w ith the dim ensionless interac—
tion strength u= Up= w

ve 1L+ u)
= —p— :
¢ d+ Ru= 1+ u

For a given interaction range R, Increasing the interac—
tion strength u willalways lead to a larger spacinge ’ ¢
com pared to the valie w =d arisihg from the bare level
spacing of the island. On the other hand, for given u,
Increasing R decreases ' ¢ for the reasons discussed
above.

V.CONCLUSION S

In this paper, we have em ployed the boundary con-—
dition form alisn to investigate charging e ects in one-
din ensional quantum w ires. Here, charging e ects have
tw o distinct origins: (i) The nite range of the screened
Coulomb interaction potential, and (i) the long-ranged
nature ofthe Friedeloscillation in a Luttinger Iiquid. T he



full density pro le around an in purity In the presence
of extemal voltage sources can be com puted using the
bosonization m ethod under appropiate boundary condi-
tions. Using that resul, one can infer the valie of the
capacitance of the In purity. W hile this capacitance and
hence charging e ects do not seem to have consequences
for dc transport properties in the case of a sihglk in pu—
rity, the condition for resonant tunneling through a dou—
ble barrier ism odi ed com pared to previous estim ates if
charging is properly taken into account.
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