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Yu-Liang Liu

M ax-Planck-Institutf�ur Physik Kom plexer System e,Bayreuther Str.40,D-01187 Dresden,

Germ any

Abstract

W estudya�nitequantum wireconnected toexternalleads,and show that

the conductance ofthe system signi�cantly dependsupon the length ofthe

quantum wireand theposition oftheim purity in it.Foravery long quantum

wire and the im purity far away from its two ends,the conductance has the

sam e behavior as that for an in�nity quantum wire above som e very little

energy scale. However,for a very short quantum wire,the conductance is

independentoftheelectron-electron interactionsin itand closing to e2=(2��h)

in a higher tem perature range. W hile, in a lower tem perature range, the

conductance showsthe sam eproperty asthatforan in�nity quantum wire.
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Recently, considerable e�orts have been directed towards the study ofthe transport

property ofone-dim ensional(1D) Tom onaga-Luttinger(TL) liquids [1{20]. For an in�nity

im purity-free quantum wire,the conductance isbelieved to be ge2=(2��h)perspin orienta-

tion,where g is a dim ensionless coupling strength param eter ofthe conduction electrons.

Fornon-interacting electrons,g = 1. Forrepulsive interaction ofthe conduction electrons,

g < 1,and the conductance isreduced. However,fora �nite im purity-free quantum wire

connected leads(reservoirs)which arecharacterized by Ferm iliquid,theconductanceisbe-

lieved to bee2=(2��h)which isindependentoftheinteractionsin thequantum wire[16{20],

this surprising result derives from the boundary conditions between the TL liquid in the

wire and the Ferm iliquid in the leads at the ends ofthe wire. A recent experim ent on

a longerGaAs high-m obility quantum wires[10]showsthatfora highertem perature,the

conductance isvery close to e2=(2��h),butfora lowertem perature,the conductance hasa

power-law tem peraturedependence behavior,which isbelieved to beinduced by theim pu-

rity scattering in thequantum wires.Therefore,thisexperim entreally revealsthephysical

property ofa�nitequantum wirewith im purity scattering.W hile,itiswell-known thatthe

backward scattering oftheconduction electronsinduced by theim purity isrelevantin ter-

m inology ofrenorm alization group,theperturbation m ethodsm ay failfortreatingthiskind

ofsystem ,som eresultsobtained by perturbation m ethodsarenotreliable.In Ref.[15],by

using bosonization m ethod and unitary transform ation,we can exactly treatthe backward

scattering oftheconduction electronsand clearly show thatthebackward scattering signif-

icantly changesthecorrelation exponentsoftheconduction electrons.Itisvery di�cultto

obtain thesecorrelation exponentsby theperturbation m ethods.In presentLetter,encour-

aged by theexactsolution ofsinglequantum im purity scattering in TL-liquid,westudy the

conductance ofa �nite quantum wire connected to reservoirs. In contrastwith an in�nite

quantum wire,itshowssom edi�erentbehaviors.Theconductancedrastically dependsupon

thelength ofthequantum wireand theposition oftheim purity.Fora very long quantum

wire,generally,itshowsthesam ebehaviorasthatforan in�nity quantum wireabovesom e

very little energy scale.Fora very shortquantum wire,theconductance isindependentof
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theelectron-electron interactionsin thequantum wirein a highertem peraturerange,while

itstem perature dependence hasthe sam e form asthatforthe in�nity quantum wire in a

lowertem peraturerange.

TheHam iltonian describing the1D TL-liquid isgenerally given by

H 0 = � i�hvF

Z L� a

� a

dx[ +

R (x)@x R (x)�  
+

L (x)@x L(x)] (1)

H I =
V

2

Z L� a

� a

dx(�R (x)+ �L(x))
2 (2)

H im = V2kF [ 
+

R (0) L(0)+  
+

L (0) R (0)] (3)

where R (x)( 
+

R (x))isthe�eld operatorofferm ionsthatpropagateto therightwith wave

vectors � +kF , L(x)( 
+

L (x))isthe �eld operatorofleftpropagating ferm ionswith wave

vectors� � kF ;�R (L)(x)=  
+

R (L)
(x) R (L)(x)aretheelectron densityoperators;thespectrum

oftheelectronsislinearized neartheFerm ipointsand vF istheFerm ivelocity;V describes

density-density interaction with m om entum transferring m uch sm aller than kF . V2kF =

V (k = 2kF ) is the backward scattering potentialof an im purity residing at x = 0 on

the conduction electrons,forsim plicity,we have om itted the forward scattering potential

because ithaslessin
uence on theconductance.L isthelength ofthequantum wire,and

0 < a � L=2. Forsim plicity,the reservoirs are assum ed to be described by free electron

system s.

In thepreviousbosonization treatm entoftheHam iltonians(1),(2)and (3),onedirectly

substitutesthebosonicrepresentation oftheferm ion �elds R (L)(x)intoEqu.(3)and obtains

anon-linearterm which m akethesystem bem oredi�culttreated.Tom oree�ectively study

thephysicalpropertyofthesystem described by theHam iltonians(1),(2)and (3),wechoose

othernew ferm ionic�eld operators

 1(x)=
1
p
2
( R (x)+  L(� x));  2(x)=

1
p
2
( R (x)�  L(� x)) (4)

Itiseasytocheckthattheoperators 1(2)(x)satisfythestandard anticom m utation relations.

In term softhese new ferm ion �elds 1(2)(x),the crossterm ofthe ferm ion �elds R (L)(x)

3



in (3) can be written in a very sim ple form which can be cancelled by a sim ple unitary

transform ation.However,theHam iltonian (2)becom escom plex.Takingusualbosonization

procedure[1,21,22]for 1(2)(x),theHam iltonians(1),(2)and (3)can bewritten as

H 0 =
�hvF

4�

Z L� a

� a

dx[(@x�1(x))
2 + (@x�2(x))

2] (5)

H I =
V

4

Z L� a

� a

dxf[�1(x)+ �2(x)]
2 + [�1(x)+ �2(x)][�1(� x)+ �2(� x)]

+ [ +

1
(x) 2(x)+  

+

2
(x) 1(x)]

2 (6)

� [ +
1
(x) 2(x)+  

+

2
(x) 1(x)][ 

+

1
(� x) 2(� x)+  

+

2
(� x) 1(� x)]g

H im =
�hvF �

2�
(@x�1(x)� @x�2(x))jx= 0 (7)

where� = arctan(V2kF =(�hvF ))isa phaseshiftinduced by thebackward scattering potential

V2kF .ThisreplaceofV2kF by � can bejudged by theusualBorn-approxim ation m ethod and

the solution ofthe X-ray absorption in usualm etals[23]. Forsim plicity,we write outthe

lasttwo term sin (6)by theferm ion �elds 1(2)(x).Ifweusetheboson �elds� 1(2) to write

outthese two term s,they becom e very com plex cosine form s. However,no m atterwhich

description weuse,the�nalresultissam e.Thebosonization representation oftheferm ion

�elds 1(2) can bewritten as[1,21,22]

 1(2)(x)= (
D

2��hvF
)1=2expf� i�1(2)(x)g (8)

where D is the band width ofthe conduction electrons in the quantum wire,�1(2)(x) =

 
+

1(2)
(x) 1(2)(x)are the density operatorsofthe ferm ion �elds 1(2)(x),and have relations

with the boson �elds � 1(2)(x): @x�1(2)(x) = 2��1(2)(x). In term s ofthe new boson and

ferm ion �elds� 1(2)(x)and  1(2)(x),the Ham iltonian (6)becom escom plex,butthe Ham il-

tonian (7)becom esvery sim ple. Generally,due to the sim ple form ofthe Ham iltonian (7)

which isproportionalto thedensity oftheferm ion �elds 1(2)(x)attheim purity sitex = 0,

usingan unitary transform ation wecan elim inateit,sothattheproblem issim pli�ed asthat

weonlyneed totreataHam iltonian sim ilarto(5)and (6).However,thebackward scattering
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interaction drastically in
uencesthebehavioroftheconduction electronsthrough changing

interactionsam ong them . Therefore,we cannotsim ply elim inate the backward scattering

term by an unitary transform ation and m eanwhileleavetheHam iltonians(5)and (6)intact.

To cancelthe�-term in (7)and sim plify thesystem ,weadoptthefollowing steps[15]:

1). Taking theunitary transform ation

U = expfi
�

2�
(�1(0)� �2(0))g (9)

wehavethefollowing relations

U
+ (H 0 + H im )U = H 0

U
+
H IU =

V

4

Z
L� a

� a

dxf[�1(x)+ �2(x)]
2 + [�1(x)+ �2(x)][�1(� x)+ �2(� x)]

+ [e� i� sgn(x) +

1 (x) 2(x)+ e
i� sgn(x)

 
+

2 (x) 1(x)]
2

� [e� i� sgn(x) +

1 (x) 2(x)+ e
i� sgn(x)

 
+

2 (x) 1(x)]

� [ei� sgn(x) +

1
(� x) 2(� x)+ e

� i� sgn(x)
 
+

2
(� x) 1(� x)]g

2). Perform ing thegaugetransform ations

 1(2)(x)= � 1(2)(x)e
i�1(2); �1 � �2 = � (10)

wehavetherelations

U
+
H IU = �H

(1)

I + �H
(2)

I

�H
(1)

I =
V

4

Z L� a

� a

dxf[�1(x)+ �2(x)]
2 + [�1(x)+ �2(x)][�1(� x)+ �2(� x)]

+ [� +

1
(x)� 2(x)+ � +

2
(x)� 1(x)]

2

� cos(2�)[� +

1
(x)� 2(x)+ � +

2
(x)� 1(x)][� 

+

1
(� x)� 2(� x)+ � +

2
(� x)� 1(� x)]g

�H
(2)

I =
V

4

Z L� a

0

dxf
cos(4�)� 1

2
[� +

1 (x)
� 2(x)+ � +

2 (x)
� 1(x)]

2

+ [� +

1
(x)� 2(x)� � +

2
(x)� 1(x)]

2
g

+ isin(2�)

Z L� a

� a

dx[� +

1
(x)� 2(x)� � +

2
(x)� 1(x)]

� [� +

1
(� x)� 2(� x)+ � +

2
(� x)� 1(� x)]
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3). Re-de�ning theleft-and right-m oving electron ferm ions

� R (x)=
1
p
2
[� 1(x)+ � 2(x)]; � L(� x)=

1
p
2
[� 1(x)� � 2(x)]

� R (L)(x)= (
D

2��hvF
)1=2expf� i��R (L)(x)g; @x

��R (L)(x)= � 2���R (L)(x) (11)

where ��R (L)(x) = � +

R (L)
(x)� R (L)(x) are the density operators ofthe electron �elds

� R (L)(x),theHam iltonians �H
(1)

I and �H
(2)

I can berewritten as

�H
(1)

I =
V

2

Z L� a

� a

dxf[��R (x)+ ��L(x)]
2

+
1� cos(2�)

2
[��R (x)� ��L(� x)][��R (� x)� ��L(x)]g

�H
(2)

I = i
V sin(2�)

4

Z L� a

� a

dx[��R (� x)� ��L(x)][� 
+

L (� x)� R (x)� � +

R (x)
� L(� x)]

+
V

8
(1� cos(4�))

Z L� a

0

dx[��R (� x)��L(x)� ��R (x)��L(� x)]

Itisworth notice thatthe Ham iltonian �H
(2)

I only contributeshigh ordercorrections

because the �rstterm hasthe conform aldim ension � � 2 and the lastterm hasthe

conform aldim ension �= 2,and attheweak (� � 0)and strong (� � � �=2)coupling

lim it,they alltend to zero.Therefore,forsim plicity wecan neglectit.

4). De�ning a setofnew boson �elds

� + (x)= (
G(�)

cosh(�1 � �2)
)1=2[cosh(�1)�+ (x)� sinh(�1)�+ (� x)]

� � (x)= (
1

G(�)cosh(�1 � �2)
)1=2[cosh(�2)�� (x)� sinh(�2)�� (� x)] (12)

whereG(�)= [(1� 
)(1� 
 cos(2�))]1=4=[(1+ 
)(1+ 
 cos(2�))]1=4,tan(2�1)= �
=(1�

�
),tan(2�2) = �
=(1+ �
),� = (1+ cos(2�))=2,� = (1� cos(2�))=2,�� (x) =

[��R (x)� ��L(x)]=
p
2.

ThetotalHam iltonian ofthesystem can besim pli�ed asa very sim pleform

�H =
�h�vF

4�g

Z L� a

� a

dx[(@x� + (x))
2 + (@x� � (x))

2] (13)
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where �vF = vF cosh(�1 � �2)(
1� (
cos(2�))2

1� 
2
)1=4, g = (

1� 


1+ 

)1=2 is a dim ensionless coupling

strength param eter,where 
 = V=(2��hvF + V ). Here we have om itted som e higher or-

der term s [15]which only give less im portant high order correction to the conductance.

However,thedualboson �elds� � (x)satisfy thefollowing com m utation relations

[@x� + (x); � � (y)]= i2��(x� y)+ i2��(x+ y)tan(�1 � �2)

[@x� � (x); � + (y)]= i2��(x� y)+ i2��(x+ y)tan(�1 � �2) (14)

which havean anom aly term i2��(x+ y)tan(�1 � �2).Thisterm iszero attheweak � � 0

and strong � � � �=2 coupling lim its.According to thesecom m utation relationsofthedual

boson �elds� � (x),forexam ple,wecan de�netheconjugatem om entum �eld P � (x)ofthe

boson �eld � � (x)as

�
1

2�
@x� + (x)= P� (x)+ tan(�1 � �2)P� (� x); [P� (x);� � (y)]= � i�(x � y) (15)

and then we can exactly solve the Ham iltonian (13). Therefore,we can calculate the con-

ductanceforany backward scattering potential.

For sim plicity,we �rst consider a specialcase: � = 0,which corresponds to the weak

backward scattering lim its. In this case,the propagatorsofthe boson �eld � � (x)satisfy

thefollowing equation

f� @x(
v

g
@x)+

~!2

vg
gG

�

~! (x;x
0)= �(x � x

0) (16)

where G �

~! (x;x
0) = 1

2�

R1=(kB T)

0 d� < T�� � (x;�)�� (x
0;0) > ei~!�,where T is tem perature,

v = vF =g. Using the boundary conditions [16]ofthe propagatorG �

~! (x;x
0),we can easily

obtain thefollowing equation attheim purity sitex = 0

G
�

~! (0;0)’
K

2j~!j
(17)

wherethedim ensionlesscoupling strength param eterK satis�esthefollowing relations

K =

8

>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

g; j~!j� v=a

2g

g+ 1
; v=L � j~!j� v=a

1; j~!j� v=L

(18)
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However,forageneralphaseshift�,wecan obtain thefollowingexpression ofthepropagator

G
�

~! (x;x
0)attheim purity sitex = 0

G
�

~! (0;0)’
G(�)�K

2�j~!j
(19)

wherethedim ensionlesscoupling strength param eter �K satis�esthefollowing relations

�K =

8

>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

1; j~!j� v
0

=a

2�

�+ G(�)
; v

0

=L � j~!j� v
0

=a

�

G(�)
; j~!j� v

0

=L

(20)

where�= [1+ tan(� 1 � �2)]=[1+ tan2(�1 � �2)],v
0

= �vF =g.

Now we calculate the conductance ofthe system . To thisend,we �rstde�ne a charge

density operatorQ(x),and then use the continuousequation to obtain thecurrentdensity

operatorJ(x). The charge density operatorQ(x)isequalto e(�R (x)+ �L(x)). Underthe

unitary and gaugetransform ations(9)and (10),itcan bewritten as

U
+
�R (x)U =

8

>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

��R (x)� �(��R(x)� ��L(� x))+

� isin(2�)(� +

L (� x)� R (x)� � +

R (x)
� L(� x)); x > 0

��R (x); x < 0

(21)

U
+
�L(x)U =

8

>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

��L(x); x > 0

��L(x)+ �(��R(� x)� ��L(x))+

� isin(2�)(� +

L (� x)� R (x)� � +

R (x)
� L(� x)); x < 0

(22)

Itisworth notingthatifthephaseshift� takesthevalues� �=2,theelectronsarecom pletely

re
ected atthe im purity site x = 0,and we have the relations: U + �R (x)U = ��L(� x) for

x > 0,and U + �L(x)U = ��R (� x)forx < 0.Therefore,thephaseshift�c = � �=2correspond

tothestrongcouplingcriticalpointsofthesystem .However,thereexistsagaugesym m etry

in thesystem ,ifwetake�1� �2 = � �,wecan havetherelationsatthestrongcouplingcritical

points: U + �R (x)U = ��L(� x)forx < 0,and U+ �L(x)U = ��R (� x)forx > 0. Accordingly,

forx > 0,wecan obtain thefollowing currentdensity operator
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J(x)=
e

2�
(
cosh(�1 � �2)

2
)1=2f� �(

g1(�)

G(�)
)1=2[@�� + (x)� @�� + (� x)]

+ (g2(�)G(�))
1=2[@�� � (x)� @�� � (� x)]

+ (
G(�)

g2(�)
)1=2[@�� � (x)+ @�� � (� x)]g

� isin(2�)

Z x

0

dy@�[� 
+

L (� y)� R (y)� � +

R (y)
� L(� y)] (23)

whereg1(�)= (1� 
)1=2=(1� 
 cos(2�))1=2,g2(�)= (1+ 
 cos(2�))1=2=(1+ 
)1=2.UsingKubo

form ulaoftheconductance,and theexpression ofthepropagatorsG �

~! (x � 0;x0� 0)in (19)

and (20),wecan obtain thefollowing electricconductance

�~!(x � x
0
� 0)=

8

>>><

>>>:

e2

2��h

�2G(�)cosh(�1 � �2)

g2(�)�
+ A ~!2�

; j~!j� v
0

=a

e2

2��h

�2cosh(�1 � �2)

g2(�)
+ B ~!2�

; j~!j� v
0

=L

(24)

where � = G(�)cosh(�1 � �2)=(g2(�)�),� = cosh(�1 � �2)=g2(�),A and B are constants.

This is our centralresult ofpresent paper. The tem perature dependence ofthe electric

conductance�~!(x � x0� 0)can beobtained through replacing thefrequency ~! by thetem -

peratureT.Itisnecessary to m ention thatasthefrequency ~! and thetem peratureT tend

tozero,f�!;Tg! 0,thephaseshift� takesthevalues� �=2,and theelectricconductanceis

equaltozero.Thisbehaviorcan beeasily understood by usingtherenorm alization group [5]

thatbecausethebackward scatteringterm isrelevant,therenorm alized backward scattering

potential �V2kF goesto in�nity in the low energy lim it,therefore,the phase shift� induced

by thebackward scattering potentialtakesthevalues� �=2.Theelectric conductance(24)

doesnotcontradictpreviouswork.Asf�!;Tg = 0,theelectronsarecom pletely re
ected on

theim purity sitex = 0fortherepulsiveelectron-electron interaction.Itisworth noticethat

theelectricconductancesigni�cantly dependsupon thelength ofthewire,and theposition

oftheim purity.In generally,foravery longwire,L ! 1 ,theelectricconductanceisin the

range ofj~!j� v
0

=a. Foran im purity-free system ,� = 0,the electric conductance isequal

to ge2=(2��h). Ifthere exists im purity scattering,the electric conductance is �2e2=(2�g�h)

in the low energy lim it. Allthese propertiesare the sam e asthatforan in�nite quantum

wire.However,fora shortquantum wire,in the low energy lim it,theelectric conductance
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fallsin therangeofj~!j� v
0

=L,fortheim purity-freecase,theelectricconductanceisequal

to e2=(2��h)which isindependentoftheelectron-electron interactionsin the quantum wire

[16{20].Asincluding theim purity scattering,fortheweak backward scattering,theelectric

conductanceisstillvery closingtoe2=(2��h).Forthestrongbackward scattering,theelectric

conductance is the sam e as that for the in�nite quantum wire. However,to consider the

tem perature dependence ofthe conductance,we m ustcalculate the tunneling conductance

attheim puritysitex = 0which derivesfrom thequantum 
uctuation ofcollectiveexcitation

m odesofthesystem ,becauseEq.(24)only givesa higherordertem peraturedependence.

To calculate the tunneling conductance ofthe system ,we can de�ne the following tun-

neling currentoperatorattheim purity sitex = 0 as

Itunn =
et0

2
( +

R (0) L(0)+  
+

L (0) R (0))

wheret0 isthetunnelingprobabilityam plitude.Thisde�nition and thefollowingcalculation

ofthetunneling conductancearem eaningfulonly atthestrong coupling region determ ined

by thephaseshift�.In term softheboson �elds�� (x),itcan bewritten as

Itunn =
et0D

2��hvF
cos[(

2G(�)cosh(�1 � �2)

g2(�)
)1=2� � (0)] (25)

Therefore,by usingKuboform ulaoftheconductance,wecan obtain thefollowingtunneling

conductance

��(~!)�

8

>><

>>:

~!2(�� 1)
; j~!j� v

0

=a

~!2(�� 1)
; j~!j� v

0

=L

(26)

Itisworth noticethatin theweak coupling �xed point,� = 0,theexponents� and � take

the values:� = g,and � = 1.W hile in the strong coupling criticalpoints,�c = � �=2,the

exponents� and � take the values:� = � = 1=g. However,in the range ofv
0

=L � j~!j�

v
0

=a,the exponents� and � also depend upon the param etersa and L. In generally,itis

di�cultto com parewith theexperim entaldata in Ref.[10].Based upon Eqs.(24)and (26),

we can unam biguously obtain thefollowing conclusionsthatfora very long quantum wire,

L ! 1 ,theusualexperim entalenergy fallsin therangeofj~!j� v
0

=L,iftheim purity siteis
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faraway from theendsofthequantum wire,theconductanceofthesystem showsthesam e

behaviorasthatforan in�nitequantum wire.W hile,forthecaseofa shortquantum wire,

theusualexperim entalenergy isin therangeofj~!j� v
0

=L,theconductanceisindependent

oftheelectron-electron interactionsin thequantum wirein ahighertem peraturerange(but

stillleaving the condition j~!j� v
0

=L intact),and itstem perature dependence isthe sam e

asthatforan in�nitequantum wirein thelowertem peraturerange.

In sum m ary,using the bosonization m ethod and the unitary transform ation,we have

studied thesystem ofa �nitequantum wireconnected to leads,and shown thatin contrast

with an in�nity quantum wire,itsigni�cantly reliesupon thelength ofthewireand thepo-

sition oftheim purity in thewire.Foravery shortquantum wire,in thehighertem perature

range,theconductance isindependentofthe electron-electron interactionsin thewire and

isvery closing to e2=(2��h).However,in thelowertem peraturerange,itisthesam easthat

foran in�nity quantum wire.

W earevery gratefulto Prof.PeterFuldeforhisencouragem ent.
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