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C onductance ofa M ott Q uantum W ire

O leg A.Starykh and Dm itriiL.M aslov

Departm entofPhysics,University ofFlorida,P.O .Box 118440,G ainesville,FL 32611-8440

W econsidertransportthrough aone-dim ensionalconductorsubjecttoan externalperiodicpotential

and connected to non-interacting leads(a \M ottquantum wire").Forthecase ofa strong periodic

potential,the conductance isshown to jum p from zero,forthe chem icalpotentiallying within the

M ott-Hubbard gap,to the non-interacting valueof2e2=h,assoon asthe chem icalpotentialcrosses

thegap edge.Thisbehaviorisstrikingly di�erentfrom thatofan opticalconductivity,which varies

continuously with the carrier concentration. For the case of a weak potential, the perturbative

correction to the conductance due to Um klapp scattering isabsentaway from half-�lling.

PACS num bers:73.23.-b,72.10.-d,73.20.D x

Ithaslong been understood thattheresultofa trans-

port m easurem ent depends on the m easurem ent proce-

dure[1].Them ostfam ousexam pleisperhapsa ballistic

one-dim ensional(1D)wire. The realpartofitsconduc-

tivity hasa fam iliarDrude peak at! = 0,indicating an

obviousfactthatan idealsystem exhibits no resistance

to the stationary current
ow. O n the other hand,the

sam e wire being attached to the reservoirsexhibitsa �-

nite (two-probe)conductance of2e2=h. The im portance

ofthe m easurem ent procedure has been re-em phasized

in recentwork [2{4],which haveshown thattheconduc-

tanceofaLuttinger-liquid wireattached tothereservoirs

via non-interacting leads rem ains at its non-interacting

valueof2e2=h,regardlessoftheinteractionsin thewire,

although the conductivity of an in�nite wire is indeed

renorm alized by the interactions.

In this work, we focus our attention on transport

through another system whose properties are generally

believed to be strongly a�ected by the interactions,i.e.,

on an 1D conductorsubjectto an externalperiodic po-

tential. In such a system ,Um klapp scattering ofelec-

trons leadsto an opening ofthe M ott-Hubbard gap,so

thatthesystem isan insulatorathalf-�lling.Away from

half-�lling som e conduction occurs.Alm ostallwe know

abouttransportthrough such asystem [5{7]isvalid fora

bulksam ple(exceptforveryrecentstudies[8{10]),whose

conductivity isassum ed to be m easured in a contactless

way,e.g.,via electrom agneticlosses.The m ain question

we are asking in thiswork is:how doesa (doped)M ott

insulatorconductwhen beingattached tonon-interacting

leads?

For the sake ofconcreteness,the system we have in

m ind willbe taken asa quantum wiresubjectto a peri-

odicgatepotential(cf.Fig.1a),sim ilartothatfabricated

in the experim ents[11,12].Forbrevity,we shallreferto

such a system as to a \M ott quantum wire". In what

follows,we consider both the cases ofstrong and weak

periodic potential(com pared to the Ferm ienergy in the

wire).O urm ain �nding isthatas long as a M ottquan-

tum wire is conducting, it is an idealconductor. This

conclusion isquali�ed asfollows.i)In thecaseofastrong

periodic potential,the wire isan insulatorwheneverthe

chem icalpotentiallieswithin theM ott-Hubbard gap,re-

gardlessofthem easurem entprocedure.However,asthe

chem icalpotentialcrossesthegap edge,theconductance

jum psfrom zero to itsnon-interacting value,2e2=h.(In

what follows,we willput �h = 1 everywhere except for

the results for the conductances.) ii) Ifthe system is

not at half-�lling,the case ofa weak periodic potential

can be treated via the perturbation theory,which shows

that the dc conductance ofthe wire is not a�ected by

Um klapp scattering.

(i)Strong periodic potential. In thiscase a wire isef-

fectively splitintoindividual\sites"(dots)connected via

tunneling ofelectrons. W e assum e that there is about

oneelectron persite on average,i.e.,the system isclose

to half-�lling. In the presence ofUm klapp scattering,

a M ott-Hubbard gap opens up at k = � �=2a,where a

is the period ofthe potential. W e begin by considering

an in�nite wire withoutleads.Thissituation isbestde-

scribed by the tight-binding m odelofa Hubbard type

H = �
t

2

X
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Linearizing the spectrum around cos(kF a) = � �=t,ex-

panding the ferm ion operatorsin rightand leftm overs,

and takingthecontinuum lim it,wearriveatthefollowing

bosonized Ham iltonian forthechargedegreesoffreedom

H =
1

2

Z

dx[vF (@x��)
2 + (vF + ga=�)(@x��)

2

�
g

a�2
cos(

p
8��� + q0x)+ 2gn

r
2

�
@x��]; (2)

whereq0 = 4kF � 2�=a,n = 1

2

P

s
<  y

s(n) s(n)> isan

averagenum berofcarrierspersite,and vF = tasin(kF a).

Shifting the �� �eld to rem ove the q0x term under the

cosine shifts the chem ical potential: � ! �� = gn �

(vF + ga=�)(kF � �=2a).TotreatthisHam iltonian in the

strong coupling lim itg � vF ,we m ap itonto a system

ofspinlessferm ions[13,5].Introducing new boson �elds
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’ =
p
2��;� = ��=

p
2,which preserve com m utation re-

lations,were-writethe Ham iltonian (2)in term sofnew

right-(left-)m oving spinlessferm ions + ( � )

H =

Z

dx

�

v : 
y

+ (� i@x) + +  
y

� (i@x) � :

+ �� : 
y

+  + +  
y

�  � :+
ga

2��
( 

y

+  � +  
y

�  + )

+ gres : 
y
+  + :: 

y
�  � :

�

; (3)

where v = 5

4
vF +

ga

4�
;gres = 1

2
(ga � 3�vF ), � is the

short-distance cut-o�, and left-m oving ferm ions were

unitarily transform ed  � ! i � ; 
y

� ! � i 
y

� . The

last term represents the residual interaction between

ferm ions. The chain oftransform ations �� ! ’ !  �

describes a change from the charge density wave de-

scription to the charge soliton one. Under this trans-

form ation, the density of charge 
uctuations becom es

�(x) =

q
2

�
@x�� = 1p

�
@x’ =

P

s= �
: y

s s :and the

current j(x) = � vF

q
2

�
@x�� = 2vF : 

y
+  + �  

y
�  � :.

Following Schulz [5],we diagonalize the quadratic part

of(3)and �nd two bandsofexcitationswith dispersion

!k = �� �
p
v2k2 + �g2, where �g =

ga

2��
is the M ott-

Hubbard gap. If �� crosses the top ofthe lower band,

then thedensity ofcarriers(holes)is� =
p
��2 � �g2=(�v)

for �� > �g, and zero otherwise. Close to half-�lling,

we again linearize the spectrum around the hole Ferm i

points kc = � �=� and represent the low-energy charge

excitations in term s ofnew right- (left-) m oving �elds

�1(�2) with m om enta close to kc. In doing that, one

�nds that the residualinteraction term renorm alizes to

gres(
vkc
��
)2
R
dx :�

y

1
�1 ::�

y

2
�2 :,whereasthe part

H 0 =

Z

dx
v2kc

��

�

�
y

1
(� i@x)�1 + �

y

2
(i@x)�2

�

(4)

describes free propagation with the renorm alized veloc-

ity �v = v
2
kc
��

= v
p
1� �g2=��2�(�� � �g). As half-�lling

is approached,i.e.,as kc ! 0,the residualinteraction

vanishesfasterthan therenorm alized velocity dueto the

additionalpower of kc, and thus can be neglected al-

together. The bosonization of free Ham iltonian (4) is

straightforward,and we�nd forthe low-energy action

S0 =
1

2

Z

dt

Z

dx[
1

�v
(@t�’)

2
� �v(@x �’)

2]; (5)

while the charge density becom es �(x) = @x �’=
p
� and

thecurrentj(x)= � 2vF
p
1� �g2=��2@x��=

p
�.Theconti-

nuityequation @t�(x)+ @xj(x)= 0then leadstov = 2vF .

The non-local conductivity �(!;q) can now be calcu-

lated with thehelp ofeitherferm ionic[Eq.(3)]orbosonic

[Eq.(5)]form alism s.Both approachesgivefortheoptical

conductivity �(!;0)= 4�e2v2F ��(!)=�� [6,7].Noticethat

the Drude weightgoesto zero linearly with the density

ofcarriers. O n the otherhand,the conductance G (de-

�ned asthe ratio ofthe currentto the voltage which is

applied to a �nite segm entofotherwiseuniform wire)is

related to the static conductivity �(0;q),which in our

case takesthe form �(0;q)= e2�(q)�(�� � �g)=2�. Corre-

spondingly,G = (e2=h)�(��� �g),which for�� > �gcoincides

with theconductanceofnoninteractingspinlesselectrons

(in agreem entwith K � ! 1=2 for� ! 0 [5])and drops

abruptly to zero in the insulating phase,when K � = 0.

To bem oreprecise,wehaveto recallthatthecontinuum

approxim ation worksonly when theaveragedistancebe-

tween thecarriers1=� issm allerthan thewirelength L;

thus a narrow region,in which �� is so close to �g that

�L � 1,hasto be excluded.

To describe a �nite M ott wire connected to a non-

interacting leads we use the approach due to Sa� and

Schulz[2,14].Theaction ofchargem odesin the leadsis

thatofa free boson �eld ’� with velocity vF ,and thus

can beobtained from action (5)by a sim plesubstitution

�v ! vF ;�’ ! ’�.O bservenow thatwe can describe the

chargedynam icsin thewholesystem by asingleequation

1

v(x)
@
2

t� � @x(v(x)@x�)= 0; (6)

where v(x) = vF ;� = ’� in the leads, and v(x) =

�v;� = �’ in the wire. W ith this identi�cation we have

�(x)= zp
�
@x� and j(x)= � zp

�
@t� throughoutthe sys-

tem ,where z =
p
2 in the leads and z = 1 in the wire.

Letusconsidernow a transm ission ofa boson wavefrom

thelead to thewire[14],correspondingto atransm ission

ofa singlecharge:

�lead = e
i(qx� !qt)� Re

� i(qx+ !qt);

�w ire = Te
i(q

0
x� !q0t): (7)

The density re
ection coe�cient R = @ x�
l
lead

=@x�
r
lead

,

wherer(l)refersto right(left)m oving excitations.Cur-

rent continuity j(� 0) = j(+ 0) gives
p
2(1 � R) = T,

whereas the condition vF @x�(� 0) = �v@x�(+ 0) gives

T = 1 + R, where we have also used the energy con-

servation !q = !q0,and thusR =
p
2� 1p
2+ 1

.Analogouscon-

sideration forthewavetravelingfrom thewiretothelead

showsthatitsre
ection coe�cientisequalto � R. The

system lead-wire-lead can now be m odeled astwo sem i-

transparentm irrors,the sign ofthe re
ection coe�cient

depending on whetherthe waveiscom ing from the wire

orthelead [2,14].Sum m ing overm ultiplere
ections,we

obtain the totalcharge transm itted through the system

Q trans = (1� R2)
P 1

n= 0
R 2n = 1,whereasthe re
ected

charge is Q refl = R � (1� R2)
P 1

n= 0
R 2n+ 1 = 0. Thus

wehaveperfecttransm ission and G = 2e
2

h
.Thisresultis

valid aslong asthere are carriersin the wire,i.e.,away

from half-�lling.Athalf-�lling,when there areno prop-

agating excitationsin the wire,the re
ection coe�cient

is equalto 1 and the conductance is equalto zero (we

2



neglect here tunneling which is exponentially sm allfor

long enough wires).Sum m arizing,

G =
2e2

h
�(�� � �g); (8)

which is twice as large as in the case ofhom ogeneous

interaction strength.(Ifthechem icalpotentialliesin the

upper band,the argum entofthe �� function in Eq.(8)

becom es�g� ��.)

R

(1-R)(1+R)

1
1-R

4(1-R)R

R

3(1-R

-R(1-R)

(1-R)3

-R

a)

b)

a

R -R R

(1-R )
2)

2

-R
-R

2R
-R(1-R (1-R)

2)2

FIG .1. (a) Schem atic view ofa M ottquantum wire;(b)

Transm ission ofthe charge boson wave,com ing from the left

with the am plitude 1,through a M ottquantum wire subject

to a strong periodicpotential.Am plitudesofthetransm itted

and re
ected waves for few �rst consecutive scatterings are

shown.

(ii)W eak periodic potential. To see whetherthe non-

perturbative results ofsection (i) could be approached

in a perturbative way,we consider a continuum 1D in-

teracting electron system subjectto a periodicpotential

W (x + a)= W (x),asdescribed by the Ham iltonian

H =

Z

dx 
y
s(x)

�

�
@2x

2m

�

 s(x)+ W (x) y
s(x) s(x)

+
X

ss0

Z

dxdx
0
U (x � x

0) y
s(x) s(x) 

y

s0
(x0) s0(x

0): (9)

Notethatweareno longerconstrained by thehalf-�lling

condition,which wasessentialin section (i).In thepres-

ence ofa periodic potential,the correct single-electron

basisisform ed by theBloch states,which hasto beused

in the decom position ofthe interaction term in Eq.(9)

into the interaction of left- and right-m overs. W e as-

sum ethat� issu�ciently faraway from the Bragg gaps

which open at k = �l=a;l = � 1:::. Under this con-

dition, corrections to the plane-wave basis due to the

periodic potentialcan be found via the non-degenerate

perturbation theory. In the leading order,the e�ective

coupling constantforUm klapp scattering takestheform

gU = 8m W G 0
U (2kF )=�

2G 2
0, where W G is the Fourier

com ponent ofW (x) and G 0 is a reciprocalwavevector

chosen in such a way that j4kF � G0jis m inim al. It is

worth noting that gU = 0 in either a spacially uniform

ornon-interacting system .

Bosonization of(9)leadsto the following action

S=

Z

dxd�

n
1

2K (x)v(x)
(@�’�)

2 +
v(x)

2K (x)
(@x’�)

2

+
gU (x)

�2
cos(

p
8�’�+ q0x)

o

; (10)

whereq0 = G 0� 4kF and K characterizesthestrength of

interactions.Eq.(10)isgeneralizedtotheinhom ogeneous

case [2{4],which im plies that the externalperiodic po-

tentialisapplied to thequantum wire(jxj� L=2),which

isdescribed by thesetofconstantsfv2;K 2;gg.Noninter-

acting leadswith fv1 = vF ;K 1 = 1;g = 0g are attached

adiabatically to the both endsofthe wire.

The conductivity is related to the retarded G reen’s

function ofthe�eld ’� via the K ubo form ula [15]

�!(x;y)=
� ie2!

�
G R (x;y;!): (11)

To the second orderin gU ,onehas

�GR (x;y;!)= 4�

Z

dx1dx2
g2U (x)

�4
cos(q0(x1 � x2))

� GR (x1;x;!)

�

G R (x2;y;!)FR (x1;x2;!)

� GR (x1;y;!)FR (x1;x2;0)

�

: (12)

Herethe retarded function

FR (x1;x2;!)= 2
R1
0

dtei!tIm FM (x1;x2;it� 0)isrelated

to the im aginary-tim ecorrelatorofcos(
p
8�’�)[15]

FM (x1;x2;�)= exp

n

� 8�

Z 1

0

d�!

2�

�

G M (x1;x1;�!)

+ G M (x2;x2;�!)� 2GM (x1;x2;�!)cos�!�

�o

: (13)

Letusstartwith thecaseofauniform wire[K (x);v(x)=

constforallx]subjectto a weak periodic potentialap-

plied to a �nite segm entoflength L,i.e.,gU (x)= 0 for

jxj> L=2.W econcentrateon thelim itingcasesof\high"

and \low" frequencies,i.e.,when !L � L!=v � 1(� 1),

respectively,and assum e that ! � vq0. The di�erence

betweenthesetwocasescom esaboutfrom theintegration

over the center-of-m ass coordinate ofthe pair (x1;x2).

Carrying outthisintegration,we obtain

�GR (x;y;!)=
2�g2U K

2

�4!2

Z 1

0

dscos(q0s)F (s); (14)

wheres= (x1 � x2)=2 and

3



F (s)=

�
P (0)FR (s;0)� P (s)FR (s;!);!L � 1;

�(L � s)(L � s)[FR (s;0)� FR (s;!)];!L � 1:

Here P (s) =
P

j= �
(iv
!
+ jx � y + jsj)ei!jx� y+ jsj=v

and FR (s;!)= sin2�K
R1
jsj=v

dtei!t
�

t
2

f

t2� s2=v2

�2K

,where

t
� 1

f
� EF is the high-frequency cut-o�. Finally, re-

lating the conductivity to the current via I(x;!) =
RL =2
� L =2

dy�!(x;y)E !(y) and de�ning the conductance as

G (!)= I(L=2;!)=V (!),we�nd forthecorrection to the

conductance�G (!)= � (e2g2U =hv
2)� 
(!),where


(!)=

(
C> cos(!L )(q0�)

4K � 4;!L � 1;

C<
1� cos(q0L )

(q0�)
2 (!tf)

4K � 2;!L � 1;
(15)

whereC> = 21� 4K (2K � 1)sin(2�K )�2(1� 2K )K2 and

C< = 2�

�(4K )
.The high-frequency resultcould havebeen

obtained by assum ing thatthe periodic potentialis ap-

plied over in�nite length (as in, e.g., Ref.[6]), i.e. it

is a \bulk"result. The low-frequency lim it shows a re-

m arkable feature:away forhalf-�lling,the correction to

the conductance of a �nite-length wire is absent. In-

deed, for q0L � 1, where our results are only valid,

q
� 2
0
(1� cos(q0L))! �L2�(q0L)=2,i.e.,the periodic po-

tentialdoesnota�ectthe conductanceforq0 6= 0.

W e now return to the originalproblem ofinterest: a

quantum wire oflength L with param etersfK 2;v2;gU g

connected to the leads with param eters fK 1;v1;0g. In

the high-frequency lim it,the correlation function FR re-

duces to its short-tim e and short-distance asym ptotic

form ,which coincides with that ofa uniform wire with

param etersK 2;v2. Therefore,the resultisgiven by the

top line in Eq.(15)with K ! K 2;v ! v2. In the low-

frequency lim it,the t� integration isdeterm ined by the

asym ptotics ofFR at t � 1=! � tL = L=v2. By us-

ing an explicit form ofG M for an inhom ogeneous Lut-

tinger liquid [3,4],one can see that for such long tim es

the tim e dependence ofFR is determ ined by the leads:

FR (t) � (tf=tL)
4K 2Im ftL =(it� 0)g

4K 1. Concentrating

on the caseofnoninteracting leads(K 1 = 1),we�nd

�G (!)= �
�2

3

e2

h

g2U

v2
2

�
�

2L

�4K 2� 4

�(q0L)(!tL)
2
: (16)

Thusaway from half-�lling,thereisno perturbativecor-

rection totheconductanceduetoaweakperiodicalm od-

ulation ofthe quantum wire connected to the leads(cf.

alsoRef.[10]).Thisresultisa perturbativeanalogofthe

result(8)from the previoussection.

Absence of the conductance correction in the per-

turbation theory can be understood as follows. For

! � v=L, boson �eld ’� varies slowly on the scale

of L and hence the cosine-term in (10) can be ap-

proxim ated as gU cos(
p
8�’�(0;�))

RL =2
� L =2

dxcos(q0x) �

�gL�(q0L)cos(
p
8�’�(0;�)),from which itisclearthat

this perturbation is e�ective only at half-�lling. It can

be shown thatboth 1=K (x)and 1=v(x)acquiresingular

corrections proportionalto �(x),i.e.,their localvalues

atx = 0 tend to in�nity. The scaling dim ension ofthe

cos(
p
8�’�(0;�)) operator with K and v vanishing at

x = 0 isequalto zero.Thusthisoperatorisrelevantand

requiresa non-perturbativetreatm entwhich wascarried

outin the previoussection.
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Although the !-dependence of our result (16) trans-

form s into the tem perature-dependence by O dintsov et

al. upon ! ! T, our L-dependence contains an ex-

trafactor(�=L)4K 2� 4,which m anifeststheam pli�cation

ofUm klapp scattering due to the m ultiple re
ectionsof

electronsat the wire-lead interfaces. O ur resultfor the

caseofa strong potentialEq.(8)coincideswith thatby

M orietal.;wewould liketo thank M .M oriforhisclari-

fying com m ents.
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