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Many-body wavefunctions for quantum impurities out of equilibrium. II. Charge fluctuations
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We extend the general formalism discussed in the previous paper (A. B. Culver and N. Andrei, [Phys. Rev. B
103, 195106 (2021)]) to two models with charge fluctuations: the interacting resonant level model and the
Anderson impurity model. In the interacting resonant level model, we find the exact time-evolving wavefunction
and calculate the steady-state impurity occupancy to leading order in the interaction. In the Anderson impurity
model, we find the nonequilibrium steady state for small or large Coulomb repulsion U, and we find that the
steady-state current to leading order in U agrees with a Keldysh perturbation theory calculation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A quench, or sudden change in a system’s Hamiltonian, is
a useful way of probing nonequilibrium physics, in particular
the nonequilibrium steady state that may occur in the long
time limit (with the system size taken to infinity first). In
this paper we extend our wave-function formalism for quench
dynamics and nonequilibrium steady states [1] to quantum
impurity models with charge fluctuations, focusing on the
interacting resonant level model and the Anderson impurity
model. In the former case, we find the exact time-evolving
wavefunction; in the latter case, we find the nonequilibrium
steady state for large or small Coulomb repulsion. We then
use these wavefunctions to compute some physical quantities.
This computation leads to complex mathematical expressions
which require us to expand in some parameter to make them
accessible in the thermodynamic limit.

Let us recall the basic setup of our quench, as described
in our previous paper [1]. The system consists of a quantum
impurity coupled to any number of leads (reservoirs of elec-
trons), which are held at arbitrary temperatures and chemical
potentials. The leads themselves are noninteracting; it is the
coupling between the leads and the impurity that makes this a
many-body problem. Prior tot = 0, the impurity is decoupled,
and the system is in a very simple state: a Fermi sea in each
lead filling up to the chemical potential (or more generally,
a finite-temperature Fermi distribution in each lead). The
quench at ¢+ = 0 consists of turning on the coupling between
the impurity and the leads.

Previously, we used our formalism for calculating the
many-body wavefunction and expectation values in the Kondo
model, in which the quantum impurity has only a fluctuating
spin. Here we present an extension of our formalism to models
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in which both the spin and the charge of the impurity can fluc-
tuate. We set up a general formalism, focusing in particular on
two models. The first is the interacting resonant level model
(IRL), in which the impurity is a spinless fermion d" that has
tunneling and Coulomb interaction with any number of leads:

MNieads

L2 d
Hpgi = —i/ dx Vi) —y, (x) +ed'd
IRL 1 ; v Y

Nicads v

+ 7(0)d + H. ]

yX:; |:\/Nleadswy( ) ¢
Meads )

+U D Y0, (0)dd.

y=1

(1.1)

With a view towards universal low energy physics, we have
followed the usual steps of taking the wide-band limit and
“unfolding” the leads, resulting in a one-dimensional model
with linear dispersion. We have also assumed equal tunneling
and Coulomb interaction strength for each lead.

The second model we focus on is the Anderson impurity
model (AIM), again with any number of leads with equal
tunneling to the dot:

L/2 Nicads d .
Ham = —i[ dx ; W;a(x)alﬁya(x) +edd,

L/2
Mez\ds
+ Z [LW (0)d, + H.c.] +Unyny. (1.2)
y=1 \/Nleads e

In this case, the impurity is a single spin-1/2 fermion d with
a Coulomb energy cost U to having both spins present. We
again are considering the wide-band limit.

The nonequilibrium physics of these models has been
studied by a great variety of approaches, usually in the case
Meads = 2 that is most relevant to transport experiments.
The IRL has been studied by, for instance, a nonequilib-
rium version of the Bethe ansatz [2]; perturbative, NRG,
and Anderson-Yuval Coulomb gas methods [3]; Hershfield
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density matrix [4]; conformal field theory and integrability
[5]; time-dependent DMRG and integrability [6]; and func-
tional renormalization group and real-time renormalization
group in frequency space [7]. There is still more literature on
the AIM out of equilibrium; the reader may see the references
in Ref. [8] for an extensive list (that also includes work on the
related nonequilibrium Kondo problem).

In the quench setup we consider, the first challenge is to
find the many-body wavefunction following the quench. One
of our main results is the exact solution of this problem in
the case of the multilead IRL. We show that in the long-time
limit, the time-evolving wavefunction becomes a nonequilib-
rium steady state (NESS): a solution of the time-independent
Schrodinger equation with the boundary condition of incom-
ing plane waves (the Fermi seas of the leads). In addition, the
time-independent version of our formalism yields this NESS
directly, without following the quench dynamics. In the AIM,
we use the time-independent formalism to find the NESS in
the limits of small U (which we use as a check, comparing
with Keldysh perturbation theory) and U — oo.

NESS wavefunctions for the IRL and AIM have previously
been obtained by Nishino and collaborators [9-12]; our more
general approach recovers some of their results in special
cases. We discuss these special cases in more detail below.

We emphasize that the NESS wavefunctions in this paper
differ in an essential way from Bethe ansatz wavefunctions.
The key point is that Bethe ansatz wavefunctions are well
suited to quantization on a ring with periodic boundary con-
ditions, which is most natural for equilibrium problems (one
can enumerate states and calculate the partition function). In
contrast, the NESS wavefunctions in this paper are simple on
the “incoming” side (x < 0) and complicated on the “out-
going” side (x > 0)—they are scattering “in” states. These
wavefunctions permit the evaluation of observables directly
in steady state nonequilibrium, without the need to follow the
real-time dynamics that establish the steady state.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present our
wave-function formalism for models with charge fluctuations.
This presentation begins with the noninteracting resonant
level model as a warmup, then proceeds to the one-lead IRL
as the first nontrivial application of our approach. Then, the
approach is presented in a more formal and general way, in
both time-dependent and time-independent forms, and results
are presented for the multilead IRL and the multilead AIM. In
Sec. III, we use our wavefunctions to calculate observables.
We calculate the impurity occupancy in the IRL at leading
order in U, verifying that the steady state equilibrium answer
agrees with a calculation in the literature and presenting some
new results in steady state nonequilibrium. We also calcu-
late the steady-state current in the two-lead AIM for small
U (obtaining an answer that we have verified with Keldysh
perturbation theory) and for U — oo with small A = %lv|2
(recovering a scaling law well known from the equilibrium
case). We conclude in Sec. IV with a summary and outlook.

II. WAVEFUNCTION FORMALISM FOR
CHARGE FLUCTUATIONS

We present a reformulation of the many-body Schrodinger
equation (time-dependent or time-independent) that allows us

to calculate wavefunctions in the IRL and AIM. Our formal-
ism takes care of much of the combinatorial bookkeeping
involved in solving for an N-body wavefunction in order
to isolate the hard part of the interacting problem, which
we find is a certain family of differential equations that we
call “inverse problems.” The equivalence of the many-body
Schrodinger equation to these inverse problems holds under
fairly general conditions; in some one-dimensional quantum
impurity models with linear spectrum, the inverse problems
can be solved in closed form.

We present our formalism first in a specific example: the
one-lead IRL. We warm up in Sec. II A with the noninteracting
resonant level, which provides a starting point for our calcula-
tions in both the IRL and the AIM. In Sec. II B, we present the
time-evolving wavefunction of the one-lead IRL. This exam-
ple motivates the more general formalism for time evolution
that we set up in Sec. IIC; we also give a brief account of
the time-independent version of the formalism in Sec. IID. In
Sec. IIE, we present the time-evolving wavefunction of the
multilead IRL, and in Sec. IIF we present the NESS of the
multilead AIM for small or large U.

A. Noninteracting case: The resonant level model
We consider first the one-lead RLM:

L/2 d .
HY = —i/ dx ' (x)—y(x) +ed’d
—L/2 dx
+ [wy(0)d + H.c.].
We use the following notation throughout the rest of the paper

1 2A
A= §|v|2, =€ —iA, T(k)= pa—

2.1)

(2.2)

We begin by defining the time evolution of the momentum

creation operators ¢} = ﬁ _ng dx e*yT(x) as follows:
ch@)y = e Ml (2.3)

The point is that, since H® annihilates the empty state |0),
the time evolution of an initial state with arbitrary momenta is
given by e’iH(O)’cZN . CZ] |0) = c}:N @).. .CZ] (¢)|0). This same
approach was used by Gurvitz in noninteracting Floquet mod-
els [13]; our approach will be to use the cz(t) operators as a
basic ingredient in constructing the wavefunction in an inter-
acting model. We emphasize that our calculation is done in
the Schrodinger picture.

A straightforward calculation yields the following explicit
form in the regime of interest (0 <t < L/2):

- 1
c}:(t) = e_’k’c,'{ + ﬁ / dx F.(t — x)

X <®(o <x <Y () + %8(x)d*>, (2.4)

where

Fi(t) = —iT (k)(e™™ — ™2, (2.5)

Let us make one comment on this solution. Due to the linearity
of the spectrum, the wavefunction is discontinuous at x = 0,
and one therefore needs a prescription to make sense of §(x)
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multiplying a discontinuous function. Here and in all wave-
function calculations in this paper, the prescription we use is
to average the two limits of the discontinuous function as x —
0. This has the effect of replacing, e.g., @(x)8(x) — %S(x).
This prescription has been used successfully in equilibrium
calculations with the Bethe ansatz [14].

In the infinite time limit, the c,: () operators create scatter-
ing “in” states: that is, states with an incoming plane wave
(e for x < 0). This infinite time limit must be taken in a
particular sense, removing a trivial overall phase factor and
taking the limit pointwise: A limit is reached at each point x
but not uniformly for all x. We send L — oo before t — oo,
removing the prefactor 1/+/L to convert from Kronecker delta
normalization to Dirac delta normalization. The result is

t—00 L—o00

Ciip = lim ¢ lim \/Z(/dx W@, el ()

+1{d, cl(r)}d'*> (2.62)

= /dx R m(x)(@(O <oyt + 4 S(x)d )
(2.6b)

where ck f dx ¢ 7 (x) in the second line (i.e., Dirac nor-
malized) and
Fiin(x) = —iT (k)e'**. 2.7)

From the electron part of the wavefunction cz’m|0), we can
see that T (k) is the bare 7 matrix for a single electron
crossing the impurity. The corresponding bare S matrix is
S=1-iTk) = i < +’§, in agreement with Bethe ansatz.

We proceed to the simplest multilead RLM, in which an
arbitrary number of leads indexed by y =1, ..., Neygs all
tunnel to the dot with the same tunneling coefficient:

L/2 Nicads
HO = f dx le (0 x/fy(x)+edw

L2
Nicads
+ Z [

After a unitary rotation, the Hamiltonian separates into
Meadgs — 1 free fermion fields and a copy of the RLM,
with the latter involving the “even” combination c. =
«/lﬁ Zg‘““f* cgi. The time evolution of operators is straight-
forward in this rotated basis, seeing as the free fermion fields
evolve by phase factors and the RLM field evolves according
to Eq. (2.4). Rotating back to the original basis, we obtain

i —ikt I
cl.(t)y=e c, /dx F.(t —x)
7k leads\/_
M )

I/f '(0)d + H. c:| (2.8)

N leads

Nicads
x (@(0 <x<n Y Yl )+ “"‘“‘55( )d’
p=1

(2.9)

where cyk(t) = f I Lﬁz dx ™ (x). Taking the long-time

limit in the same way as in the one-lead case yields

.
Cyk,in

- c;k + /dx Frin(x)

leads

Nicads
x (@(0 <0 ) v+ 2 T”‘“a(x)d*)

p=1
(2.10)

where the momentum creation operators here are Dirac nor-
malized [c;k = [dx e’kxl//;'(x)].

B. Time-evolving wavefunction of the one-lead IRL

To the one-lead resonant level model Hamiltonian H© of
the previous section, we add a Coulomb interaction between
the dot and the charge density atx = 0 to arrive at the one-lead
IRL:

HY = Uy 0y (0)d'd,
H=HY+H®".

2.11a)
(2.11b)

We present the exact time-evolving wavefunction of this
model given an initial state CZN e czl |0) with arbitrary mo-
menta. We use this model to illustrate a more general method
which is detailed in the next section.

We wish to find the following time-dependent wavefunc-

tion:

(2.12)

|W(t)) = et (]_[ cl >|0

Equivalently, we need to solve the differential equation

d
H—i— ||V()) = 213
< i dt)l () (2.13)
with the initial condition
Wt =0)) =cf ...c0). (2.14)

In the noninteracting case (U = 0), the full solution is given
by a product of the time-dependent creation operators of the
RLM [Eq. (2.4)]:

w0@) = (]‘[ck (r))|0

The method we introduce is a way of systematically adding a
finite number of correction terms to |W°(¢)) to form the full
solution |W(¢)) for arbitrary coupling U. A basic ingredient
in the solution is a set of “crossing states” |y, x, (¢)), which
are called such because they are built from single-particle T
matrices for electrons crossing the origin—both the RLM T
matrix 7 (k) [Eq. (2.2)] and the 7 matrix 7y for a single elec-
tron scattering off a potential U§(x) (though such a potential
is not present in the Hamiltonian). The full solution |W(z)) is
built from c,f (1) operators acting on crossing states.

We begin by defining two operators that, roughly speaking,
measure the failure of the c,'< () operators to describe the full

(2.15)
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time evolution:

Ac(t) = [H, cf()] — i%cz(z), (2.16a)

Bii, (1) = {Ai, (1), ], (1)}

A short calculation yields these operators in explicit form. The
first is

(2.16b)

Ar(t) = %UdTI//T(O)I: _ iT(k)(e—ikz _ e—izt)

X | —=v¥(0)—=d)—e"™d]|,
v 2

and the second is the antisymmetrization of a “reduced” oper-
ator

(2.17)

Bui,(t) = BiO (1) — BES (),

(red (2.18)

where
U A A . .
B (1) = — = T(k(e™" — ™)™ d'y ! (0). (2.19)

The reduced operator is not uniquely defined, since one can
add any symmetric function, but this is a convenient choice.
We note two properties of these operators for later refer-
ence:
(i) Any A(¢) annihilates the empty state:

Ar(H)]0) = 0. (2.20)

(i) Any B(#) commutes with any momentum creation op-
erator:

[Bii. (), ], ()] = 0.

The case of N =1 is noninteracting: With |WO(z)) =
czl ()]0), we have (H — i%)NJO(t)) = A, (¢)|0), which van-
ishes due to (2.20). We present the cases of N = 2, 3, and 4 in
detail, then proceed to general N.

2.21)

1. Two electrons

For N =2, the freely-evolving state is |¥°(t)) =
c; (t)cZ] ()|0). Bringing (H — i %) past the momentum oper-
ators to annihilate the empty state yields

.d ;s N
(H - zE>|\v°<r>> = Ap (¢, (D10} + ¢, ()AL (1)]0)
(2.22a)
= By, (1)]0), (2.22b)

where we used Eq. (2.20). The N = 2 problem thus reduces
to constructing a state |®g,(#)) which is the “inverse of
By, (¢)|0)” in the following precise sense:

d
(H - iE>|<bklk2<t)> = =By, (1)[0),  (223a)

(2.23b)
|

| D, (1 = 0)) = 0.

ad ad
/dxldX2 Fklkz(t,xl,xz) —i|=+—+
ot 0x1

+ oyt (0)d / s Fig, (1,31, 52) S)0(0 < 31 < Dd"Y (0)[0) = 0.

Given such a state (which we explicitly construct below), the
N = 2 solution is immediate:

(W) = W00) + (1)), (2.24)
where |W2(r)) = | Pk, (¢)). The point of these manipulations
is that the state | Py, (¢)) will appear again in the solution for
larger N.

Recalling Eq. (2.18), we write

| Pk, () = | Xtk ) — | Kok @),

where the unsymmetrized crossing state | xx,«, (¢)) is required
to vanish at# = 0 and satisfy

(2.25)

d
(H - i—) [ it (1) = = B33 (1)]0) (2.26)

dt
U . .
— _T(kl)(eflklt _ e*lzt)
Lv

x e ®! gty (0)10).  (2.26b)

We make the following ansatz for the unsymmetrized
crossing state:

1
| Xtk () = Z/dx1dx2 Floi, (2, x1, X2)
X [@(O <X <x < l)l//T(XQ)

+ %5()62)@(0 <x < r)df}w*(xl)m), (2.27)

where we use the notation O(x, < --- < x;) = O(x; —
x2)...0(x, — x,—1) and where Fy,;, is a smooth function to
be determined below. Since an ansatz of similar form occurs
throughout our calculations in both the IRL and AIM, we
describe it in some detail.

The state | xk,, (¢)) should vanish outside the forward “light
cone,” seeing as the effect of the quench travels rightward
from the origin at the Fermi velocity (which we have set
to unity). The ordering x; < x; is a convenience and no
loss of generality. The state vanishes at + = 0 by construc-
tion; to see this, we note that the overlap of |y (f = 0))
with any reasonable state yields an integral of the form
f_Lﬁz dxidx; ©0 < x < x; < 0)X(x1,xy) with some non-
singular function X, and this integral vanishes. (In other
words, the position space wavefunction of |y, (t = 0)) is
nonsingular and vanishes everywhere except on a set of mea-
sure zero and hence is equivalent to the identically zero
function.)

The only part of Eq. (2.27) remaining that requires expla-
nation is the impurity-electron part of the wavefunction, i.e.,
d T (x;). This term is chosen so that acting on it with the
tunneling term of H produces an exact cancellation with the
action of the kinetic term minus i% on the Heaviside function
in the electron-electron part, i.e., ¥ (x2)¥ T (x;). In particular,
we have

0
—)@(0 <Xy <X < r)]w*(x2>w*(x1)|0>

BXQ

(2.28)
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This cancellation is desirable because we want (H — i%)| Xk, (1)) to be of the form 7 (0)d"|0) in order to match the right-hand

side of Eq. (2.26b). Proceeding, we find

H—id) (t))—lfdd (2190 4
ap ) Kk tr = MR TN 5 T oy
v A lat laxl ¢

. .
" %(—i—k EU>Fklkz(t,o, 0>d11/f'<0>}|0>,

where the averaging prescription has been used [see the com-
ment below Eq. (2.5)] to replace §(x;)O(0 < x; < x; <t) —
%8()@)@(0 < x1 < t). Comparing to Eq. (2.26b), we see that
it suffices for the function Fi, to satisfy the following three
requirements:

d d d
J— _ —_ F t’ s :0, 230
<8t + P + 8x2) ks (5 X1, X2) (2.30a)
YRR
=i =+ — ) + 2 |Fun(t x,0) =0, (2.30b)
ot 8x1

(1 + %U)Fklkz (t,0,0) = U T (ky)(e ™! — ¢=)emikar,

(2.30¢)

The first requirement will hold if Fj, is a function of the
coordinate differences only (¢ — x;,t — x, x; — Xx»), while the
second requirement will hold if F4, (¢, x1, 0) is a function of
t — x; times e~®'. From the third requirement, we can then
read off

Bt (t, X1, %2) = Ty T (ky ) (e R0 — gmizlimx)y

x e ike(t=x1) pmiztri—x2) (2.31a)
where
U
- 2.31b
T 14+iU/2 ( )

The quantity 7y is exactly the 7 matrix for a single electron,
with linear spectrum, scattering on a potential U§(x). Recall-
ing the antisymmetrization in Eq. (2.25), we see that |®y , (¢))
is built from the free 7 matrices Ty, 7 (k1 ), and 7T (k»). This is
why we refer to |y, (¢)) as a “crossing state.”

2. Three electrons
1W0()) =

For N =3, the freely-evolving state is

c;; (t)c,i2 (t )CZ] (#)|0), and we find

(H - 'i)woa»
ldt

= Ay, (1), ()c] (1)]0) + cf, (DAL, (D)c], (1)]0)
+ c,l (¢ )c,i2 (1A, (1)10)
= ¢, (DB, (1) = ¢, (DBl (1)[0) + ¢, (DB, (0[0),
(2.32b)

where we used Eq. (2.20) and Eq. (2.21). To cancel these
leftover terms, we reuse the same crossing state |®y,, (¢)) that

(2.32a)

0 .
a—m)Fklkz(r,xl,xz)}mo <xy <x1 <Y )Y (xp)

)Fk,kz(r,xl,O)]wo <x; <)d" Y (x)

(2.29)

(
appeared in the two electron case, defining
(W2 () =c] ()] Piie, (1)) =}, ()] P (D) A, ()| Py (1))-
(2.33)

The point is that, if we bring (H — i%) to the right of the cZ (1)
operators in [W2(r)), then by the condition Eq. (2.23a) that
the crossing state satisfies, we obtain exactly what we need to
cancel the leftover terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.32b).
Bringing (H — i %) to the right generates new commutators:

(H — i%)q\v%» + W3 (1))

= Ak, (1) Ppsy (1)) — Ak, ()| Py (1)) + Ak, ()| Pyt (1)
(2.34)

We are thus presented with a new “inverse problem,” namely
to find a state | Dy, i, (7)) that satisfies

d
(H—ia> | Pk (1)) = — (Ak3 ()| Pryi, (1)) —Asy (1) Pyt (1))

+ A (D] Py (t)>> . (2.35a)

| @tk (1 = 0)) = 0. (2.35b)

Given such a state, the full solution is |W(r)) = |[¥O(r)) +
[W2(t)) + |W3(t)), where |[W3(t)) = |®ppphs(?)). This ex-
hibits the pattern that continues to all N: the states
[Wl(t)), ..., |WN~1(t)) are built from crossing states that have
been encountered already (up to N — 1), while |¥V(z)) re-
quires a new crossing state.

It is again convenient to write the new crossing state as an
antisymmetrized sum over permutations:

|t (D) = Y (580 0)| Xt ko, (1):

oeSym(3)

(2.36)

where the unsymmetrized crossing state | x,,, (f)) must van-
ish at = 0 and satisfy [recall Eq. (2.25)]

d
<H - iz)uklkzlg(f))

= —Ak (O Xk, (1))

1 i
- m;U/dxl Fiiy (2, %1, 0)

(2.37a)

x e 00 < x; < 1)d"Y 0)Y (x1)[0). (2.37b)
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To find the unsymmetrized crossing state, we extend our previous ansatz (2.27) to include another electron:

1
’Xk1k2k3(t)) =1 / dxidx,dx; Fk1k2k3(f,x1,x2,x3)|:®(0 <x3<x<x <Y (x3)

+ %3()@)@(0 <x<x < t)dT}W(xz)W(xl)m). (2.38)

We require that Fi ik, (¢, X1, X2, x3) is a function of coordinate differences only and that Fy i, (¢, X1, x2, 0) equals e~ times a
function of t — x| and r — x,; then we obtain (see Appendix C for the full calculation)

d 1 i 1 '
(H - i5>|xklkzk3 ") = m£<‘i + 5U> / dx1 Fy ok (1, 31, 0,000(0 < 1 < 1)d" " (0)y " (x1)]0). (239)

Thus, Fy,k, must also satisfy
(=i + 2U) Fipots (¢, x1, 0, 0) = UFjp, (¢, x1, 0)e ™. (2.40)
We can build a suitable function using the n = 2 solution:
Fiotoks (1, X1, X2, X3) = iTy Fiy i (£, 1, x3)e ™ 0%, (2.41)

3. Four electrons

This is a sufficient number to illustrate all properties of the general N solution. For N = 4, the freely-evolving state is
(WO(1)) = cf (t)cy, () (t)c] (1)]0), and following the same steps as before yields

W) = [WO) + W) + W3 @)) + W), (2.42)
where

[W2(1)) = cf (e, ()| @i, (1)) — ¢}, (el ()| Py (1) + € (e, ()] Py (1)

+ €, (), (O] Pty (1) = €, (e (O] ity (D) + €, (e, (O] P, (1), (2.432)
W3 (1)) = ¢, ()| Phtos (1)) = €, (O] Py ok (1)) + €], ()| Pyt 1)) — €, ()] Pk, (1)), (2.43b)
(W) = [Py koksk (1)) (2.43¢)

where | @y, 1.k, (1)) is a new crossing state, which must vanish at# = 0 and satisfy
d
(H - la)|q’klk2k3k4(t)) = —(Biyky (1)| Ps 1, (1)) = Bioie, (1) @i (1)) + By (1) Py, (1))

+ Bk (1) @ross (1)) = Bryses (1) @iy (1)) + By, (1) @i, (1))
— (Al O] Priaks (1)) — Ay (1) Py (1)) Ay (1) Pry kst (1)) = As, (1) Pk, (1)) (2.44)

There are two types of terms that (H — i%)|<l>klk2k3k4 (1)) must cancel: the B(t) terms, which come from bringing H — i j—[ past the
creation operators in |¥2(z)), and the A(t) terms, which come from the same process in |¥3(¢)). We deal with these separately
by introducing two types of unsymmetrized crossing states, | Xx, k, ksk, (t)) and | Xk, k,4:k, (1)) (the four momenta are either separated
by a vertical line, or not), that are each required to vanish at t = 0. We write the full crossing state as an antisymmetrization:

| Phtokas (1)) = Z (S0 0) (| Xk, ko ey kg () | X, Ky kg (D)) - (2.45)
oeSym(4)

Then it suffices for the unsymmetrized crossing states to satisfy

T 2 dxidxy i, (t, x1, %) T (k3)(e ™" — &™)

x e MO0 < x < x <)d Y O (x)y (x1)]0),

) r .
<H — l_) |Xk1k2|k3k4(t)> = _Bl(c;ci)(t)b(klkz(t)) _

and
d
<H - IE>|Xk1k2k3k4(t)) = —Ak, (D] Xty koks (1))
1

= ﬁ_U/dxldxz Froaks (£, X1, %2, 0)e ™ O(0 < x5 < x1 < )d™ Y (O ()9 (x1)]0).  (2.46)
v
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Extending Eq. (2.38) to one more electron, we make the following ansatz:

1
| Xkiko sk (1)) = Efdxldxzdx3dx4 Fk|k2|k3k4(t,xlaxz,x&x4)|:®(0 <xp<x3<x<x; <Y (x)

+ %am)@(o <X3 <X <X < r)d*}w*(x3>w*<xz)w*<x1)|0>, (2.47)

with the same ansatz for | X, kyk;k, (1)) (With Fy k, x5k, Teplaced by Fy ik, ). We require that each F (7, x1, x2, x3, x4) is a function
of coordinate differences only and that each F (¢, x1, x2, x3, 0) is of the form ¢~/ times a function of ¢t — x,t — xp, and  — x3;

then (see Appendix C for the full calculation)

d lLig 1 Oyt 4
(H - la)b((l)) = ﬁ;(‘l + —U)F(t,xl,xz,O, 000 < x2 <x1 < H)d" Y (O (x2)yr " (x1)]0),

2

(2.48)

where |x(¢)) and F each have the subscript (ki, k»|k3, k4) or (ky, kz, k3, k4). Comparing, we see that the two F functions must

satisfy
i ; izt —i
(14 5U) Fratirs 1. 01,2, 0,0) = U B .01, 0)T () (e = e, (2:49)
and
(_i + %U)FklkaSkzt (7, x1,x2,0,0) = UFy o (2, X1, X2, O)e_lkAt' (2.50)
The solutions are
Frkolisky (8, X1, X2, X3, X4) = Fiiy (8, X1, X2) Fiyp, (8, X3, X4), (2.51)
and
Fklk2k3k3 (ta X1, X2, X3, x4) = (17;] )szlkz (t5 X1, x4)eiik3(t7XZ)eiik4(t7X3)' (2'52)

4. Solution for general N

From the above calculations, the pattern has emerged. The
full wavefunction is a sum over subsets of the initial N mo-
menta; the chosen subset is put into a crossing state, which
is then acted on by a product of cl(t) operators that have
the remaining momenta. Each crossing state |y, , (t)) is
the antisymmetrization of unsymmetrized crossing states in
which the n momenta are separated into any number of “cells”
of length two or greater—for instance, | P, i,k sk (£)) Would
include | Xk, kyksksksks (F)) | Xhikalksksksks (F))> | Xk kaksks ksks (7)) > and
| Xk ko lis ks ksks (2)) (all antisymmetrized). Each new cell is asso-
ciated with a B9 (¢) operator, while the A(¢) operator extends
the last cell by one. The unsymmetrized crossing states are
given by the n-electron generalization of Eq. (2.47). Each new
cell leads to a Fy, (f, x1, x2)-type term, and any cell can be
extended by changing the second x coordinate of the Fj,
function to the last coordinate of the cell and multiplying by a
factor of the form 7 e~*¢=*)_ For example,

F kokes [kakskeky (5 X1, X2, X3, X4, X5, X6, X7)

= iTy Foy (8, X1, x3)e” 0
X (T ) Fiyks (£, Xg, X7)e " Ke38) gmik1(t=x6) = (9 53)

J

n/2

| Dy s, (D) =AY >

s=1 2 <..

(

We now present this solution in more detail, leav-
ing the proof to Appendix C. For general N, we
have

N
W) = [W0O)+ Y D (=dymrtmt

n=2 1<m <---<m, <N

N
<| TT <o |l x, @)

Jj=1
J#Emy VL

(2.54)

where the terms in the summation over n are exactly the
[W2(1)), [W3(1)), etc. states discussed above. The sign factor
comes from bringing the quantum numbers (ky,,, ..., kpy,)
to the left of the full list (kq, ..., ky). To define the cross-
ing states, we first write A as a shorthand for complete
antisymmetrization in momenta—i.e., A X(k, ..., k,) =
ZG esym(n)(sgn 0)X (ky,, ..., ks, ) for any function X. Then we
have

’Xkl...k,»l ook 1 (f)>, (2.55)

- < JsSn

Js=n, each jui1—jm>2

where

1
Xk s,y () = —— / dxy...dxn Fiy g1k oo (B X1 - ,Xn)[@(o <Xp < -

Ln/2

+ ésocn)@(o <Xpoy < <xp < r)d*‘]w"'(xn_l).. T (x1)]0).

<x; <Y’ (x,)

(2.56)
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Before constructing the function F for a general number of
cells s, we first define it in the special case of s =1, i.e., a
single cell:

Fe o ao, @, X1, 00, %)

n
= UT0)" P (6, 20, 300 [ | e 0750,
Jj=2

(2.57)

where Fy i, (f, x1, x2) is given in Eq. (2.31b). Then, the func-
tion for general s > 1 is a product of single-celled functions:

Fiy ki, 1thyorky (E5 X1 ey X)
s
= 1_[ Fi, vk (2 X1 -0 X,) (2.58)
m=1

where jo =1 and j; = n. This completes the construction
of the general crossing state and thus the full many-body
wavefunction.

5. The NESS

In the long-time limit, the time-evolving wavefunc-
tion becomes a NESS: a solution to the time-independent
Schrodinger equation with the boundary condition of incom-
ing plane waves with momenta ki, ..., ky. As mentioned
above Eq. (2.6b), this long-time limit must be taken in a
pointwise sense, removing a trivial phase factor and rescaling
by L appropriately (see also a similar calculation in the Kondo

J

model in the previous paper [1])

(x|Wngss) = lim  LV2e® (x| W), (2.59)

t — 00, L—00
t<<L

where E =k +---+ky and |x) =¥ () ... ¥ (x1)0).
The overlap of the NESS with a basis state with the dot
occupied is obtained similarly. The result of taking this limit
in the IRL wavefunction can essentially be read off by deleting
the factors of L and time-dependent phases, sending t — 00
in the Heaviside functions, and removing all terms in the F
functions that decay exponentially in time. For completeness,
we now provide the NESS explicitly.

Define the following time-independent version of the basic
function (2.31b) that appeared in the time-dependent solution:

Foto in(¥1, %2) = Ty T lhp)e! 20502 (2.60)

Then, define the time-independent version of the single-celled
function (2.57):

Fo o kyin(X15 -, %)

= (iT))" *Fapinxr, x) [ | €% (2.61)

=2

The time-independent function F for an arbitrary number of
cells is then defined as in Eq. (2.58). We can then write the
NESS wavefunction as follows:

N N N
s = ([Teh 032 3 comot| T e ffon, o) 26
j=1 n=2 1<m <---<m, <N i=1
e ve
with
n/2
| Dy sy.in) = AZ Z | Xkr .ok 1ol oiin)s (2.63)
s=1 2<ji<---<j;<n
Js=n, each jy 11— jin =2
where
Xky..kj, |~~~|k/r]+1...kn,in> = /dxl cdxy Fkl---kjl \---\kjkwl...kn,in(xl: cees xn)|:®(0 <Xy <o < xl)l/ﬁ(x")
+ 2800000 < xyg < < xﬁd*}wm_l) T )[0). (2.64)
v

Applying the time-independent version of our formalism (see
Sec. IID) confirms that |Wngss) is an energy eigenstate
with energy E = k| + ---+ ky. Alternatively, the time-
independent formalism can be used to find |Wngss) directly,
without following the time evolution; the calculation is very
similar to the time-dependent case.

C. General formalism

We now generalize the calculation of the previous section
to a method that can be applied to a broader class of problems.
The key point is to write the many-body wavefunction as a
sum of time-dependent creation operators acting on crossing

(

states, then to identify the “inverse problems” that the crossing
states must solve in order for the Schrodinger equation to be
satisfied. This takes care of much of the bookkeeping and
isolates the hard part of the interacting problem, namely the
calculation of the crossing states.

We consider a Hilbert space consisting of any states pro-
duced by fermionic “field operators” ¢ acting on an empty
state |0) that is annihilated by any field operator. (Note that «
is a label for any quantum numbers; d' in the IRL counts as
a “field operator.”’) We wish to find the time evolution of an
initial state with arbitrary quantum numbers «y, ..., ay:

(W) = e Hich . cl o).

ay Yoy

(2.65)
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Equivalently, we need to solve the differential equation

d
H—i— ||W()) =0, 2.66
( i dt)l ®)) (2.66)
with the initial condition
N
|W(r = 0)) = (]‘[ clj) 0). (2.67)
j=1

The starting point of the construction is to find the time-
evolving operators that would describe the full time evolution
in the absence of interaction. We take the Hamiltonian to be

H=H%+H®D, (2.68)

where the time evolution of the field operators under H® is
assumed to be known:
@y =e Mt (2.69)
and where both H® and H") annihilate the empty state:
H®10) = HD|0) = 0. (2.70)

Thus, in the noninteracting case (H (M = 0), the full solution
is given by a product of ¢ (¢) operators:

N
W) = (]‘[ C;/_(t))|0).
j=1

The time-evolving state |WO(¢)) satisfies the initial condition
(2.67); each term that we will add to it in order to reach the
full solution (with " included) will be required to vanish at
t = 0. We define

Q271

A t) =[H, ¢ ()] — i%c:;(t) =[HD,cl@®)], (2.72a)

B, (1) = {Ag, (1), cf, ()} (2.72b)

We commute H past each ¢/ (¢) operator to find

N
(H — i%)mjo(;)) — Z ch (). ([H, c;mz ®)] - i%cgmz (z)) ...cl (1)]0)

my=1

1<my<my <N

To cancel this, we define a state |W2(¢)) as

ey =y

1<my<my <N

where the crossing state |®g,4,(¢)) vanishes at + = 0 and sat-
isfies

(H - i%)l%laz(t)) = —By,a,(1)10). (2.78)

Z (_1)1711+m2+l < 1_[

(_l)ml-‘rmz-‘rl < 1_[

Generalizing from the IRL, we assume that these operators
have the following properties:
(i) Any A(¢) annihilates the empty state:

Ay (1)]0) = 0. (2.73)

(i) Any B(t) commutes with any field creation operator:
[BCllclz (t)s 023 (l)] = O- (2.74)

When H? is quadratic, the c] (1) operators are linear combi-
nations of field operators; then the above conditions are met
whenever the interaction H" is a sum of terms of the form
¢l ¢l cqjcqy [since we have, schematically, A(t) ~ c'cc and
B(t) ~ c'c']. Thus, the formalism of this section can in prin-
ciple be applied to a fairly general class of number-conserving
Hamiltonians with a quartic interaction term. In particular, we
have not yet specialized to one-dimensional quantum impurity
problems with linearized spectrum. These additional restric-
tions seem to become necessary when we seek exact solutions
to the differential equations for the crossing states.

It is straightforward to show that B, o, (¢) is antisymmetric
under exchange of the quantum numbers «; and o, [15];
hence, it can be written in terms of a “reduced” operator:

Boyo, 1) = BED(t) — B&O(¢1). (2.75)

o1 o

While Bg]e;‘,) ) = %Ba]az (t) is always an option, it can happen
that the calculation is simpler with a different choice (as we
saw in the IRL).

Our approach will be to bring H past all of the ¢/ (¢) oper-
ators to its right at the cost of commutators [A,(¢) operators],
then to bring each A, (¢) to the right of the remaining c;(t)
operators at the cost of anticommutators [Bg, 4, (#) operators];
then each B(¢) can be brought to the right due to Eq. (2.74).
The IRL calculation in the previous section provides explicit
examples of these manipulations for N =2,3,4. We now
give a summary of the general N case, leaving the proof to
Appendix B.

(2.762)
cl )) B, a, (1)10). (2.76b)
J=1,j#mym;
ci,(t)) P O) 2.77)
J=1,j#mymy

(

The point is that if H — i% were to act only on [®y,q, (1)),
then (H —i<)|w®(r)) would cancel the right-hand side
of Eq. (2.76b). To reach the |®q,q,(¢)) state though, H —

i% must commute past each c;(t) operator; we therefore
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obtain

H— i L) w00 + 192
dt

=

1<my<my<m3 <N

(_ 1 )ml +my+m3+1

N

< 11
Jj=1
JFEm, my, m3

A, ()| o, ,, () + Ag, ()| Do, 0, (1))). (2.79)

Note that this equation has a similar structure to Eq. (2.76b),
but with N — 3 of the ¢ () operators appearing instead of
N — 2. To cancel the new leftover terms, we need a new cross-
ing state |Py, q,a, (t))—that vanishes at r+ = 0 and satisfies
Eq. (2.37a) with each k; replaced by o;j—from which we can
construct |W3(r)) to cancel the right-hand side of Eq. (2.79).
This results in new terms to cancel, in which at most N — 4
of the ¢ (t) operators appear in any particular term; we build
|[W4(2)) from a new crossing state |®y,a,a50, (t)) and so on.

cl ) [ (A, )] Pa, a,, (1)

J

This process terminates when we reach |WV (¢)) and all N of
the c:; () operators are eliminated.

Let us state the general result (proven in Appendix B). The
full time-evolving wavefunction can be written as

N
L ADED D

n=2 1<m <---<m, <N

(_1)m1+--~+mn+1

[W(r)) =

N
X 1_[ CZ,]([) |q>ot,,,l...am,, ®)),

j=1
JjF#me VL

(2.80)

where the terms in the summation over n are exactly the
[W2(1)), |W3(1)), etc. states discussed above. The crossing
states are antisymmetrizations of unsymmetrized crossing
states in which the quantum numbers are separated into
cells of length two or greater. Writing A as a shorthand for
complete antisymmetrization of «; quantum numbers—i.e.,
AX(ay, ..., a,) = Zaesym(n)(sgna)X(ozm, ..., ) for any
function X—we claim that the following requirements are
sufficient for Eq. (2.80) to satisfy the time evolution problem:

n/2
| ®oy 0, (1)) = AZ > | Xar ety 1ty o1on () (2.81)
2<i<...<Js<n
Js=n, each juyy1—jm>2
where
B(red) : —
4 D O] Xar a1ty et @) i1 =1—2
(H - z—>|xa1...afl....ajsﬁ,‘ua,,(r)) I e , (2.82)
dt _Aot,,(t) Xal...ajl|...|a,»kl+1...otn,1(t)) n 2 3 and Js—1 < n—3
and
| Xttty oty 1y = 0)) = (2.83)

Throughout, jy = 0 and the sum over s goes over only inte-
ger values. We set |x (¢)) = |0) so that for n = 2, Eq. (2.82)
recovers Eq. (2.78) after antisymmetrizing. Thus, we have
transformed the original many-body Schrodinger equation
to the problem of finding states that satisfy Eq. (2.82) and
Eq. (2.83).

D. Time-independent formalism

It is convenient in some problems to solve for the infinite
time limit of the wavefunction directly, without following the
detailed time evolution. Here, we present the formalism of the
previous section in a time-independent form. Although it is
not strictly necessary, we formulate the entire discussion in
terms of scattering theory. As in standard scattering theory,
the passage from the time-dependent to the time-independent
picture results in the initial condition in time (at t =0 in
our setup, usually + = —o0 in scattering theory) becoming a
time-independent boundary condition in space (e.g., incoming
plane waves).

We write the Hamiltonian as H = HO + HO = h 4+ V),
where h is the noninteracting Hamiltonian from the point

(

of view of scattering theory. That is, & describes the prop-
agation of plane waves, not including any tunneling to the
impurity or scattering off a potential. For instance, h =
—i f dx wT(x)%W(x) in the IRL. (Note that we work in
infinite volume.) We write h = f da E(,clca, where the c,
operators are Dirac normalized and where the integral over
« can also include a sum over discrete quantum numbers. The
term H® contains 4 and any other quadratic terms, and H"
contains interaction terms.

The Lippmann-Schwinger equation for scattering
“in” states is W) = |¥) + ;=5 E+l ——V|V), where |¥) =
¢l ...c}10) is an eigenstate of h with energy E = E,,
+---+E,,. This is equivalent to the time-independent
Schrodinger equation

(H — E)|Win) =0, (2.84)
with the boundary condition of incoming plane waves with
quantum numbers «q, . .., Oy.

The noninteracting Hamiltonian H®, which includes
quadratic terms such as impurity tunneling and potential
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scattering, has a set of scattering operators ca ., that satisfy

[H(O) + ]—ECT- =0

’ otm A~ q,in (285)
and that create scattering “in” states corresponding to ¢ . [See
Eq. (2.6b) for these operators in the case of the RLM.] The
solution to the Lippman-Schwinger equation in the special
case of no interaction (H") = 0) is given by a product of these
operators:

W) =c . ...cl L l0).

oN,In o,1n

(2.86)

To include the interaction term H", we proceed in much
the same way as in the time-dependent case. The main
point is to isolate the core difficulty of the interacting prob-
lem, which is in this case to find time-independent crossing
states satisfying the appropriate “inverse problems.” We be-
gin by defining time-independent versions of the A and B

J

n/2

| oy...00, ln

s=1 2<ji<..

=4

operators:
Agin = [H, Ca in] — Ea Ca in’ (2.87a)
— T __ plred) (red)
Boy,in = {Aaz,iny Cuq,in} = Barleaz,m BO;::O‘l in* (2.87b)

As in the time—dependent case, we assume that H©|0) =
H(1)|0) Ag.in|0) = 0 and that By,q, ;n commutes with any

Cq.in- The same manipulations yield an exact reformulation
of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation. We have the following
representation of the wavefunction [the time-independent ver-
sion of Eq. (2.80)]

PRI Sl

n=2 1<my <---<m, <N

(_1)m1+~~~+mn+l

Js=n, each jyi1—jm =2

The unsymmetrized crossing states must satisfy

n
<H - ZEC(() |Xa]...a,-1 |...|a,-x7]+|...o¢,,,in) -

=1

where jo = 1, [x.in) = |0), and the sum over s goes over only
integer values; also, each | Xai..a, \...la,-y,l+1ma,,,in> must satisfy
the boundary condition of having no plane waves coming
in from infinity (since the incoming o, ..., oy quantum
numbers are already accounted for in |\Il(81maN’m)). This last
condition is the time-independent analog of the initial condi-
tion that crossing states vanish at # = 0 [Eq. (2.83)].

While we have specified incoming boundary conditions,
the entire procedure carries through with any other choice
of boundary conditions (e.g., outgoing). In principle, the for-
malism may even apply to the problem of finding energy
eigenstates in a finite-volume system.

E. Time-evolving wavefunction of the multilead IRL

As another application of our general formalism, we find
the exact time-evolving wavefunction of the simplest version
of the multilead IRL, in which each lead has the same tunnel-
ing and Coulomb interaction with the dot:

MNieads

L/2
HO = —if dx Z v (x) Iﬂy(x)-l-ed;fd

—L/2

Ivleads
{Z mw "(0)d + Hc:| (2.91a)

_ plred)

Op—10n,

N
i
x| TT el in 1P amin)s (2.88)
j=1
JjF£me VL
where the crossing states are given by
|XO(1...Ole \...\ajg_ﬁ]...an,in)- (289)
<js<n
in’thl...a/l \...la/x_zﬂ...ot,,,z,in) js—l =n—-2 (290)
_Aot,,,in’Xal...aj] Imlot,-HH...ot,,,l,in) 3 Js 1 n - 3
[
]v]eads )
HY =U Y 4]0y, (0)d'd, (2.91b)
y=1
H=H9+H®Y, (2.91¢)

Before presenting our results, we recall some prior work
from Nishino ef al. [9-11,16,17]. References [9—11] present
the NESS wavefunction in the two-lead case. The results seem
to agree with ours for N = 2, 3 electrons (when we take the
steady-state limit of the wavefunction that we find below);
while Nishino et al. obtained the general N case as well, it
is not written explicitly. Reference [11] allows the tunnelings
and Coulomb interactions to be lead dependent, which is a
more general case than we consider here; also, Refs. [16,17]
present NESS wavefunctions for N = 2, 3 electrons with two
leads and two quantum dots. We expect that our formalism
should also apply to these other variations of the IRL.

We present the exact time evolution of an arbitrary initial
state with the dot unoccupied:

Wy by @) = €M) el 10), (2.92)

where the lead indices y; and momenta k; are arbitrary. Since
the calculation is similar to the one-lead case (Sec. IIB), we
present only the main points (see Ref. [18] for details).
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The A(t) and B(t) operators of the multilead model are
found to be

1
Apt) = —7[ 'O + T —F0)
1 ] eads
Z w£<0><5d _ Dy wm)], (2.93)
p=1

and

(red) () =

Vlkl v2ka (2.94)

F —ikat 3t
mL W (e d Ty (0).

The conditions that we need in order to apply the general for-
malism [Eqgs. (2.70), (2.73), (2.74)] are easily verified. Thus,
the wavefunction takes the general form of Eqs. (2.80) and
(2.81), with the generic quantum number « replaced by yk,
and we only need to specify the unsymmetrized crossing states
that solve the inverse problems of the model [Egs. (2.82) and
(2.83)].

| X e 1ol 1Ks stk (D)

As we mentioned in Sec. IT A, the noninteracting Hamilto-
nian H©® separates under rotation into Nj,qs — 1 free fermion
fields and a single copy of the one-lead RLM. This separa-
tion breaks down once the interaction term H" is included.
However, it turns out that some ingredients of the one-lead
solution can be reused. By similar calculations as in the one
lead case, we find that the first unsymmetrized crossing state
is the following generalization of Eq. (2.27)

’X}/lklyzkz(t)> = /dX]dxz Fklkz(t5 x]’x2)

N leadsL

Meads
X [@(O <Xy <X <t1) Z w;(xz)
p=1

s )00 < <z)d*} ¥ (o),

(2.95)

where Fy, is the same function as in the one-lead case,
Eq. (2.31b). For the general case—an unsymmetrized crossing
state with n > 2 quantum numbers—we find

! s
_ 1B
T a2 dxy...dx, Z Fylkl---Vj]k/I [ 7RV TR P 7 (X1, )

X |:®(0 <Ay < <X < t)l//;”(x,,) +

l
v/ Mieadsv

where the function F', now with lead indices, is defined as
follows. In the simplest case of a single cell (s = 1), we define

)Cn) l—[ Sfl[ﬂ ’
(2 97)

where F on the right-hand side is as in the one-lead solution
[Eq. (2.57)]. Then the full solution, with an arbitrary number
of cells, is given by a product

Fhi-bn FoX]y ooy X
ylkl...y,vlk,-l\Ml)/‘,vkl_,_]k,vk]_,_l...)/nk,l(’ L s Xn)

F/31 -Bn

Viki¥a Xn) =

k(t5x]7-"7 Fkl,,,k,,(tv-xh'-

1
]Vleads

ﬂi +1~~-ﬂ}'m
FPi (Fa % a1 )
Vi1 +1 K141 Vi K * Xt 15 > m )

(2.98)

m=1

where jo = 0 and j; = n.

F. NESS of the multilead AIM for small or large U

In this section, we apply the time-independent version of
our formalism (Sec. IID) to the multilead AIM, considered
directly in the infinite volume limit:

MNeads

HO = /dx Zw;a(x) wya(x)+aﬂd

Nieads
+ 0)d, + H. 2.99

8(6)00 <Xy <--- <x1 < t)df}pgnl(xn_l)...wgl (x1)|0), (2.96)

[
HY = Unyny,
Hiniey = HO + HD.

(2.99b)
(2.99¢)

In Ref. [12], Imamura et al. find the two electron NESS in the
one-lead case—a result that we reproduce below and extend
to arbitrary N electrons in the cases of small and large U.

In the limit U — oo, it is convenient to use the auxil-
iary boson technique [19], according to which we write the
following Hamiltonian:

Nicaas

Hinfinie v = _l/dx Z lﬁya(x) wya(x) +Ed d,

]Vleads
+ !, (0)b'd, + H. ] 2.100
Z I:\/ leads ( ) « ( )

which has a conserved charge Q = b'b + d|d,,; working in the
subspace Q = 1 imposes the constraint that the dot cannot be
doubly occupied, which is equivalent to sending U — o0 in
H finite U -

In either case (U finite or infinite), the same unitary trans-
formation as in Sec. I A isolates the interacting sector of the
model:

He,ﬁniteU = _i/dx W:a(x) 1a”ea(x) + Gde

+[vw (0)d + Hc.l]+Unyny, (2.101a)
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. d
He,inﬁniteU = _l/dx I/f:a(x)awea(x) + Gd;da

+[vy] (0)b'd, + H.c.]. (2.101b)

The model thus decouples into a copy of the one-lead AIM
and N — 1 free fermions. We can use this decoupling to show
that the crossing states that we need for the multilead model
are related to the crossing states of the even sector by simple
prefactors (see our previous paper [1] for a similar calculation
in the Kondo model with Njg,qs = 2)

1 n/2
’q)ylklal...ynk,,a,,.in> = (N ) ‘Qeklalmek,,an,in>' (2102)
leads

Thus, it suffices to solve the scattering problem with incoming
“even” plane waves. We can then reuse the same crossing
states to read off the solution to the scattering problem with
incoming plane waves in the original multilead basis.

1. Solution for small U

In the finite U case, a short calculation yields

Ackain = [He, ¢l ] — kel i = %T (k)d}dfdp, (2.103)
and
Betyayekrar.in = {Acksan.in: CZklal,in} (2.104a)
= S:(il)]ekzag.in - Scez(:z)geklal,in’ (2.104b)
where
By chsanin = ﬁU TkOT (k)P af df . (2.105)

and where P_ = %(I — P) is the antisymmetric spin projec-

: biby — shighy pbiby — ghagh
tion operator (1,2 = §,!8,2, P/, = 6,25,)).

(H — ki — k2)| Xekyarekoan.in)

Our task is to find a state | ek, a,ek,a,.in) that has no incoming
plane waves and that satisfies:

(H - kl - k2)|Xek1a|ek2a2,in>
_ _B(red) |0)

- eklalekzaz,in

(2.1062)

—aa

- _Z%T(kl )T (k)P 51" df df |0). (2.106b)

Given such a state, the solution to the two electron scattering
problem is

i il |0)

|\Ilek]a]ek2a2,in> = Cekzaz,incek]a],in

+ |Xek1alek2a2,in> - |Xekzuzeklal,in>' (2107)
We make the ansatz:

Xekayeloas.in) = /dxldxz Feillfflekm (x1,x2)
x [@(0 <X <XV, ()Y, ()
i P
+ —82)0(0 < x)d} ), (v1)

1
—m(S(xl)a(x2)d,jzd,jl}|o>, (2.108)

where Fii qek,0, 15 @ smooth function that is determined
shortly. By construction, this ansatz vanishes when any po-
sition variable is to the left of the origin; this guarantees that
there are no incoming waves from x = —oo. As the model
contains only right movers, there is no possibility of waves
coming in from x = +o00; hence, this ansatz does not disturb
the scattering boundary condition satisfied by |W?). Further-
more, this ansatz is chosgn so that certain terms that are not
of the form we want (d;zdlj1 |0)) cancel automatically when
we act on it with H — k; — k» [see Eq. (2.28) for a similar
calculation in the IRL case]. A straightforward calculation
yields

d a
= / dxydx; {[_l(a_xl + a—xz) — ki — k2:|Feilllz,2]ek2a2(xl,Xz)}®(0 <x <XV, (), ()I0)

i .0 biby
—+ ;/d}ﬂ [<_la_x] - kl - k2 +Z)F‘ek1a~16kzaz

_ L( biby

3o (Pt 0.0V + 2

ekl a) ekzaz

ekl a) Ekzaz

1
- —(~ki =k + 22+ U)F}"”
202

To get the desired result (H — ki — ko)l Xekyayekoas.in) =
— g;?lekzazqm|0), we require that the first three terms
of Eq. (2.109) all vanish and that the fourth matches
Eq. (2.106b); this leads to the following requirements on the

function F':

S 0 ad bib
R CRE RUR kNS DI

(0, 0)d; d} |0).

(x1. 0)}@(0 < x1)d} ¥l (x))0)

(0,0)O(0 < x1)d; ¥, (0)|0)

(2.109)
[
P S e T (x1,0) (2.110b)
axl 1 2 < ekyaj ekyar 10 ’ .
F 0.0+ FEY L (0,00 =0, 2.1100)

(0,0) = UT (k)T (kp)P.2122

—ayaz*

(2.110d)

(—ki —ky 4+ 22 4+ U)FD"

ekyayekyay
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A function that meets these requirements is

(5-0)

Eb (), x0) = =T (k)T (ka)

ekiaekray 4A

i(ky+ky)xi ,—iz(x1—x2) p b1b2
x e e P -

@2.111)

The Schrodinger equation with the boundary condition (of
incoming plane waves) can be expected to have a unique
solution; hence, this is the answer.

Collecting all terms of the wavefunction, we have exact
agreement with the two electron NESS obtained in Ref. [12].
As another check, we have repeated the calculation in finite
volume with the time-dependent formalism and found ex-
actly this answer in the steady-state and infinite volume limit
[where the limit is taken pointwise, with factors of L and the
free evolution phase factor removed as in Eq. (2.6b)] [18]. In
Eq. (2.111), we see a similar structure as appeared in the IRL

J

by...b,
|X A): dx,...dx, F
ekiay...ekj aj |...|ekj_,+1a;_ +1...eknay,in

+ %a(xw@(o <Xpp < <X >d,inb} Yl ) W, (x1)BT0),

where the function F is now to be specified. First, we define
F in the special case of s = 1, i.e., a single cell:

by...by
FEk,[zl___ekmt ()C] Sy xz)

= (20) 7285182 T (ky)e™™

14
« [1_[ T(km)P_chlﬁzrf,eikmml:|eiz("‘"”. (2.114)
m=2

It is straightforward to check that £ =2 agrees with the
U — oo limit of the finite U function, Eq. (2.111). The func-
tion for general s > 1 is a product of single-celled functions:

by...b,
ekyay...ekj aj, |...leaj | y1kj | 41...eknay (X1, -+ s X0)

S
Bjpyy 1D
- 1_[ Fek.fm—l+1a.fm—l+l“'ekfmajm CTMEC IR (2.115)

m=1

S X )s

where jo = 1 and j; = n. Note that the spin matrices multiply
in the same diagonal manner as in the Kondo wavefunction
found in our previous paper [1]. Note also that we have a fac-
tor of e~ ™1 —%) indicating that electrons are bound together
on a distance scale 1/A. The single-celled function describes
£ electrons bound together, and the full function with a general
partition has some number of these cells.

III. EVALUATION OF OBSERVABLES

We present some results of using the IRL and AIM wave-
functions to calculate expectation values of observables. We
focus in particular on these expectation values in the steady
state, accessed either by taking the long-time limit after the
quench or by evaluating directly in the NESS.

solution: The two electrons are bound together over a distance
scale of order 1/A [compare to Eq. (2.31b)].

2. Solution for U — oo

We present the final results only; details can be found
in Ref. [18]. We set H = Hjynire y throughout this section.
Our time-independent formalism (Sec. II D) carries through
straightforwardly with the state 57|0) replacing |0) and the
scattering “in” operators given by

1
oo
Cykain = Cyka T N / dx Fy in(x) |:®(0 < x)

N]eads .
v Nea S
XD ) + S S(x)djb}. (2.112)
y=1

v

The unsymmetrized crossing states are given by

e T
eklal...ek” aj, \...\ekjkﬁlajkﬁ]...ek,,an ()C], tec x”)|:o(0 <Xp<... <‘x1)1/feb,, (‘x")

(2.113)

(

Though the wavefunctions presented in the previous sec-
tion are exact for any fixed number N of electrons, the number
of terms grows rapidly with N, making the evaluation of ob-
servables in the thermodynamic limit a formidable task. (Note
that taking the thermodynamic limit is essential to obtain
physical results, since we linearized the spectrum.) At present,
we can calculate this limit only by making an expansion in
some parameter. In the IRL, this parameter is the Coulomb
interaction U, while in the AIM, it can either be U or (in the
limit U — oo) the tunneling parameter A. In each case, we
evaluate an observable to the leading order by keeping just the
|WO) and |W?) terms of the wavefunction (i.e., putting at most
two quantum numbers into a crossing state), which makes the
thermodynamic limit tractable.

A. Dot occupancy in the multilead IRL

We evaluate the expectation value of the dot occupancy
to the leading order in the interaction strength U. We show
that the steady state occupancy is a universal function of the
external parameter €; (which is defined below in terms of
the bare parameter € that appears in the Hamiltonian) and
the temperatures and chemical potentials of the leads. This
universal function is parameterized by two RG invariants: U
and an emergent energy scale Tx.

We compare our results with the literature and provide a
general discussion of the RG flow of the IRL, emphasizing
universal aspects. We then specialize to the zero temperature
case. We verify that our answer agrees with the equilibrium
Bethe ansatz result for the occupancy as a function of applied
field in the multilead model, and then we present some results
in two steady-state nonequilibrium regimes of the two-lead
model with the leads separated by a bias voltage.
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1. Evaluation

Qur task is to evaluate
(ng)e = (W()|d"d|W()), 3.1)

where |W(t)) = e H'|W) and |V) = CyNkN ;k1|0). Note
that |¥) is normalized to unity. The initial quantum numbers
are arbitrary for the moment, though we later specialize to the
case of a Fermi sea in each lead.

We begin by expanding the wavefunction to first order
inU:

() = |900)) + |W2(@)) + O(U?), (3.2)
where
N .
W01)) = (1"[ o (r)) 10, (3.32)
j=1
N
|\Ij2(t)> — Z (_1)m|+mz+1 1_[ C;jk/(t)
1<my<my <N i=1
JFmi, my
X[ D@y o sy (D) (3.3b)
The occupancy to leading order is therefore
(na)e = (na)” + (na)y"”, (3.4)

where  (n)? = (WO()|dTd|WO(r)) and  (ng)" =
2 Re({(WO(r)|d d|W?(t))) (where | W2(t)) is to be expanded to
first order in U ; we will see that this expansion is simple). The
main tool in the calculation is Wick’s theorem combined with
the fact that the time-evolving field operators have canonical
anticommutation relations: {cy (1), c,t(t)} = - Using these,
we obtain the following for the noninteracting (zeroth order
in U) part of the answer:

) Zud Cypt (O} (3.52)
j=1
2
— _Z vak,(t) s (35b)

where Fy is given by Eq. (2.5).

Next, we specialize to the case of interest (filled Fermi seas
in each lead) and then take the thermodynamic limit. We de-
scribe this step in some detail now, since it occurs again in our
subsequent calculations. Specializing the N initial quantum
numbers to describe filled Fermi seas at zero temperature is
equivalent to the following replacement

Nicads

N
D Xk =) Y Xy, k), (3.6)
m=1

y=1 ke, |

where KC, is the set of allowed momenta in lead y (i.e.,
ranging from —D to u,) and X is any function. If the sum
Z],Z:l comes with a prefactor 1/L (as it always will in our
calculations), then the sum over momenta in a given lead y
becomes an integral f D O(/LV —k)(...) in the thermo-
dynamic limit. To generahze to arbitrary lead temperatures,
we replace the step function by the Fermi function f, (k) =

[e®=1)/T, + 177" All together, the prescription for taking the
thermodynamic limit and including temperature is

Nicads

>[5

This generalizes to the higher-order summations we
encounter in the interacting case, as well; for instance,

a double sum Ll Zl_m:lX(ymlkml,ymzkmz) becomes

Yol Dy £, (k) f (k)X (viki, yaka). We have
confirmed the above prescription for generalizing to arbitrary
temperatures by setting up the calculation with an initial
density matrix and verifying that the same result is obtained
[18].

Thus, we obtain the noninteracting contribution to the oc-
cupancy in the thermodynamic limit:

1 N term 1m1t
ZZX(ym, ) " — KXy k). 3.7

MNeads

dk IFk(t)I
Nleads ;/— fy( ) )

therm. limit 1
0)

(nd>t

(3.8)

In Ref. [20], (nd),(o) is calculated in the one-lead model at
zero temperature; our result agrees in this special case. In the
steady-state (s.s.) limit, we find

(na)%) = lim (ng);” (3.92)
l Nicads D Tk 2
=3 Z/ — f,(k b ( )' (3.9b)
eads )/:1 —D
1 Nleads dk
=N > / — fyk )—)2+ o (399
y=1°""

In the equilibrium limit (equal temperatures and chemical
potentials in all leads), we recover the standard occupancy of
the RLM. In the two-lead model at zero temperature with a
voltage drop across the leads, our answer agrees with Ref. [7].

We proceed to the leading correction in U. Again using Wick’s theorem and the anticommutation relation, and canceling

some sign factors, we obtain

(na)y” = 2Re{

1<my<my <N

Z |:{Cy,,,zkm2 ), d’ }<0|Cy,,,lkml (I)d‘q)y,,,]k,,,l Ving ey ) — (m < mz)i| }

(3.10)
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It is advantageous to consider the “off-diagonal” case, in which the quantum numbers on either side of the matrix element that
appears in the previous equation are arbitrary. By fermionic antisymmetry, the matrix element must be the antisymmetrization
of some function Q(; vk}, v,k}; yiki, y2kz) as follows:

{eym (@), d"}0le, (D | Dy ko, (1)) = — Z (sgno)(sgn o )Q(t; Vpkirs Vorkiy: Vorkoy s Vorke).

o,0'eSym(2)

@3.11)

where the factor of 1/L? is inserted for the convenience of taking the thermodynamic limit. The key point is that & (which we
write explicitly below) does not depend on L, due to the fact that the crossing state vanishes outside the forward “light cone” in

position space. Relabelling summation variables, we obtain

Yo Z > (sgn o )2Re[Q(t: Vi ki, - ViK' Yoo, Koy, + Yo, Ko, )]

my,my=1 o eSym(2)

Neads

herm limi dk; dk
I » / 5 5 Ik (k) D7 (sgno)2Re[Qt: ik, ok Vo ko, Yook, -
oeSym(2)

Y1, y2=1

Recall that the crossing state is given by |y, k.1, (1)) =
Eq. (3.11) and Eq. (2.4), we can read off

1
Q(t; vk, vokis viki, yako) = —fdxl Fi (1, xl,O)[an fa@—x) 4
2]Vleads

|Xy1k1;/2k2 (t)> -

(3.12)

| Xyoloyiki (1)), with x given by Eq. (2.95). Then from

Fk";‘(t — X ):|Fk”,;(t)®(0 <x; <t), (3.13)

leads

where Fx, is given by Eq. (2.31b) with 7, — U (since we work to leading order in U).
We focus on the steady-state limit. Including the zeroth order answer (3.9b), we find the following result for the occupancy

to first order in U (see Sec. D 1 in the Appendix for details):

(na)ss. = lim (ng);
—>00

= () +

1 dky dky
A 2 / 27 21
yiya=1
where error terms exponentially small in bandwidth,

= ), have been dropped.

As usual in a field theory calculation, this answer diverges
as the bandwidth is sent to infinity. In this case, there is both
a linear and a logarithmic divergence. In the next section,
we perform the necessary steps—re-expressing the answer in
terms of physical parameters rather than bare parameters—to
get a meaningful result.

D
O(e™

2. Universality in and out of equilibrium

To obtain universal results, we take the scaling limit, in
which all energy scales are much smaller than the bandwidth.
We replace the bare parameter € by a physical parameter €,
by making the following shift:

Nieads
e=er—UY (D+u,)/Q2r)+UA/2.
y=1

(3.15)

To explain this, we recall that the interaction term of the IRL

would usually take the normal ordered form Hconventlonal =

Zledx U: 1/,1‘(())%/ (0) : (d'd — 1/2), which corresponds to

U 1 Nieads
— | — D
2Njeads A | | 2 A VX:] ( + Myl

=

P kD) fyp (k)R T G T (k)| (5 n_

(3.14a)

=2 £, (k)| T (k) PRe[ T (k)]

ﬂ 3 /

2
2Neads|T(k2)| )} +0U?), (3.14b)

(

half filling in the lattice model. Relative to our H"
[Eq. (2.91b)], this shifts the dot energy by U ZN‘”C‘* (D +
Hy)/(2m) and introduces a potential scatterlng term
—%U ¥ (0)y(0) (there is also an overall energy shift that has

no effect). The point is that with Hc(ér)wemmnal as the interaction
term, the equilibrium resonance is at €conyentions = 0. Though
we can shift our € easily enough, our calculation does not
include the potential scattering term. We find, however, that at
least to the leading order in U, the equilibrium resonance can
be fixed at €, = 0 by including another shift: the A-dependent
term in Eq. (3.15).

In the above argument, we assumed that the normal or-
dering in erzvemlonal was done relative to the initial state
of the quench (free Fermi seas in each lead with arbitrary
chemical potentials), so that 1//1'(0)1/5, 0)—: W’(O)IﬁV 0):=

% Nleﬂds (D + ). Had we instead done normal ordering

relatlve to the noninteracting equilibrium ground state, then
all u, would be set to zero in Eq. (3.15) and our answers
below would be modified. We suggest that the prescription we
use is the appropriate generalization beyond the equilibrium
case.
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Working to first order in U and using Eq. (3.9b) and the identity 7 L\ T(h))> = X LT (k)|*Re T (k), we obtain

(na)ss. = (na)® +

U l_ (O) Meads/ dk )
2Nicags A [(2 ) > Sy (OIT () Re[ T (k)]

Nicads
1 dky dky ) ) )
- = k ko)Re[T (k k 8 — k ow"), 3.16
Ay;,/ o 2 1 KOS k)Re[T hDNT (k)7 87, 2Nleads|T( )7 ) | +0W") (3.16)
1L,2=
(
where each 7 matrix is now evaluated with €, instead of the  here the brackets indicate all the channels: {;_v} —

original € [i.e., T (k) = 2A(k — €4 + iA)™'], including in the
free occupancy (n,)% as given in Eq. (3.9b).

Since T (k) ~ 1/k for large k, the second line of (3.16)
diverges logarithmically for large D. This encodes the emer-
gence of a universal scale through the Callan-Symanzik
equation:

(Di + BaA i )(”d)s.s. = 0(1/D), (3.17a)

oD oA
where

Ba = —% +0WU?%. (3.17b)

To see that the Callan-Symanzik equation holds, we note
MNieads

dky
e k
27'[1\/vleelds A yzzzl /700 fyz ( )

3 D— U
Da_D (nd)s.s. _O)O

1
X |T(k2)|2<1 - 5|T(k2)|2), (3.18)

which follows from D7 (£D) P2 4o and simple prop-
erties of the Fermi function. Then we obtain the beta
function as in Eq. (3.17b) from Eq. (3.9b) and the identity
AZEIT®P) = LITEPA = HT®P).

Now that we are focusing on the large bandwidth regime,
we can confirm that €; = 0 is the location of the equilibrium
resonance in Eq. (3.16). Setting all f, (k) = f(k) (i.e., all
chemical potentials 1, set to 0) and €, = 0, we have (n4)®) =
1/2+0(1/D) and [5 dk fUIT KR - HTK)P) =
O(1/D) (shown numerically), so that (n;)ss. = 1/2.

The Callan-Symanzik equation encodes the fact that for
large bandwidth, (n;)ss. takes a universal form, depending
only on the external parameters (e, and the temperatures and
chemical potentials of the leads) and on two scaling invariants.
The first invariant is an emergent energy scale

Uy (AT
Ty = (1——)D<—> ,
b4 D

It can be verified that (D + BaAz% 9 )Tx = 0 and that Ty =
AforU =0.The U- dependent overall scale of T is arbitrary
(as we discuss in more detail below), and we have chosen it
so that the equilibrlum susceptibility of the dot at €; = 0 takes
the form [7,21] _6€/|T —e,=0{na)ss. = 1/(wTx). The second
scaling invariant is the coupling constant U (or equivalently,
the parameter o defined below). Thus, staying always in the
large bandwidth regime from now on, we can write

T, % €4
s.s. — Juniversal U, =+ 5 d s )
i =t (2], )

(3.19)

(3.20)

(T1/Txs -+ s T/ Ti)s {55} = (1 /T, -, Ui/ T)- Be-
low, we evaluate this unlversal function to leading order in
U in a few regimes at zero temperature. First, we make some
general comments on the RG flow of the model and compare
our results with the literature.

3. RG discussion
The RG flow of the model is the following:

U
= (3.21a)
dlnD
dln A U )
=pBAU)=——+0U"). (3.21b)
dlnD T

The U parameter, which does not flow, determines the direc-
tion of flow of A through the beta function BA(U). If Ba(U)
is negative, then A increases as the bandwidth D is reduced.
While our calculation is only to first order in U, it is known to
all orders that D% =0, i.e., U does not flow.

While the RG flow of the IRL has been studied by many
methods, the most direct comparison we can make to the
literature is to other works that have found the flow from the
evaluation of an expectation value to leading order in U. In
particular, previous work on the two-lead IRL driven by bias
has found linear and logarithmic divergences in the charge
current. In Ref. [4], the linear divergences are removed by a
redefinition of € which we expect to be equivalent to what we
did above (although an equation is not given). In Ref. [10],
these divergences are removed by the same shift of € that we
used above (in the special case N5 = 2), albeit without the
additional shift that we included to put the resonance at €; =
0. In either case, the logarithmic divergences are accounted
for by the Callan-Symanzik equation, as we did above, with
the same result (3.17b) for the beta function at leading order.

For further comparison with the literature, let us rewrite
our equation for Tx [Eq. (3.19)] in another form:

(1-Yn(5)"

2
1+U/n’

The exponent « in the RG invariant Tx [Eq. (3.19)] has
been much discussed in the literature. Various answers for
a as a function of U [or as a function of the single particle
phase shift, which is §y = arctan(U/2) in our case] have
been found. Our answer, Eq. (3.22b), agrees with some Bethe
ansatz calculations, but not all, and a different answer has been
obtained by bosonization. See Table I in Ref. [21] for a sum-

Tk

(3.22a)

where: o = (3.22b)
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mary of the literature. While all calculations agree that o = 2
for zero coupling (or zero phase shift), there is disagreement
already at the first order correction.

For the purpose of calculating universal quantities, the
precise dependence of « on the coupling constant is only
meaningful within a particular cutoff scheme. This theory has
two RG invariants, which we choose as Tx and U, and they
determine results by values assigned to them. The final out-
puts of a field theory calculation are functions such as funiversal
that have RG invariants as inputs. The numerical values of the
RG invariants are not themselves calculable in field theory.
Instead, one fixes the value of the RG invariants by fitting
universal functions to data. One of the advantages of doing a
field theory calculation (on what is ultimately a lattice system)
is that one has a great freedom to choose a cutoff scheme that
makes the calculation of universal functions more convenient;
the price one pays is that only these universal functions can be
compared meaningfully with a lattice system.

One technical caveat is that the functional form of o does
matter insofar as it determines the possible values o« can take.
This point does not seem to arise in the IRL, seeing as all of
the forms of « in the literature permit « to range from —oo to
oo given U ranging from —oo to co. Note that our calculation
in this paper is only consistent for « in a narrow range around
o = 2, since we took U to be small; however, the Bethe ansatz
result for « is given by the same Eq. (3.22b) with no restriction
onU.

In Ref. [21], Camacho et al. use bosonization and hence
have a different functional form of « in terms of U. They
emphasize, however, that their final answer for (ng)equitibrium
at zero temperature agrees exactly with the Bethe ansatz an-
swer once both are expressed as functions of « and €;/Tk.
This agrees with our discussion in the previous paragraph. To
disprove our claim, it would be necessary to find another uni-
versal function whose form differs between the bosonization

(na)ss. = () +

1 1 —
+ - — —arctan L Fn () ) 1n
2 T A (

Note that there are large logarithms with many different
scales involved, so that there is no one choice of D’ that will
eliminate all of them in the general case (arbitrary chemical
potentials u,). We proceed to specialize to some specific
regimes in which there are just one or two different large logs
to be eliminated.

a. Equilibrium. Setting all chemical potentials to zero, we
find

) 1 1 ) +U A
Ng)ss. = — — — arctan — + — ———
diss. =5 = o A m? 2+A2
D €4
X edln——AarctanZ (3.25)
Je + A?

and Bethe ansatz calculations, even after the invariants o and
Ty are fixed by matching the answers for, €.g., (14)equilibrium-

A stronger claim of Camacho in Ref. [22] is that the for-
mula for « in terms of U (or rather, in terms of the phase
shift §y) is scheme independent, contrary to what we find
in Eq. (3.22b). Though we have not examined the argument
in detail, we wonder if the unconventional cutoff schemes
employed in this paper and in the Bethe ansatz might some-
how be outside the range of cutoff schemes considered in the
bosonization calculation of Ref. [22]. (These cutoff schemes
are unconventional in that the Hamiltonian formally has all
energies.) Similar comments apply to the U-dependent pref-
actor in Tx—its precise dependence on U can differ between
schemes.

4. Evaluation at zero temperature

We evaluate the steady-state occupancy (3.16) at zero
temperature. We then use RG improvement to extract the
universal function (3.20) in a few specific regimes.

The standard method for finding a universal function from
a perturbative result is RG improvement: One changes the
original parameters (D, A) to new parameters (D', A’) with
the same value of Tx, where D’ is chosen so as to eliminate
large logarithms in the perturbation series. The net effect
is to delete these large logarithms and to replace A by the
“running” coupling constant A’. Note that this replacement is
only valid on the part of the answer that satisfies the Callan-
Symanzik equation—thus, one must first take D to be large
before applying RG improvement.

In the zero temperature limit, the momentum integrals in
Eq. (3.16) can all be carried out analytically to yield
Nicads

D
2 5 |
Gd_u’l/l) +A

1 1 €4 — [y
ng)© = -~ — arctan —— (3.23)
- 2 Meadsn ; A
and:
|
U 1 Nicads MNicads N]un]s —u 5
~2 ) 21T )l + 2T (u
Meadsn |: 4( ) Z Y ); 7T]Vlead9 ZZZ A | ( y2)|
(3.24)

(

The large logarithm is to be eliminated by the self-consistent
choice D' = +/ 63 + (A)?, which determines the running cou-
pling:

R PO PR A |
= —|[1—=In < )
T 2 T? K

We thus obtain a universal answer, valid to leading order in U:
1 1 U

n “S,z———arctan——l-—
ks =5 =7 Ty 272(1+€2/T2)

2
X Z(E—d—arctane—d)—e—dln l+—
Tx Tx Tk T?

(3.27)

(3.26)
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ng(€q V=0), pU =0
----- ng4(€q,V=0), pU = 0.1
-------- n4(€4=0,V), pU = 0
n4(€4=0,V), pU = 0.1

0.8

0.6

Ng
0.4

0.2

0.0L J
-4 -2 0 2 4

€4, V [Tkl

6ng(€q,V=0), pU = 0.1
----- 6ng(€4=0,V), pU = 0.1 P

ony 0.00 =

-4 -2 0 2 4

€q, V [Tkl

FIG. 1. Left: the steady-state occupancy n, = (n,)ss. at zero temperature in the two-lead IRL, either as a function of dot potential €, or
voltage V. The leads are held at chemical potentials | = 0 and u, = —V. The equilibrium (V = 0) curves are given by Eq. (3.27) and in
fact are independent of the number of leads, in agreement with the Bethe ansatz answer from the literature (Appendix E). The nonequilibrium
(V #0) curves are given by Eq. (3.28). In both cases, we compare the noninteracting occupancy (pU = 0) with the weakly interacting
occupancy (first order in pU = 0.1), where p = 1/(2m) is the density of states per unit length. Right: the weakly interacting case with the
noninteracting occupancy subtracted, i.e., dny = ny — ny|y—o. In equilibrium, dn, reaches finite limits as €,/Tx — Fo00. Out of equilibrium,
|6n,| grows logarithmically as V/Tx — =00, indicating that some resummation of the series in pU is needed to make sense of the extremely

large voltage regime.

which agrees with the leading order expansion of the exact
equilibrium result from Bethe ansatz [23] (see Appendix E).
This confirms, at least in the zero temperature limit and to this
order, that in the long-time limit following the quench, the
occupancy thermalizes.

We emphasize that the output of our field theory calcula-
tion is a two-parameter family of functions of the physical
quantity €, parameterized by U and Tk. Redefinitions of U
and Tx can change the details of the parametrization, but not
the full family of functions that is obtained by letting U and
Tx range over all allowed values. We brought our answer
to the form (3.27) as a convenient way of showing that the
full family of functions agrees with the Bethe ansatz result in
the parameter range we consider: U small (or equivalently, o
close to 2) and Tk arbitrary.

In the U-dependent part of Eq. (3.27), only the coeffi-
cients of the arctangent and logarithm terms have universal
meaning. Replacing the term UA/2 by aU (with a varying
parameter a) in the shift (3.15) controls a term proportional
to 1/(1 4 €2/T3); we took a = 1/2 to eliminate this term,
putting the resonance at €; = 0. [This choice also puts the
resonance at €¢; = 0 for arbitrary temperature, as we showed
below Eq. (3.18).] Similarly, we can adjust the coefficient
of the (€4/Tx)/(1 4+ €3/T2) term in Eq. (3.27) by varying a
parameter b in Ty = [1 + bU]D(A/D)**; this term controls
the dot susceptibility at ¢; = 0, and our choice of b = —1/7
normalizes Tk according to TK_1 = —n%|T:€d:0(nd)S,s.

b. Out of equilibrium—two leads at €; = 0. Consider the
two-lead model with the leads separated by a bias voltage
V and with the dot potential set to zero—that is, MNeags = 2,
w1 =0, up = -V, and ¢; = 0. (The case of arbitrary ¢, is
also possible but messier.) The occupancy (3.24) contains
two large logarithms, In % and In \/ﬁ; we can choose D’
to cancel either one, with the same final result (see Fig. 1

as well):
1 arctan Tl,( U ¥—I§ arctan }/—K
<”d>s.s.—§_T+ﬁ Z(T‘;—;)
K
v
1% i 1 V?
— | arctan — — TKV2 |:1 ——1In (1+—2>:| .
TK 1+ T_,3 4 TK

(3.28)

The particular numbers that appear in this answer become
meaningful once the values of U and T are fixed by, e.g.,
matching the equilibrium answer (3.27) with data. Note that
the contribution of the interaction begins at order V2, beyond
linear response.

The leading correction in U in Eq. (3.28) grows logarith-
mically with voltage as V/Tx — =oo; this is a consequence
of the fact that no choice of D’ can cancel both of the large
logarithms. This implies that some resummation of the series
in U is needed to make sense of the regime of very large
voltage. We can characterize the scale at which the U series
breaks down out of equilibrium as the voltage V,, for which
the U correction term (8n, in Fig. 1) equals 1/2; the result is
Vo ~ Tge**Y) where p = 1/(2m) is the density of states per
unit length in our convention. The number 2 in the exponent is
not sharply defined, since we had to make an arbitrary choice
for what value of the U correction is large enough to say
that the series breaks down. Though our calculation sends the
bandwidth D — oo, we suggest that this scale V; could also
be significant in the lattice model if it lies in the universal
regime, i.e., if Vy << Dyice- The scale V) may be connected to
the power law dependence on U seen in Ref. [7].

c. Out of equilibrium—two leads close to the particle-hole
symmetric point. We again consider the two-lead model with
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the leads separated by a bias voltage V/, this time with €, close
to halfway between the two chemical potentials. That is, we
seti) = €5+ V/2and up, = €4 —V/2 — V. FordV = 0, the
steady-state occupancy is its free value, 1/2. Self-consistently
setting D’ = /(A’)? + V2 /4, we obtain the following correc-
tion for small §V:

4T2)1 (1 + 4T2)

L+ i
Vv 1%
— —— arctan — . (3.29)
2Tk 2TK TK

As before, this expression is valid for V « Tge!/?%) (in addi-
tion to requiring U and §V/Tk to be small).

B. Steady state current in the two-lead AIM

We evaluate the steady state current in the two-lead AIM
in the approximation that no more than two quantum numbers
can be in a crossing state. We see below that this approxima-
tion encompasses both the regime of weak coupling (small
U/A) and strong coupling with weak tunneling (U — oo
with small A/|e — u,]). Our result for small U agrees with
a calculation that we did using Keldysh perturbation theory
(see Appendix F), and our result for large U reproduces a
well-known scaling law.

Throughout this section, H = Hjpiee v 1S the two-lead AIM
given by Eq. (2.99c) (with Neags = 2). We work directly in the
steady state limit, which means in particular that the system
s1ze is infinite. We therefore use Dirac normalized operators:

yka f dx e** 1/fya(x)

1. Setup and reduction to an overlap

The current operator in the AIM for electrons leaving lead
y (with y =1, 2) is well known to be 1, 21//]1:1(0)03 +

H.c. (see, e.g., Ref. [24]). Since the two currents are equal and
opposite in the steady state (I; = —1I), we can consider the
symmetrized operator

~

l
Ty = ——
R W)

Our task is to evaluate this operator in the nonequilibrium
steady state. That is, we wish to evaluate

(Tsym) = N~ (Win | Tsym | Win),

(¥, (0) = ¥3,(0))d, + Hee. (3.30)

(3.31)

where the normalization factor N = (¥|¥) is discussed
in more detail below and where |W¥;,) is the Lippmann-
Schwinger “in” state corresponding to two Fermi seas. That
is,

1
[Win) = |V¥) + mvm’m), (3.32a)
where: |W) = C;NkNaN .. .c; k110 (3.32b)

. d
h=—i / dx Z w;a(x)aww(x), (3.32¢)

y=1,2

V=H-—h. (3.32d)

The quantum numbers (y;, k;, a;) are arbitrary for the mo-
ment; they will later be specialized to describe two Fermi seas
with an applied bias voltage appearing as the difference of the
chemical potentials.

To simplify the calculation, we now write the expectation
value of the current operator (i.e., a matrix element) as the
derivative of an overlap, using an approach that we have
presented in more generality in Ref. [18]. The idea is to add
the current operator Isy;, to the Hamiltonian as a source term
in such a way that we can read off the wavefunction for the
Hamiltonian (with source) from our previous results.

Let ¢ be a real variable (the bar is a label and does not
signify complex conjugation) and consider the following ¢-
dependent Hamiltonian

H—H+[i( 1)y (0)d,
- ﬁ la
+ %(e’% )'#2(,(0)01 —i—Hc]

Note that setting ¢ = 0 recovers the original Hamiltonian.
From here on, an overbar means that a quantity depends on
¢, and removing the bar corresponds to setting 5/\: ¢ =0.
We are interested in the expectation value of sy, in some
eigenstate |W(E)) of H with energy E. Since we work in
infinite volume, the energy varies continuously, so there is
also a family of eigenstates |W(E")) with varying energy E'.
Let [W(E)) be any ¢- dependent family of eigenstates of H
(with energy E) such that |U(E))|- 3=0 = IW(E)) (a condition
that is built-in to our notation). Then we have the following
expression for the unnormalized expectation value

(3.33)

_~ 0 _
(W(E) | Isym|W(E)) = El,iLnE (E —E/)a—— {(W(ENV(E)).
=0

(3.34)

Naively, the right-hand side appears to be zero; however, we
find in practice that the ¢ derivative produces a 1/(E — E')
pole that cancels the prefactor.

The proof of Eq. (3.34) follows from noting that
Isym = 7|¢ O(H H) and dropping the term (W(E’ )W(H —

H) ;4) |W(E))|5—- In principle, it must be checked that
%|W(E)) is not too singular as ¢ — 0; this is not an issue

in our calculation below, since the dependence on 5 will be
analytic. To avoid any possible issues with order of limits, we
will apply Eq. (3.34) before taking the thermodynamic limit.

The eigenstate of interest is |W(E)) = |Wj,), which has en-
ergy E = Zy:l kj. A convenient choice for the E’-dependent
states |W(E")) is to simply let the momenta vary; thus, we
write |/ ) for same Lippmann-Schwinger state (3.32a) with
momenta ki, ..., ky replaced by ki, ..., kj. Then the energy
E =" j=1 kj varies continuously.

We have a considerable freedom in constructing the
¢-dependent states |W(E)). It is convenient to bring the ¢-
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dependent Hamiltonian (3.33) to the same form as the original
Hamiltonian, allowing us to use the wavefunction already ob-
tained. To do this, we define a convenient set of E-dependent
fields by a unitary transformation:

<§lka) Z/{Tu (Clk[l>

Coka Coka
1T 1T

e~ iz® —ein?®

<e—ié¢ it ) (3.35b)

(0 7)

L2 d
7 . - - T
H=— z/ dx Y V30 (0) + €djda

-L2 T

(3.35a)

where: U =

which implies: U = (3.35¢)

Sl- S§l-

Then we have

+ [Z %ﬂa(om n H.c.:| Y Unny,  (3.36)

y=1,2

which is the same Hamiltonian already considered, with each
unbarred electron field replaced by the corresponding barred
field. We know the “in” states of this Hamiltonian provided
that the incoming plane waves are in the barred basis. Hence,
it is convenient to let the ¢-dependent family of eigenstates be
as in Egs. (3.32a)—(3.32d), with a bar over everything:

— — — 1 -
[W(E)) = |Win) = |¥) + ——V|Vy,), (3.37a)
E—h+in
where
|G> = E;NkNaN to E}"]klal |O>’ (337b)
T . — d —
h = _l/dx Z wya(x)awya(x)»
y=1,2
(3.37¢)
V=H-h. (3.37d)

By construction, these states satisfy the required condition,
namely they reduce to the original state of interest (3.32a) at
¢ = 0. Eq. (3.34) then yields

(Tsym) = N W, [Win).

lim (E — E)a— ( (3.33)

all k’ —k; $=0

Thus, the calculation reduces to finding the overlap (W [Win)
for ¢ near 0 and E’ near E.

In the expectation value (3.31), one may have expected the
normalization factor N to be (W;,|W;,); however, compari-
son with the time-dependent version of the calculation shows
that the correct normalization is N = [278(0)]N = (¥ |¥).
The full overlap (W;,|Wi,) seems to contain additional delta
function terms beyond the noninteracting norm [278(0)Y
(though it could be that these terms have no effect in the
thermodynamic limit).

2. Evaluation

We evaluate the right-hand side of Eq. (3.38) with the
wavefunction truncated so that no more than two quantum
numbers can be assigned to a crossing state—that is, |W;,) =

W) + [Uh) and (W] = i (W] + 10 (¥"2]. We work to first
order in the crossing state, i.e.,

(Tsym) = Tsym)®® + (Tsym)®? + Tsym) >, (3.39)
where
(Tsym) @) = [(w]w)] ™! 11hm (E—E"
ai
N I (3.40)
85 $:0 in in

The term (Eym) 22) is not kept as it involves the product of two
crossing states. We will see below that in the small U regime,
expanding in crossings amounts to expanding in U, and our
calculation is to first order [25]. For U — oo, the expansion
in crossings appears to be an expansion in powers of A.

The terms of the wavefunction that we need are

N
50 —
v,) = (H cy/_k/_a/,m) 0), (3.41)
j=1
and
— 1
|“I'[jn> — 5 Z (_1)m|+mz+l
1<m<my <N
N
X l_[ E;/jkja,-,in cpekllllalnlekmzamz,in)- (3.42)
=1
j?ﬁ{ﬂ],mz

We can take the adjoint, remove the bar, and relabel each k; —
k) to get (W] | = (W0] 4 (V2. R

The first contribution to the current, (Iym) ), is the non-
interacting part, and we find that it agrees with the standard
RLM answer. For N electrons, we obtain (see Appendix D 2)

Z D" TGl (3.43)

2n5(0)

The Dirac delta term comes from the overlap of two plane
waves of equal momenta (e.g., {cix+, c}LkT} with k' = k); we
should thus identify 27 5(0) with the system size L (which is
formally infinite). Taking the arbitrary N quantum numbers to
describe two filled Fermi seas replaces

wam,km,amw DY) Xk a),

y=12keK, a

(3.44)

where X is any function and /C, is the set of momenta in the
Fermi sea of lead y [spaced by §k <> 1/5(0) and cut off by
|k| < D]. We can then generalize to include temperature, see
Eq. (3.6) and the comments below. We thus obtain

e therm. limit b dk 1
(Taym) OO o3 / o= L) = AW ITHP,
_p &I 2

(3.45)
which is twice the standard spinless RLM answer, as expected
from spin degeneracy.

The same identification 1/5(0) <> 5k was used by Nishino
et al. For further justification, we have repeated the calculation
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in our time-dependent formalism, which permits us to work in
a finite system size L before sending L — oo; the final result
for the current is the same in the steady-state limit. This is
similar to how calculations with non-normalizable states in
single-particle scattering theory are justified by considering
the long-time limit of time-evolving wave packets.

N

(km, + ko, — k;m - kl/nz)

We proceed to calculate the contribution from the
first crossing. We show only the main steps here, leav-
ing many details in Appendix D2. We only need to
calculate (Isym)©?, since (Isym)*? turns out to be the
complex conjugate. Using Wick’s theorem and noting that
(W|W) = [278(0)]Y, we obtain the following after some
calculation:

(0] ey iy 50y i iy i | (Dekm] Gy iy Ay in)>

0
3¢ [5-0

(3.46)

where we have used the antisymmetry of the operators and crossing state to replace the original sum over m; < m, with an
unrestricted sum with an extra factor of 1/2. After taking the limits k,, — ki, and k,, — ki,, we again have a summation in
which it is clear how to take the thermodynamic limit using (3.44) and the identification 6k <> 1/8(0). Collecting terms, we find

the following answer for the current:

~ b dk 1 ) 1
Boym) = [ S LA = A1 TR = (o [

< Im{UT(M)T" kYT )T (k) + T(’Q)]} 4 (higher crossings).

2

What does this “expansion in crossings” really mean? While
we cannot give a general answer, we can at least understand
this result for the current by examining the limits of small and
large U.

3. Small U regime

Expanding to first order in U  replaces
UTT{(ky + ks — U)/2] — UT[(ki +k»)/2]. Then, using
the simple identities 7T [(k; + k2)/21[T (k1) + T (k2)] =
27 (k)T (ky) and Im[T (k)*] = | T (k)|?Re[T (k)], we obtain

- D gk 1, U
(Isym) = /_D T [fitk) — fz(k)]§|T(k)| + 3A2

D dk, dk
« f a1 k) + HODIL () — fok)]

-D 2w 2w

x | T (k)| T (k2)|’Re[ T (k)] + O(U?).  (3.48)

This calculation mainly serves as a check on our formalism.
We have verified Eq. (3.48) by calculating the steady state
current with Keldysh perturbation theory (see Appendix F).
Indeed, the agreement also holds if we allow a magnetic
field on the dot, i.e., a spin-dependent dot energy €, (which
modifies the crossing state [18]).

We note that the small U expansion of the AIM has been
used in the literature to explore the neighborhood of the strong
coupling fixed point of the Kondo model both in and out of
equilibrium. This proceeds by, e.g., assuming the impurity
is in a singlet state by a choice of Green’s function [26],
expanding about the Hartree-Fock solution [27], or using a
Fermi liquid theory approach [28]. In contrast, our result
(3.48) describes the AIM itself in the regime of small U/A.

D dk, dk
L2 Ak + fHDILf k) — falks)]

p 2w 2w

(3.47)

(

Since 7 (k) ~ 1/k for large |k|, there are no divergences
in Eq. (3.48) as the bandwidth D is sent to infinity. This is
consistent with prior work on the AIM (see, e.g., Ref. [29]).

4. Infinite U regime: Expansion in tunneling

If we instead send U — oo, then U T [(k; + &k, —U)/2] —
—4A, leaving

(Isym) = /D a Lfi(k) — fz(k)]l|7-(k)|2
_p 2w 2
[ b
4A J_p 2w 2w
x [fitky) + fakDILf1(k2) — fa(ka)]
< Im{T™* (k)T (k)[T (k1) + T (k2)1}

+ (2 or more crossings). (3.49)

This expansion in crossings appears to capture the regime of
small A. We note first that Eq. (3.49) satisfies the following
Callan-Symanzik equation:

(Di + f&e%) (Isym) = O(1/D), (3.502)

oD

where

A A?
Be=—-——+ 0(—2>. (3.50b)
e €

To show this, we proceed similarly as in the multilead IRL
calculation [see Eq. (3.18) and below]. Under Da%’ the only
terms that survive for large bandwidth are those with k; inte-
grated (since the k, Fermi functions cancel at k, = —o0) and a

single 7 matrix in k; [since T (k) ~ 2A/k for large |k|]. Thus,
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we obtain
p Lyt L [Tk g k
8_D<Sym) — T _mg[fl( 2) — fa(ko)]
x Im[7T (k2)?]. (3.51)

Then (3.50b) follows from the identity £|T(k)|2 =
%|T(k)|2Re T (k) = —ilm[T(k)z]. The associated scaling
invariants are A and

D

—i—Al
=€+ —1In—,
d T A

which is the standard result [30,31].

To clarify the meaning of the expansion in crossings, we
consider the zero temperature limit with a voltage drop across
the leads: w; =0 and w, = —V. Then the conductance is
given by

a1 A?
AV m(e+ V)24 A2

(3.52)

A(e+V)
T2 e+ V)P + A2

D D
X[In——7o—m—m—o-—+Ih—+ ﬁnite)],
< ViE+V):+ A2 Ve 4 A?
(3.53)

where the omitted terms are finite as D — oo (or involve
additional crossings). It is seen here that the contribution from
the first crossing (i.e., two quantum numbers in the crossing
state) starts at the third order in A, while the RLM contribu-
tion is second order. By further calculation, we find that the
next contribution (allowing three quantum numbers to be in
crossing states) starts at another order higher (A%).

Strictly speaking, our result should be interpreted as a
power series in A, meaning that we should keep only up to
order A3. Tt is interesting to note, however, that when (Isyp) is
calculated to the leading order in crossings (as we did above),
the Callan-Symanzik equation (3.50a) holds fo all orders in A.
Our demonstration of the Callan-Symanzik equation did not
expand in A. The expansion in crossings can be thought of as
a particular resummation of terms of the A expansion; the fact
that the Callan-Symanzik equation holds exactly suggests that
this resummation may be a useful one.

While much work has been done on the infinite-U AIM,
the most direct comparison we can make to the literature is to
Ref. [32], in which the current is calculated analytically for
U — oo up to order A3. Our result here disagrees beyond
the first order in A. In particular, Ref. [32] finds a small
Kondo peak beginning to develop at zero bias, which we do
not. However, a true comparison can only be made once both
answers are expressed in terms of RG invariants, and the result
of Ref. [32] does not seem to have the standard quantity given
in Eq. (3.52) as a scaling invariant.

IV. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we presented a method for calculating many-
body wavefunctions. We applied the time-dependent version
of the method to find the time-evolving wavefunction for the
interacting resonant level model with any number of leads.
We also applied the time-independent version to find the
nonequilibrium steady state wavefunction of the Anderson
impurity model in the two limits of small U and infinite U.

The methods of Bethe ansatz and the integrability properties
of the models studied made no obvious appearance in the
calculations.

As a preliminary application of these wavefunctions to the
evaluation of observables, we found the steady-state occu-
pancy of the multilead IRL to leading order in the interaction
U. We demonstrated universality in and out of equilibrium,
verified our answer in the zero temperature equilibrium limit
by comparison with the literature, and presented results out of
equilibrium. In the two-lead AIM, we used the NESS wave-
function to evaluate the steady state current first for small U,
then for infinite U with small A. This provided an example
of how we can calculate observables directly in steady state
nonequilibrium without following the time evolution. Our IRL
results can also be obtained this way.

It is our hope that further technology for the evaluation
of observables using these wavefunctions can be developed
so that some nonperturbative results can be found in the
thermodynamic limit. Also, the general reformulation of the
many-body Schrodinger equation that we presented could be
of wider use, beyond exact solutions of quantum impurity
models.
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APPENDIX A: NOTATION FOR CALCULATIONS

Throughout the appendices, we use a compressed nota-
tion for manipulating lists of indices—see Appendix A of
the previous paper [1] for details. The main points are: (1)
boldface letters indicate lists of indices, e.g., m = (1, 3, 6, 7);
(2) Z;(m) indicates the set of all increasing lists of length
J chosen from m; (3) given £ € Z;(m), @1! indicates the
sign of the permutation that maps m — € m/{, i.e., brings the
entries of £ to the left of the list while leaving the remaining
entries in order. We define s_gﬁ £ similarly (bring £ to the right,
instead).

It is also convenient to have a notation for a list divided
into smaller parts (“cells”) in various ways. Given a list m, we
define a partition of m to be a separation of the list elements
into cells of length 2 or greater. Partitions are denoted by
underlined, boldface letters (typically the letter p, as in p).
Take m = (1, 3, 6, 7) as an example; the two partitions of m
arep = (1,3,6,7) (one cell) and p = (1, 3|6, 7) (two cells).

A partition with s cells can be written as p = (py] .. . [ps),
where each p; is a list. Elements of these lists are written as
pj(€) = pje = p(jf). The set of all partitions of a list m is
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written as P (m) The set of partitions whose last cell has length ¢ is denoted

Pam) = {p=(pil... Ip)I1 <5< ml/2, (1. ....p.) with a subscript ¢
—m, |p;| >2forall j}. (A1) Pym) ={p=(pil...Ips) € P(m) | |p;| =¢q}. (A2)
- J

J
APPENDIX B: PROOF OF GENERAL FORMALISM

We show that the wavefunction construction in Sec. II C satisfies the time-dependent Schrodinger equation. The demonstration
that the time-independent version (Sec. I D) satisfies the time-independent Schrodinger equation can be obtained by simple
adjustments.

The wavefunction construction [Eq. (2.80)] can be written in our compressed notation as

N
(W) =) 1W"1)),

where

W0y = Y Sgam)c, (0)]Pg, (1)), (B1)

meZ,(N)

where |®(¢)) = |0) [so that the n = 0 term of the sum agrees with the earlier definition Eq. (2.71)]) and where |®,, (¢)) = 0 for
any «; (so that the n = 1 term of the sum vanishes). The crossing states [Eq. (2.81)] become

Do, (D)= Y (sgn0) D | Xy, (1)), (B2)

o eSym(n) peP(m)

where the unsymmetrized crossing states satisfy [see Eqs. (2.82) and (2.83) and comments below]

(H _ i)‘ (f)) _ Bl(lrfdl)an (t)|XO‘B/("*1.n)(t)> q= 2 (B3 )
Y )T 2 0ty ) 3<qg<n, .
| Xept = 0)) =0, (B3b)

as well as |x(¢)) = |0) and | x4, (t)) = 0. We wish to show that (H — i%)|‘~ll(t)) = 0. Our first task is to show that the crossing
states satisfy the following condition:

(H z—)\cbam(t) > (g OA, ()| Pay (D) = Y (ZAOBa, a, (1) Pay (1)), (B4)
LeZ;(m) LeZ;(m)

To show this, we note that the sum over all partitions can be separated into sums over partitions with specified length g of the
. n ) . .
last cell, i.e., dep(m) =) depq(m). Separating the ¢ = 2 term from the others and using Eq. (B3a), we obtain

d d
(11 =15 ) @an == X o) 3o B Ol )

oeSym(n) Be]P’z(m)

Do 62 Y D A, (O Xeyen ) (B3)

o €Sym(n) q=3 peP,(m)

The two terms on the right-hand side will now be massaged separately. Relabelling 0,,_; — ¢; and o,, — £, we obtain

fist term of (BS) = — 3~ (Eh OB, (0 —BIL, ) 3 6m0) 30 ) (B6)
LeZr(m) oeSym(n—2) peP(m/0)
== Y (58 0)Buyw, ()] Pay (1))- 60
2T (m)

In the second term, relabelling o, — £ and ¢ — ¢ + 1 yields:

n—1

second term of (BS) = — Y (SZhOA,, (1) Y (sgno) Y D> |Xap, ) (B7a)
£eZ,(m) oeSym(n—1) 4=2 peP,m/t)
== > (ghOAy, ()| P, 1)). (B7b)
LeZ;(m)

This completes the proof of Eq. (B4).
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The next step is to write down a formula for the action of H — i % on a product of cl (t) operators. If |X(¢)) is any time-
dependent state and m is any list of indices, then we have

d
(H zd—>cam(r>|X(r> D GEndcl, O, OIX@) + Y Sgnl)c) (B, a, 1)IX (1))

2eZ,(m) LeZ(m)

+ ci,m(t)( —zdi>|X<r>> (B8)

Note that we have used the assumption that any B(t) commutes with any cz (1) [Eq. (2.74)]. Applying Eq. (B8), we then find

<H—l—>|\1’(t) Z > (sgnm)( —z—) Cl ()] @ (1) (BY9a)

n=0 meZ,(N)
N-1

=Y Y Gam) Y (Sent)cl, (DA, (1)|Dq, )
n=1 meZ,(N) £cZ;(N/m)

N-2
+) ) Gzm) Y Sgnbc (OB, a, )] Pa, @)

n=0 meZ,(N) LeZ,(N/m)
J d

+> > @m)c;wmm(fz - ’E) | e, (1) (B9b)
n=2 meZ,(N)

Note that in the first term, we dropped the n = N part of the sum, since it is zero—if all quantum numbers are chosen to be put
into a crossing state, then there are no ¢ (¢) operators to commute with, so no A(t) is generated. We also dropped the n = 0 part
because Ay (1)| D (1)) = Aq,;(1)|0) = 0 by assumption [Eq. (2.73)]. In the second term, we dropped the n =N — 1 and n =N
parts of the sum, since there must be at least two ¢ (¢) operators in order to produce a B(t) operator. In the third term we dropped
the n = 0 part, since (H — i %)|<D(t)) =(H-—1i ;’—t)|0) = 0 [recall from Eq. (2.70) that H annihilates the empty state], and the
n =1 part, since |y, ()) = 0. [We could have dropped the |, (¢)) contributions to the first two terms of (B9b) but have left
them in to simplify the notation.]
We now relabel the summation variables in the first two terms of (B9b) to find

N—-1
first term of (B9b) = Y~ Y (Sgnm) Y (sght)c], (DAq, (1) Pa,, (1)) (B10a)
n=1 meZ,;(N) LeZ(m)
N
=Y > Ganmcl (1) Y (gh Ay, ()] P, (1)) (B10b)
n=2 meZ,(N) £eZ (m)
and
N-2
secondtermof(B9b)=Z Z (Sgnm) Z (ST Ok (DBay ey, (1) Pa (1)) (Blla)
n=0 meZ,,(N) LeZ>(m)
N
=Y > Ggam)c), (1) Y (ghO)Bay, a, )| Pa,, 1) (B11b)
n=2 meZ,(N) LeZ,(m)

It is then clear from Eq. (B4) that the first two terms of (B9b) exactly cancel the third. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX C: FULL CALCULATION OF nTH CROSSING STATE

We provide the detailed proof of our solution to the time-dependent Schrodinger equation of the one-lead IRL by verifying
that the crossing states satisfy the appropriate inverse problems. The crossing states for the multilead IRL and infinite-U AIM
that are stated in the main text can be verified similarly; see Ref. [18] for details.

We prove that the unsymmetrized crossing states of the one-lead IRL [defined by Eqgs. (2.56), (2.57), and (2.58)] satisfy the
appropriate family of inverse problems, namely [given p € P;(n)]

d By (O Xty () 4 =2
<H - ,E)mpo» = {_Ak,,(t)|ka/n(t)> 3<q<n, (Cla)
| X1, (8 = 0)) =0, (C1b)
| X1, (1)) = 10)  when p is the empty list. (Clc)
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Throughout, we reduce clutter by using the notationn—1=(1,...,n—1),n—-2=(1,...,n—2),andn—q=(1,...,n—
q) (note that the minus sign does not mean removing an element from the list).
In the compressed notation of Appendix A, the crossing state ansatz (2.56) reads
1 ;
0, ) = 7 [ dxa Fk,,a,x,.)[@(o <xp <ceo<x <Y )+ %a(m@(o <Xy <<y < r)d*}w(xn/moy
(C2)

This state vanishes at # = 0 by construction [see the discussion below (2.27)]. The main task is to confirm Eq. (Cla).
A straightforward calculation yields

H= i ) 0) = | [ d [ =i 2 5 2 ) [000 OV ()
—i= = X, | —i| — — X, <Xy << < X,
dt ng L"/2 n ot p axj kE s An 1 n
i 3 Lo
+ ;/dxn—l |:<_15 -1 jé:l 8.Xj +Z>ka(t5 Xn-1, 0)i|®(0 <Xp—-1 < <X < t)d“/f-}-(xn—l)

j 1 .
+ i(—i + z”) f dxn 2 Fiy(t, %2, 0,000(0 < 3, < -+ <31 < 0)d' Y 0y (2) 0). (C3)
v p
To derive this, we have noted

D = 9
(§+ZE>®(O<)€”<~-~<)¢1<t)=8(x,,)®(0<xn_1 <---<Xxp <t), (4

j=

which leads to a cancellation of unwanted impurity-electron terms [see Eq. (2.28) for the n = 2 case]. We have also used the
averaging prescription to make the following replacement:

5,00 <x, <---<x1 <t)—> %8()(,,)@(0 <Xy < -o- <X <t). (C5)

The first in Eq. (C3) term vanishes because Fi (¢, xp) is a function of coordinate differences only. The second term vanishes
because F, (t, Xn—1, 0) is e~@¢+! times a function of coordinate differences. Thus, we are left with

d 1 i/ 1
H—i— | i, (1)) = T\ "I 5V ) | dxnea By ¥ng)
X By (8, Xnegi 1 -+ %02, 0, 0000 < xn < -+ < x1 < A Y (0) " (xa—2)10), (C6)

where we used the product form of F [Eq. (2.58)]. Let us compare this to the terms we are trying to cancel. If ¢ = 2 [i.e.,
p(s) = (n — 1, n)], we have

1
Ln/2

U
d
_B]((:Eil)kn (t)|XkB/(,,,1,n) (t)> = ; / dxn—Z Fkg/p(x) (t’ xn—Z)

X T (k1) (e %1t — 7™Ml @0 < x, 9 < --- < x1 < )d YT (0)Y (xn_2)[0), (C7)

and so the condition (Cla) holds if we have
1 ) ) )
(1 - if)@nlkn (1,0,0) = UT (ky—y )(e™" 1 — e, (C8)

which has already been shown in the n = 2 calculation [see Eq. (2.30c)]. If instead ¢ > 3, we have [again using Eq. (2.58)]

i ) .
— A, ()] Xayy (D) = 75 =U / dxn1 Fiy, (1, X2, 0)e ™ ' O0 < 5,5 < -+ < x1 < D)d" Y 0P (x-2)10)

L2y
1 i
= L"/2 ;U / dxl‘l—l Fkg/p(s)(ta xn—q)ka(S)/,, (tv xn—q+l s ooy Xp=2, 07 0)
x e @O0 < x,0 <--- < x1 <)d YO0 (xa_2)0), (C9)

and so the condition (Cla) holds if we have
1 . i
(1 + ZEU)ka(s)(t’ Xn—gt1s+ s Xn—2,0,0) = iUF, (&, Xn—gt1, - Xn—2,0,0)e kat (C10)

This holds due to the definition (2.57) of the function F for single-celled partitions. We have thus verified Eq. (Cla), completing
the solution.
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APPENDIX D: FURTHER DETAILS IN THE EVALUATION OF OBSERVABLES

1. Dot occupancy in the multilead IRL

We fill in the gap between Eq. (3.12) (the leading order correction to the occupancy at arbitrary time) and Eq. (3.14b) (the
steady-state limit). To do this, we need to evaluate the long-time limit of Re Q[t; y|k}, y,k5; viki, y2ka2], where Q is given by
Eq. (3.13).

Written in full, Eq. (3.13) from the main text reads

1 t . , , ,
Qs vk, yokos viki, yoka) = — / dxy TyT (ky)(e™ 1 0=3) — gmilt=x)y pmikali=a) g =izn
2]Vleads 0

x |:8]}//z,eiki(z‘xl) + ZT*(k; )(eiki (t—x1) _ eiz*(tx]))] ZT*(ké)(e‘lkét _ eiz*t)’ (Dl)
1

leads
where we can replace 7y — U to get the first order expansion. We can assume k; + k5, = k; + k», since this is the only case we
need for evaluating (3.12).

Recalling that Im z = —A < 0, we see that there are several terms in the integrand that decay as e~*' for large time; they can
all be dropped in the limit. The terms e~2=*) and ¢"¢=*1) which each have absolute value e~2¢=*) cannot immediately be
neglected, since they are of order one when x; ~ t; however, the factor of e~ can combine with either one of these terms to
yield the absolute value e~*’, which then can be neglected. The remaining time-dependent terms are all phases and cancel by
assumption (e~ kit —ki—k) — 1) leaving

" leads

1 00 ) 1
tlglolo Q(t; kY, vakhs viki, yako) = m/o dxy Ty'T (ky ye'rtha=hi=om |:5y2 N—iT*(k? ):| iT*(k}) (D2a)
eads

— _—1 /N2 g2 N
=~ 3 ToT kDI T (k)| [8y], N iT (kl)]. (D2b)
We thus obtain
lim ) (sgno)2Re[Qt: yiki, ok Voykay Yok,
oeSym(2)
T (k)| X 7
__ZMead%Az Re{']?j [(1 + NleadsT (ky )) (T(kl) — T (ky) — (] —_&r )T(kl):“ (D3)

Since the S matrix S(k) = 1 — {7 (k) is a pure phase, T (k) satisfies a version of the optical theorem
2Im[T (k)] + | T (k)|* = 0. (D4)

Repeated use of this identity simplifies (D3) further; to leading order in U, we find

— v 2 _ 2( s> _
(D3) = 2NleadsA2{<l zMedds|T(kl)| )IT(kz)l Re[T (k2)] — Re[T (k)I|T (k)| <5yl 2NmmlT( 2)| )} (D5)

Note that we have a term independent of k;; this leads to a linear divergence in bandwidth. Equation (3.14b) in the main
text follows from noting that f DD ‘é’;‘ fki) =D+ n)/C2m)+ O(e” D3!M‘) [for a Fermi function f(k) with temperature 7" and

chemical potential 1] and recalling the expression (3.9b) for the noninteracting steady state occupancy ().

2. The current in the two-lead AIM

a. Noninteracting contribution to the current. Here, we derive Eq. (3.43) in the main text (the contribution to the current that
does not involve any crossing states). From Eq. (3.41), we obtain

~ 1 ad
©0,0) _ - TN .
(Isym> B [27'[8(0)]1\, alllkl;-rgkj (E E )8_ a Z (Sgno) 1_[ CV"WkUma""l in> mGmam m} (D6a)
oeSym(N)
J 9
— k)= {cskramins T g0 ks (D6b)
2:18(0 Zk,’ﬁkm 3 $=0{ ki €y, in

where we have noted that the “in” operators are Dirac normalized. If any permutation other than the identity is chosen, then the
result is zero in the limit of all k; — k;.
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To evaluate (D6b), we note that the even sector “in” operator is given by Eq. (2.6b) (with barred fields and a spin index), and
the odd sector “in” operator is a simple plane wave. Thus

E::ka,in = Ej}ka’ EZka,in = EZka + / dx Fk’in(x) |:®(0 < x)EZa(x) + %a(x)d;il (D7)
We then obtain the “in” operators in the lead 1/lead 2 basis by rotation:
Elka,in — u? Eoka,in . (D8)
C2ka,in Ceka,in

In particular, we have

Cyka,in = Z u;;‘/cifkm yka in — Z Cyka muVV (]/ = 1’ 2)’ (D9)
y=o,e y=o,e
which yields
{cyra,in, E;ka_in} = Z U Upy{cywa ins Cprain} (v =1,2) (D10a)
y.7'=0e
- |: Z {cha ins Cyka in} +(— nr- 1({cuk/a ins Ceka, in) + {Cek’a in» Coka, m})i| (D10b)
y=o0,e
We proceed to evaluate the necessary anticommutators in the odd/even basis. We note
Coka Coka \ __ 008(6/2) —i SIH($/2) Coka
<ceka> Ze (cek) = (—isin@/Z) cos(@/2) )\cea )’ (Dl1a)
hence: — <£0]“’> = —L(O 1) (C')ka> = —i<cek”), (D11b)
a¢ =0 Ceka 2\1 O Ceka 2 \ Coka
& L] ) = o) (dl1o)
and: — eaX) = —=Poa(x). c
90 15=0 2
Applying these to Eq. (D7) yields
9 3 i (D12a)
- Coka,in = — 7 Cekas a
9 15=0 2
d _ i *
—|  Cekain = —5|Coka + | dx F3,(X)O(0 < X)Pp(x) |- (D12b)
09 [5=0 2

We have 7| 3= olcpva } =0 (for y = o or e), since {cpa, ceka} = {Cekvar» cf } = 0. Thus, the odd-odd and even-even

a',ins yka in oka
contributlons to Eq. (D10b) vanish; the nonvanishing anticommutators under the ¢ derivative are the odd-even and even-odd

combinations. For odd-even, we find

+ i +

= {Covain Copqin = 5 | ok ) + f dx Fein(0)O0 < 0){coa ¥ (1)) (D13a)

8¢ $=0 ’ 2
= > [2716(/( Ky — zT(k)(mS(k K)+PV.— k)] (D13b)
where we have recalled that Fj i, (x) = —i7 (k)e’**; P.V. indicates the principal value. Only the pole in k — k' survives in the

k" — k limit:
0 i
~ —t

k1’1~>n1k(k - k/)ﬁ‘_ {Cok’a’,ina Ceka,in} = ET(k)(Sua’- (D14)

The even-odd contribution is found similarly:

3 .
lim (k — k')— {Cekrar ins Ezka o) = lim (k — k/)i ({cg,m , eka} + / dx Fk OO0 < xX){Yrew (x), ceka}> (D15a)
K=k 99 150 ’ k—k 2

_ —éT*(k)Saau (D15b)
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From Eq. (D10b), we thus find (still for y = 1, 2)

i no o7 = (S = L
k= K02 terim Sl = 517 (5T = 5770 o (D16a)
= DT W b, (D16b)

where we have used the optical identity (D4). Equation (D6b) then yields Eq. (3.43) in the main text.
b. Contribution from the first crossing state. We derive Eq. (3.47) in the main text. First, we set up the calculation in the
compact notation of Appendix A. We write the Lippmann-Schwinger “in” state as

[Win) = W nknan.in)s (D17)

where ynknan are the N arbitrary quantum numbers characterizing the incoming plane waves. In this notation, Eq. (3.38) from
the main text becomes

- 0 —
1 4. ’
(ISym> = N all%gkj (E —FE )ﬁ $:0<\ijNk]’“aN,in \IlyNkNaN,in>a (Dlg)

and we wish to evaluate the right-hand side to the leading order in an expansion in crossings. For the calculation, it is convenient
to define the overlap of states with two electrons, arbitrary quantum numbers on both sides, and the zero crossing part subtracted
off:

Or-,'1" o 12 XN _ L ) ) ,,,—T —_t
Qlyikiay, vokyay nikiar, yakoas] = <‘I’y{kiaiyz’kéa’z,m|‘I’mknamkzazm> = (0leyika inCyiksay.inCytaay.inCyikran.inl0) (D19a)

= %5(0,2)[)/1//(; ay, yykhay; ekiay, ekrar] + %5(2.0)[61610,1, ekyay; yikiay, yokoas]

+ %5(272)[6161 ay, ekydy; ekyay, ekyasl, (D19b)
where
Quonlyikid,, vikiah; ekiay, ekaaz] = (Olcyika inCyiksasy in| Pekiarekran.in)- (D20a)
Qo.olekiay, ekyay; yikiar, yrkaar] = (q%k;u’lek;a;,in|E;k2a2,infy1k,a,,m|0), (D20b)
Quolekid), ekyah; ekiay, ekaaz] = (Por:arekyar in| Petyarekoas.in)- (D20c)

The term 5(2,2) contains a product of two crossing states (one from each wavefunction) and so will be dropped later, but it is
convenient to keep it for the moment. A short calculation shows the identity
l}i—{rllc (ki + ky — k) — k5)Qy kidy, ykydss viqian, yaqaa] = 0, (D21)
1
ki%kz
where the momenta ki, kp, q;, and ¢, are arbitrary (and also the spins and lead indices). Note that the bar has been
removed [33].
Next, we apply Wick’s theorem to the overlap of interest, with the wavefunction on each side truncated so that at
most two quantum numbers can be in a crossing state. We use the notation «; = y;k;a;, o = y;kia; to reduce clutter,
finding

N-2
T 0 |g° — P — S
(Wogin[Pain) = (W0 ia|Vopin) + Y Gzam)Sgam’) - (sgna)(]‘[{ca(fwm,w,,m, cj,(wm)j,,-n}>sz[a,’,,,;am]. (D22)
m,m’eZ>(N) oeSym(2) j=1 !
The first term on the right-hand side, with zero crossings, has already been dealt with. To get the current, we apply
N~ imy, K—k; (E—E /)%@:0 to both sides. If the ¢ derivative acts on one of the anticommutators, then we get zero due

to the identity (D21) (since 2 gets replaced by ). Thus, we have to act the derivative on Q; this removes the bar from all of the
anticommutators, diagonalizing the sum (m’ = m and ¢ =identity) and yielding

o~ o~ . / / 0 o1~/
Usym) = Tsym) @O + N1 )" 2282 lim (K, + Ky — Ky, — K)) = | Qctpys o]
meZ,(N) :',”1_’2"’1 3¢ 15=0
my > Kimy
= (Tsym) "V + 27800172 > tim (kw, + Ky, — K, — K,,)
1<my<my<N 1;?:;:::;
a raY / /
X =\ Q[lekm,aml , szkmzamz; ymlkmlaml s szkmzamz], (D23)
¢ 15=0
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where we have written the compact notation in full and recalled that A" = [278(0)]". From the definition, &2 satisfies a symmetry
property in its quantum numbers that allows us to replace the sum over m; < m; by an unrestricted sum with an extra factor of
1/2. Comparing to Eqgs. (3.39) and (D19b), we can then read off

T ’ ’ 0 e / ’
(Tsym) " = [2705(0)] 2 Z lim (K, + ki, — K}, — kmz)ﬁ - Qer.00) [ Vim Ky, G, + Vs Ky, Qs €y Qi iy Gy |,

m1 my= lk”’l km‘ ¢=0
(D24)

where (£1, £2) is (0,2) or (2,0). The (0,2) case is Eq. (3.46) from the main text. It suffices to calculate the (0,2) term, since the
(2,0) term is the complex conjugate. We ignore the (2,2) term, involving (2 »), since it involves a product of two crossings.

. = . . o —(red
By antisymmetry, the overlap $2(o,2) can be written as the antisymmetrization of some “reduced” overlap Qigez)) as follows:

Qoo lyikid,, viksah; ekiay, ekyar] = Z (sgno)(sgno )Q(o 2)[7/“1 koo, VKoo ek, o, eko, s, |, (D25)
o,0'eSym(2)

—(red) . . . _—
where ngez)) is only defined modulo antisymmetrization. To specialize the quantum numbers ynknan to the case of two filled
Fermi seas, we replace the sums over quantum numbers according to Eq. (3.44). Relabelling summation indices, we then obtain

(Isym ><°2>—[2n5(0)]— 22 2 D Gemo) lim (ke —k — k)

yl y=1 2k|e)C ay,a; oeSym(2)

sz’Cyz k2—>k7
(red)
‘ (0 2)[V1klal s V2kzab ekal g, ekmam] (D26a)
3¢ F=0
th limit 1 dk[ dk2
i Z f o Tntfn () 0 Y7 (sgno)
1,72=1,2 ap,az o eSym(2)
( d)
x lim (h + ko — K| — K)o ” ‘ Qoo [Vikiar, yakyar; ko, ao, . ekoyas, . (D26b)
k;ak; =0
We recall that the two electron crossing state is given by
|6€k16¥1€k2a2qin> = IYeklalekzaz,in> - }Yekzaﬂklal,in)’ (D27)

where the unsymmetrized crossing state is given by Eq. (2.108) with a bar over the electron fields:
- — —
X ekaasekrar in) = / dxydxy F% o (x1, m[@(o <Xy < XDV gy, ()W, (x1)

+ 8<x2>®<0<x1> U ) — 3(x1)5(xz)dldgl}|0>, (D28)

where the function F is given in Eq. (2.111).

We proceed to evaluate the reduced function 52362)) Any terms that are finite in the limit of equal momenta (k; — k;) can be
dropped; we are looking for a real pole, such as 1/(k; + k, — k| — k) (as opposed to a pole off the real axis). Such a pole is not
present in the 7 matrix prefactors that appear explicitly in the “in” operators and crossing state (since Im z = —A # 0), so it
can only be produced by the position integral in the overlap itself (see below). From Egs. (D25) and (D20a) and the form of the
crossing state, we can read off

€k1 ap ekzaz

(r d)
(062)[)’1]‘1‘11, vkyas; ekiay, ekyar] = /dxldxz Fhb (x1,%2)000 < x < x1)

— —
x {eyarine Yeop, D Hepimsas ins Wep, (¥2)} + (regular), (D29)

where “regular” indicates omitted terms that are finite in the limit of equal momenta. These are the terms involving the
anticommutators {Cy k'« in Wzbl (cHeyra.ins d;'z} and {c,/x 4/ in» d;'] Heyiuas ins d;}. In the former case, we get a single integral
over x; involving F (x;, 0), which (due to the factor of z in the exponent in F') produces a momentum denominator with a complex
pole; in the latter case, we just get a constant again with complex poles.

To take the ¢ derivative, we recall that % |$=0$Zb(x) = %ij(x) This derivative can act on either one of the anticommutators,

. =t . . . L. . .
setting ¥, = wjb in the other one. In the calculation that follows, we do this derivative, then relabel variables in one term

. —(red) . . . . . +
(using the fact that 925623 is only defined up to antisymmetrization), then recall the anticommutators {c, ' in, ¥,,(X)} =
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%s*(k’)aba,e*ik’x [where S(k) = 1 —iT (k) is the S matrix] and {c, . in, V., (X)) = %(—1)V’*15ba,e*f’<*, then put in the
explicit form of F. The “regular” part is dropped throughout. Following these steps, we find

—(red ’ ,
— ‘ Qio,z))[yfkiap vyksay; ekiay, ekras)
¢ Ig=0
= 2 [ dxidey F'% . (21, 6)00 < x, < x Weyma i ¥l O Hepmains Wl (02)) + (0 < €)] (D30a)
- ) 16A2 Lok ayekpar V1o A2 2 1 yikiay,ins X op (A Vrkyds,ins X pp, (A2
. ) l' .
up to an:llsymm E / dX1dx2 F'e}ljcllf;]ekzaz(xl’ x2)®(0 <X < xl)[{cyl/k{arl,m, \I/:bl (xl)}{cyszéafzym, ‘I/sz ()Cz)} — (b] <> bz, X1 <> )Cz)]
(D30b)
i 1 1 , ., -
=3 / dxydxy FI% 0 (x1,%2)0(0 < xp < xl)ES*(ki)ﬁ(—l)h—l[8,,1,,/] Sppae MV — (b <> by, x) < x2)]
(D30c¢)
J UT[ki +k —U)/2]17 )
=L / dxidxy | =T (k)T (ky) Tl Ko = UN2V] it it
2 4A
aa; 1 %1/ =1, —ikix; —ikhx: —ikhxy —ik|x;
P 40,00 <2 < xS k(=137 (7 MMe T 4 TR e, (D30d)
The integration over position yields a real pole:
) , o k. 1
/a’xldxz ez(k1+k2—k,—z)x1ez(z—kz)xz®(0 <xp <x|)= _T( Z)P.V. . (D31)
2A k1+k2—k§—ké
Thus, we obtain
. / / 0 —(red) A 1.0
lim (ky + ko — k) — ky)—= Qo lyikiay, vakyay; ekiar, ekraz]
kK, —ki 00 | 5=
ky—ky
i / / a\d,
= 1Az (=1 T (k)T (kDU T [(ky + by — U)/2S* RDIT (k7)) + T (R)IPSE (D32)
and then Eq. (D26b) yields [using S*(k) = T*(k)/T (k) and the spin sums P_}> = 1 and P37 = —1]
e Cdkidl ) 4 RGO G — ko)
Sym 32A2 | ) 2m 2m 1(k1 2(k)]Lf1 (k2 2(k2
x T k)T (kDU Tkt + ko — U)/2I(T (ky) + T (k2)). (D33)

By taking the adjoint and relabelling, we can read off that (Eym)(z*o) = (Isym)®?*. We thus obtain Eq. (3.47) in the main
text.

APPENDIX E: EQUILIBRIUM OCCUPANCY OF THE IRL FROM THE LITERATURE

From Bethe ansatz, a series form is known for the occupancy (n4)equilibrium at zero temperature as a function of €; in the
multilead IRL. We show here that the leading order of this series agrees with our result for the leading order equilibrium
occupancy reached as the long-time limit following a quench [Eq. (3.27)].

It turns out that in the universal regime, the number of leads does not appear in the answer. The calculation was first done by
Ponomarenko [23]. In the one-lead case, Rylands and Andrei [34] calculated the occupancy including a Luttinger interaction,
and Camacho et al. [21] have verified that setting the Luttinger interaction to zero (which recovers the one-lead IRL) results
in exact agreement between the answers of Ref. [23] and Ref. [34]. We transcribe the result from Ref. [21] with some minor
changes in notation:

) - X 2n+1
3= Lo by (@)(5245) O0sx <1
= = > X _%n
<nd)equi1ibrium = nd(Xd) = Z:O:I hn (a)(nh;:(;(a)) Xd > 1 (El)
1-— nd(—xd) Xg < 0,
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where x; = €;/Tx (note that €y in Ref. [21] is our €;) and
1 (=) T'Ad+3@2n+1)
JTon! T+ ¢ (2n+l))
1 (=1 ! F(1/2 +n/a)
2y n! TA-%n)
The quantity « is an RG invariant, with & = 2 in the noninteracting case (U = 0). In principle the Bethe ansatz « could differ

from our formula (3.22b) for « in the main text, but we find that they are the same (at least to leading order in U). To compare
with our answer for the occupancy in the main text, we expand to linear order about o — 2. For |x;| < 1, we obtain

hyi(a) = (E2a)

hy (o) =

(E2b)

I ) (=1
== —2)——[1-2In2 2+2n) —¥(3/2 O((a—2 2t E3
na(xa) = 5 Z{n(l+2)+(a el n2+ (2 +2n) —¥3/24+n)]+0((@—2)%) tx (E3)
where ¥ = I"" is the digamma. This sum yields (3.27) in the main text once we identify @ — 2 = —7 at leading order [in

agreement with Eq. (3.22b)]. For x; > 1, we obtain

_1\n—1)/2 _1\(n—1)/2
na(xg) = Z {L + (o — 2)L[1 —In2—1Inx; +v(1/2+n/2)— ¥+ n/2):| + O((a — 2)2)})5;

n 2
n=1,3,... T 7

(_1)n/2—1 ) )
+ {(a - 2)T + 0((0{ —-2) )}xd . (E4)
n=24,...

The sum over the « = 2 part yields the standard noninteracting result 1/2 — (1/7) arctan x;. Numerical evaluation of the o« — 2
correction term again agrees with Eq. (3.27) in the main text.

APPENDIX F: PERTURBATIVE CHECK: THE CURRENT IN THE ANDERSON MODEL

We calculate the steady-state current in the Anderson model to leading order in U using Keldysh perturbation theory,
confirming the result (3.48) from the main text. Rather than evaluate the current operator directly, we find it more convenient to
use the Meir-Wingreen formula [24], which relates the steady state current to an impurity-impurity Green’s function.

For this calculation, we allow a magnetic field on the dot; that is, the dot energy can be spin dependent:

L/2
HO = _,-/m dx Z wya(x) —Uya() + Zead do+ Y [ ¥l .(0)d, +H.c.], (Fla)
- y= 12
HY = Unyny, (F1b)
H=H94+H®Y, (Flc)

Our conventions in this Appendix depart in two ways from the rest of the paper. First, all time-dependent operators are in either
the Heisenberg picture (subscript H) or the interaction picture (no subscript), with the usual sign (i.e., e’ or e’ “1 on the left,
respectively). Second, repeated spin indices are not summed in the absence of a summation sign.

Let p be the density matrix describing the two leads each separately in thermal equilibrium, with no tunneling:

1 1 .
p=exp| == D (k= el cira | @exp| = 3 (k= 1)y Coua |- (F2)
1 2
|k|<D |k|<D

The Fermi functions of the leads are f, (k) = [e® =)/ L 1171 (y = 1, 2).

The retarded Green’s function with respect to the time-evolving density matrix p(¢) = e~ pe'fl!

is given by

GR (1311, 12) = —i®(t) — YT p(){dart (1), .y (12))]/Trp. (F3)

This Green’s function, and all others introduced below, is implicitly in the thermodynamic limit (L — oo with fixed bandwidth
D; note in particular that the system size goes to infinity before the evolution time ¢). In the steady state, we get a function of the
time difference only [35]:

lim Gi'(r:11, 1) = G (11 — o). (F4)
—00 ’ ’
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The Meir-Wingreen formula, specialized to the Hamiltonian we consider here, is the following expression for the steady-state
current:

D
d -
tim ts,00) = =83 [ 52 iw) = fatwim{ Gl ()] (Fs)
—00 —J-p

where Isym(t) = T p()lsyml/Trp, Tsym = 570(,(0) — ¥,(0))d, + Hee., and GF () = [ di' " GF (¢'). The derivation
[24] proceeds by applying Keldysh identities to Dyson equations for Green’s functions [36].
Equation (F3) is more conveniently written as

GR (11, 1) = G [t + 11,1 + 1), (F6)

where fo, A, 0) = —i0((t — )Tr[p {duu (1), d;H(tz)}] /Trp is the retarded Green’s function defined relative to the initial
density matrix p (rather than the time-evolving density matrix). For perturbative evaluation of Gfﬂu(tl, ) (with0 <t <t
and with #; and 1, later to be shifted by ¢), we introduce a Keldysh contour C that runs from O to #; (the + branch) and back (the

— branch). The Keldysh Green’s functions with respect to p are defined by
G2 (1, 1) = —iTr[p Te dun (1)) d), (65°2)]/ T, (F7)

where o) and o, are branch indices (£) and Tt is the path-ordering symbol. The retarded Green’s function is given by Gf}a =
G!,— G, where G, = GI'} and G;, = G} . By some standard manipulations, we obtain another form more suitable for

a,a’

perturbation theory:
G (1, 1) = —iTr[p T Ucd,(1)*”)d] (1) ]/ Trp. (F8)

where the impurity operators evolve in the interaction picture and U is the interaction picture propagator:
Uc = Tc exp |:—i f dr’ H(”(t’):|. (F9)
c

Our first task is to expand G, , to first order in U in terms of the Keldysh Green’s functions of the two-lead RLM, which are
defined as follows:

GOM (11, 1) = —iTr[p Te du(t*")d} (1,) ]/ Trp. (F10)

We write the interaction term in the Hamiltonian as H) = Udd,d. dz, where @ is the opposite spin to a (= | if a = 1 and
vice versa). In the first order correction to the Green’s function, the @ impurity operators contract with each other, yielding a
factor of —iG)=(¢', t'). We find

a,a

Gaa(ti, ) = GO)(11, 1) — iU f dt’ GO (', 1)G)(11, )Gt ) + OU?), (F11)
C

where Keldysh branch indices have been suppressed. We specialize the left-hand side to the retarded Green’s function, then use
a Langreth rule to obtain
GF (t1,1) = GOR(ty, 1) — iU f dt’ GOy (' . tHGOR (11, 1HGOR( , 1y). (F12)

Note that we have replaced ;' dt’ — [ dt' = [ dt’, since the retarded Green’s functions restrict ¢’ to the interval 0 < £, <
t' < t;. The retarded Green’s function of the RLM depends only on the difference of times (see below), so we find

GR (t — 1) = lim [Gg";’?(t + 11,1 +0) — iU / dt' GO (1, 1HGOR (¢t +t1,z’)G;°;R(t’,z+t2)] (F13a)
, Am Gy, : : :
=GOt — 1) — iU[tlim GO (t,1)] / dt' GORt, — GO —1y). (F13b)
: im Gy, : :

The time integral is a convolution, so the Fourier transform yields
GR (w) = GOR(w) — iU[ lim G, t)][E;;O;R(w)]Q. (F14)
’ ’ r— 00 ’ ’

Thus, the only Green’s functions that we need from the two-lead RLM are the following:

GOR(11, 1) = =0t — n)e =~ = GOR(1; —1y), (F15a)
= 1 Ta(w)
Gl (W) = ——— = ==, (F15b)
a
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—i[ lim GPy"(e.n)] = lim Te[p ¢ djdge™"™" ]/ Trp

t—00
1
2

where z, = ¢, — iA and

D
_! / —[fl(k)+fz(k)

(F15¢)

2
IT( )I (F15d)

Ta(k) = 2A/(k — z,). These Green’s functions can be found by conventional means or by using the

time-dependent operators of Sec. Il A. Equation (F15d) is the two-lead case of the more general Eq. (3.9b) from the main text.

Using the “optical” identity (D4), we then obtain

SR | Taw)? U [P dk 2 2
m[Gg,(w)] = TTaA  T6AD /_D T Lf1(k) — LN Ta(k)1| Ta(w)"Re[ Ta(w)]. (F16)
Then from (F5), we find the steady-state current to first order in U':
. D dw 1 U D dk dw
lim Jsym (1) = /;D 5 L1w) = fa(w)] ; Z|7;(w)|2 + oAz /_D 3 2 10+ LoOlLfi(w) = fo(w)]
(F17)

x Y 1Tatol | Ta(w)"Re[ Ta(w)].

This agrees with Eq. (3.48) from the main text once we take the dot energy to be spin independent [¢, = €, hence

Ta(k) =T (k).

As stated in the main text, we can also obtain the answer with spin dependence using the wavefunction method.
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