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Abstract

We consider the junction of multiple one-dimensional systems and study how con-
served currents transport at the junction. To characterize the transport process, we
introduce reflection/transmission coefficients by applying boundary conformal field the-
ory. We compute the reflection/transmission coefficients for some examples to derive the
closed formulas. The formulas demonstrate spin-flip transport, where the spin polariza-

tion is flipped at the junction.
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1 Introduction

Recent development of nanotechnology allows us to build an electric circuit in nanoscale,
which involves quantum mechanical nature of electrons. To control such a nanoscale cir-
cuit, we need to investigate fundamental properties of quantum wire junctions. Among the
theoretical studies of the quantum wire junction, Ref. [I] pointed out that the number of
connected wires interestingly affects the fixed point of the renormalization group flow. In
this sense, the quantum wire junction gains interests not only for engineering applications,
but also for fundamental theoretical aspects. For this purpose, there have been a number
of works based on conformal field theory (CFT). This is because low-energy behavior of
the wider class of one-dimensional systems can be described as Tomonaga—Luttinger liquid
(TLL) through the bosonization scheme. See, for example, a textbook on this topic [2].
Most works in this field are based on the TLL description of one-dimensional systems,
which is just ¢ = 1 free boson CFT. The ¢ = 1 CFT enables us to describe the U(1) degree of
freedom, which corresponds to electric charge. However, recent development of spintronics
also demands us to incorporate SU(2) spin degree of freedom into such nanoscale devices.
In this case, it is desirable to implement SU(2) symmetry manifestly in order to investigate

the spin-dependent property at the junction. Although the ¢ = 1 CFT can treat the spin



1/2 system, corresponding to the SU(2)r—; Kac-Moody algebra, ¢ # 1 is necessary for
describing generic spins, due to the identification of the Kac—Moody level k with the spin s
as s = k/2 [3, 4].

In this paper we study transport process at the multi-junction of one-dimensional systems
that have Lie algebraic symmetries. We work with an arbitrary multiplicity M by generaliz-
ing the previous works for M = 2 [5,[6]. See also [7]. This junction plays a similar role to an
impurity in the one-dimensional system. In fact, one can map both the junction system and
the impurity system into a (1+1)-dimensional system with a boundary by using the folding
trick [8, [ 10]. In this picture the information about the junction is implemented into the
boundary state for the two dimensional system. Using the boundary state, we shall define
the transmission/reflection coefficient of conserved currents at the junction. In addition, to
compute the coefficients explicitly, we shall construct a boundary state corresponding to the
multi-junction of SU(2)-symmetric systems. We shall compute both energy and spin-current
reflection /transmission coefficients to investigate the spin-dependent property of the junc-
tion. In particular the spin transport shows an interesting behavior, namely, the spin-flipping
process.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we formulate the transport process at the
multi-junction by generalizing the formulation for the multiplicity M = 2 [5] [6]. We point
out that the R-matrix, which characterizes the transport at the junction, is not symmetric
in general for M > 2, while it is always symmetric when M = 2. In Sec. Bl we apply
this formalism to the permutation boundary condition, which is the simplest example to
demonstrate the asymmetric R-matrix. In Sec. Ml we study the transport with the coset-
type boundary condition. We shall propose the associated boundary state by generalizing
that shown in [1I]. The explicit computation of reflection/transmission coefficients shows
that the current transport more strongly depends on the multiplicity M than the energy
transport. We also discuss its application to the boundary entropy in Appendix [Al We

conclude this paper in Sec. Bl with some discussions.

2 Reflection and Transmission Coefficients

2.1 Multi-junction of Quantum Systems

In this paper, we shall consider the system with M one-dimensional quantum systems con-
nected at a point. Each quantum system is characterized by the following Hamiltonian

densities in the field theoretical limit:

1 o
Hi= ———dyg JHA TP 2.1
where i = 1,..., M is the label of the quantum systems. J** is the current taking values in

the Lie algebra A; and the index A runs over A = 1,...,dim A;. For the moment, we apply
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Figure 1: The junction of one-dimensional systems with the multiplicity M = 3. (Left) Each
system is defined through the axis of x; > 0, and interacting with each other at the sharing
origin x; = 0. (Right) By adding the time direction, one obtains several two-dimensional

planes glued along the defect line at z; = 0.

generic Lie algebras A; rather than su(2). dY is the inverse of the Cartan—Killing form and
hY is the dual Coxeter number of the algebra A4;. The Fourier modes of the current JhA

satisfy the Kac—-Moody algebra Aj:
Uit 3iP) = (M0 S + ki md™ A2 6, (22)

where f? is the structure constant of A; and k; is the level of ./IZ
In addition to these Hamiltonians, we also introduce the junction which connects the
quantum systems through a local interaction. The interaction occurs if the “spin” S% at the

junction takes value in a subalgebra C of A;. One possible local interaction is described by
H™ = Xid (i) dap T S" (2.3)

where z; > 0 is the coordinate of the quantum systems and the junction is at x; = 0, as
shown in Fig. [l The index a runs as a =1,...,dimC.

The critical point of this system is M-sheeted CFT glued along the conformal defect cor-
responding to the world line of the junction. This configuration leads to CFT; x CFTy X - - - X
CFT)y, using the so-called folding trick [8, 9, [10]. See Fig.2l In the following subsections, we
shall define the reflection/transmission coefficient through the boundary CFT (BCFT). The
BCFT is characterized by the boundary states | B) which describe the boundary conditions.
For example, the energy conservation law along the boundary leads to the gluing condition

for the Virasoro generators

(Lﬁ;’t - Zﬂiﬁ) IB) =0 (2.4)
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Figure 2: A system with the conformal defect (left) is mapped into another one (right) with
the boundary at z = 0 through the folding trick. For example, a non-trivial bound sate at

the junction can be studied using the BCFT approach.

with Lo = Zi‘il L. On the other hand, the current conservation law needs more consid-

eration. If there is a common subalgebra C C A; for all ¢, we have

. —tot,
(it + 72 ) 1B) = 0 (2:5)
where ji°%* = Zf\il j,i{a takes value in C Furthermore, in general, a subset of A;’s has a

larger subgroup €’ O C. Supposing that A;—; _; contains C’, the gluing condition can be

written as

!
(s +725) 1B) =0 (2.7)

=1

(2

where j5® takes value in C’/C. On the other hand, if A; has no bigger common subalgebra

with Aj;’s, we have
- . —.‘,.A,L' C
(A0 + 7Y 1By = 0 (2.8)
Now the properties of the junction are encoded in the boundary state |B).

2.2 The R-matrices

To define the reflection/transmission coefficients, we first introduce the R-matrix for the

energy by generalizing that for M = 2,

(OIL5 Ly | B)

R = 2.9
T <0’ B> ( )
! This gluing condition is the special case of the generic form
(n +Q(G2,)) 1B) =0. (2.6)

with an automorphism € preserving the energy-momentum tensor. See, for example, [12].



Due to the gluing condition for the total current (2.4)), the R-matrix satisfies the following

constraints
M c M c
ij G ij G
ERT_? ZlRT_? (2.10)
1= j=

These conditions give 2M — 1 constraints for the matrix elements. As a consequence of these
constraints, the R-matrix has M? —2M + 1 = (M — 1)? degrees of freedom in total. Notice
that this reproduces the result of M = 2, which yields only one degree of freedom [5, [6]. Let

us introduce another basis to express the (M — 1)? degrees of freedom in the R-matrix,

w5 (0)WVW,|B)

¥ = i) (2.11)

where o, 3 =1,...,M — 1 and

2 (07 (e}
We =, —————|c L —c,ret ), ¢, =Y ¢;. 2.12
m Ca+1CaCat1 aﬂﬁz:l mn arm “ ;1 g ( )

It turns out that this W%,|0) forms an orthonormal basis,
(OPWEW?,]0) = bap - (2.13)

Then, to express the R-matrix in terms of wgiﬁ , we introduce the inverse transformation of

&.12),

M—-1
L, =Y APwe + A L (2.14)
a=1
with
Y B R VA T, s K Lo A5 (2.15)
T ’ QCaCa+1 ’ - ’ T 202‘4_1 ’
AM = G gie g (i > M+ 1) (2.16)
Cwm
Using the coefficients A, we get
Ry =" ApAPwy’ + %A%TMAJTM, (2.17)
a,f=1
where we have used
(VST |B) = (0L W5 |B) = 0. (2.18)

It is worth to emphasize that the R-matrix is not symmetric in general, while it is always
symmetric for M = 2. This is one of the outcomes of the fact that the currents can transmit

through more than one channel.



In the same way, we define the R-matrix for the currents j* taking a value in the alge-
bra A;,

"7A7' '7B
(05775771B)

RIPAP = — (2.19)

’ (0[B)
If we restrict to the common subalgebra C, the symmetry guarantees that the R-matrix is
in the product form as Rf]j’ab = d“beIj. Without loss of generality, we can assume that no

pair of A; has bigger common subalgebra C’ O C. If such a C’ exists, we can focus on the
subsector of the R-matrix associated with C’/C and do the same procedure as below. With

this setup the matrix elements including the index of A;/C are
RUA'B' _ . gA'B g RisAla _ pijad’ _ (2.20)

for any ¢, j. And here A’ is the index of A;/C or A;/C. On the other hand, the R-matrix for
C satisfies the constraints given by replacing a pair (RQZ, ¢;) with (Rf,j, 2k;) in (210,

> Ry=kj, Y Ry=k. (2.21)
i=1 j=1

We can now utilize the same argument to obtain

M—1
RY = Y APAPS 4 bl AT (2.22)
a,f=1
using the orthonormal basis
ORR."|B)
wiPeb = L (2.23)
/ (0|B)
1 (0% (6%
Ko =\ o Ky B = | kot > i = ki Ba=> kg, (224)
a+1ralva+1 B—1 B=1
with
oy (i<a< M), AT = - (O (2.25)
RaRa+1 Kit1
AM = 20 AM —0, (i>n+1). (2.26)
M

2.3 Reflection and Transmission Coefficients

Now we shall define the reflection and transmission coefficients using the R-matrices defined
above. As in Refs. [5] [6], it is natural to relate the diagonal and off-diagonal elements of the
R-matrix to the reflection and transmission coefficients respectively. For the simplest case
M =2 [5, 6], the transmission rate is defined by the “average” of the off-diagonal elements

since R'? = R?', which is derived from the conservation law. However, for M > 2, the



conservation law cannot give such a strong constraint, and thus the average is not suitable
to characterize the transport process. Therefore, we set 7% the transmission coefficient from
system 4 to j with i # j, and we shall treat 7% and 77? as independent variables. Physically

it is plausible to demand
1=Ry+> T, 1=Ry+> T/, (2.27)
j#4 J#
where R? is the reflection coefficient for the i-th system. The constraints (2.I0) and 2.21)

lead us to define

1

T = CREL TP =R
(3 (2
T_Ci T » J_ki J - .

Here Rf]j is the R-matrix restricted to the subalgebra C, assuming that no pair of A;’s have
a bigger common subalgebra. For A4;/C, it is plausible to set Rf, =1 and ’7'}j = 0 due to the
gluing condition (Z.8]).

This definition does not reduce to the previous ones for M = 2. However, since the
R-matrix is symmetric for M = 2, we have

c1+co
C1

Ag2:§¢§: TET (2.29)

where 77" is the transmission coefficient defined in [5] 6]. The similar relation holds for the
current. As stated above, the new definition can be naturally extended to M > 2.
In the following two Sections, we shall compute the reflection/transmission coefficients

for two examples.
3 Example I: Permutation Boundary Condition
We first consider the case where the boundary condition is given by
Jie(z) =T =), Az = TNz (3.1)

with JM+1 = J! as shown in Fig.Bl Here C is a subalgebra of all the .A4;. This gluing condition
is consistent when all k; have the same value k. As stated in the previous section, Rf] =1

for A;/C. For C, we can straightforwardly compute RY , and non-vanishing components are
RP?P=R¥=...=R" =k. (3.2)

It is interesting that the R-matrix is not symmetric for M > 2. The transport coefficients

for C are

Ry=0, T/ =081 (3.3)



Figure 3: The permutation boundary condition for M = 3. All the currents for C are

transmitted to the next channel as described by the boundary condition (B.J]).

This in fact satisfies the constraint ([2.27)).
On the other hand, the R-matrix for the energy transport RiTj is more non-trivial,
C; —C

“ay (34)

R ; i—1,C i, Aj/C
Rij_<0|LaL;|B>_<0’L%(LJ—2 I )‘B>_05‘. +
T B (0B) PR

where c is the central charge corresponding to the algebra C with level k. Thus the transport

coefficients are

. C .. cC
ZT =1-— s 7:;«] = —(51'7]‘_1 . (35)

C; C;
Again it is easy to check (Z.27)). Because ¢; > ¢, we have 7';;]‘ < 1. The physical interpretation
of Ty and 7Ty is clear: currents for C completely transmits with the contribution ¢/c¢; among
the total energy, while the rest currents are completely reflected giving 1 — ¢/¢; contribution

among the total energy.

4 Example II: Coset-type Boundary Condition

Now we shall consider the M-junction of SU(2) spin chains. To be more specific, we consider

the cascade of breaking to the diagonal subgroup SU(2),,:

SU(Q)M x SU(Q)]CQ XX SU(2)/€M

SU(Q)kl X SU(Q)kQ Slj(?)ﬁ2 X SU(Q)kS SU(Q),@Mil X SU(Q)]CM
X X oo X X SU(2)k,, -
SU(2)r, SU(2)xs SU2)x s "

(4.1)
We claim that the corresponding boundary state is given by the following generalization of
[11]:
M g(ki)  M—1 o(rit1)

Bo.m)) =[] L 11 S’(’;’Zl)l(u,m)» (4.2)

k
pym =1 S(() =1 0Om;




where

(11, m))) = |p1, 2, ma)) @ |ma, pz,ma)) @ -+ @ [mag—g, piar, mar—1)) @ [mar—1)) — (4.3)

is a product of (M — 1) Ishibashi states of each coset SU(2)s, x SU(2)k,,,/SU(2)x,,, and

the Ishibashi state of SU(2),,,. In Appendix Bl we shall show that this boundary state
satisfies the Cardy condition. The other constraints on the boundary states, i.e. the sewing
relations, are assumed.

The parameters (p,r) run over 2p; = 0,1,--- ki, 2r; = 0,1,--+ K11, and (p, m) runs
over the same region as (p,r) satisfying the additional constraints:

prtpzt+mi €Z, mi+puzt+mo €4, - my-o2+puyt+my-1€ZL. (4.4)

Not all the states labeled by (p,r) are independent. This is because the boundary state is
invariant under

pi = Jic12pi, Ti — Ji3 1-111717%' (4.5)

with Joo2 = J11,Jm1 = 1. Here, (J1, Ji2, Ji3) is an element of the identification group
of SU(2)x; x SU2)k;s,/SU(2)k;,,- The two elements of that identification group can be

expressed as

(Jirpa, Jiopiz, Jisps) = (pa, pas p3) s (Ki/2 — pa, kig1/2 — po, Kig1 /2 — ps) (4.6)
where (p1, 12, p13) labels a primary state of SU(2)x, x SU(2)x,.,/SU(2)

Kit+1-*

4.1 Energy Transport

Recall that the R-matrix is defined by the overlap between (OILéfg and the boundary state
|B), which is now written in terms of coset states. The descendant state L‘,|0) shall be
expanded by SU(2),,,-singlet states with conformal weight h = h = 2,

M(M+1)/2
L0y = > Ly=h), (4.7)
A=1
where |24) form a complete set of such singlet states. Here we shall use the explicit form
{12} = {IV), W), [X*F), [y )}
V) =10,0,001 ®---®]0,0,0) -1 ® L_2/|0)
|[We) =10,0,0); ® --- ® L_2]0,0,0)q ®@---®[0,0,0)7—1 & |0)
| X*F) = K2 - K7, |0)
x 10,0,0)1 ® -+ ®0,0,0)4—1 ®]0,0,1)q ® [1,0,1) 041
®---®11,0,1)5-1 ®[1,0,0)g ®[0,0,0)g41 @ ---0,0,0) ps—1 ® |0)
V) = K2, - 5 0)
x 10,0,0)1 ® --- ®10,0,0)o—1 ®10,0,1)q ® [1,0,1)g41 ® - ®11,0,1) 371 ® |0)
(4.8)



with K5 = kata 2 3-1 G — (Ko + 4)joTH

Since the boundary state only has diagonal supports, we have

Rio S e S )
T et A~A <0|B>
M(M+1)/2 . .
_ (Z " Lo, ) Lo, 5) (04 @ (041B) (49)
2 TAA) OB
with the normalized state |o4) = [£4)/1/(Z4]|24) and
Lo (i, 24) = (SA|LL,5|0) = L4 (Z427) . (4.10)

This expression (£9) shows Réz = R{,f ; the boundary state (A2 gives the symmetric R-
matrix for energy. In the next subsection, we shall see that the spin-current R-matrix is also
symmetric.

From now we shall compute Lc, (24|24) and (4| ® (0#|B)/(0|B) one by one. The

straightforward computation gives L in the form of

3k;
Lo(i,V) = &————,
V)= 50 19
. 3kikat1 . 3kiki—1
L 7Wa = U - + 60{ [
W) = T2 e 720 T T 3 1 9) (i 1 9)
- va 3 L 3
Lo (i, X%P) = Shasihgsikil( =) = Skakgiikidias
LC (Z, Ya) = %U(O{ — Z) — 3ki;i_1 6i,a+1 (411)
where U(x) is a unit step function: U(z > 0) = 1,U(z < 0) = 0. We can also compute their
norms as
_ Crm
i) = %2,
L e

2
3
(X*P|X Py = 7 Far1kpiihakatl (kgy16p + (kg +4) % + ki)

3
<Ya‘Ya> = Z’%Oé’%a-i-lka-f—l (KZM + 4) . (412)

where ¢; and ¢, are the center charges of SU(2)y, and SU(2),, respectively.
For the boundary state (4.2]), we have

vl blB) _ |
(0| B) ’
e w?|B) _
(0] B) ’
<$o¢,6| ® <xo"6|B> B—1 S:iifrlsgéﬂ
oB) " 1] Soi ' Sre ')

M—-1 Kj Ki
o o S z+IS i+1
(| @ o |B) _ (H 7> | (4.13)

(0[B) Sor"'Sr0"

=«

10



Inputting above data into (49, we obtain the closed expression of the R-matrix. It is
intriguing that the result is independent of p;, which was also for M = 2 [5, [6]. As in the
case of the Kondo problem, the parameter r; could be interpreted as the effective spin at
the junction [13]. This result implies the energy transport is basically characterized by this
residual effective spin of the junction. As we will see below, this property is also observed

for the current transport.

4.2 Current Transport

Let us now compute the reflection and transmission coefficients for Kac—-Moody current with
the boundary state ([42]). As shown below, the computation for the current is actually
simpler than that for the energy. To compute the w?ﬁ [223), it turns out to be helpful
to write K®;"|0) in terms of the coset states. K" gives the descendants of SU(2),, and

SU(2) and makes the spin 1 state of SU(2 ),.ia +1- Thus we have

ka+1>
K0y = [(,m)) with 115 =0, mica =0, miza=1. (4.14)

The relevant states to compute R; are the conformal vacuum |0) and the states with the
conformal weight h = h = 1 and with spin 1 under SU(2),,,. From (&2]), these contributions

are given by

P

M—-1
1B(p,r)) = W[0) + > Wo K [0)KY7|0) + - -- (4.15)
a=1

with

M S(k‘é) j—1 S(/foiﬂ) M-1 S(“i+l)
_ pi T
W= 755 (1_[1 “””) 1 st |- 19

. ki
i=1 Séo 00 =7

Do not confuse this coefficient W; with the singlet state |[IW®) which appeared in Sec. E1l
This leads to

M-1 S H1+1)S(Rz+l)

af _ _
WJ 5 ,BW - Q’ﬁ H H1+1)S(K1+1) (417)
= r 0
and the R-matrix for the current
M-1
ij 1 Wa—l ki1 1 .
RY = kik: | —— § + o = max(i, 7)) , 4.18
J J Koz WM KﬁKﬁJrl WM KM ( ( j)) ( )
M-1
Lk KZ WZ kzzk w k2
- 1 1 Z i v+ B (4.19)

KsKa War K

This expression shows that the spin-current R-matrix is symmetric and is independent of p’s

as the energy R-matrix. Finally, the reflection and transmission coefficients for the currents

11



are

M—1
i ki Wa_1 kikgy1 Wp k; o
TY = L am J + 2 o = max(1,7)) , 4.20
K Wi N~ kikg Wik
f]: i—1 VWi—1 + Z 1hvG4+1 B + i (421)
K, Wy = KgKgi1 Wy Ky
It is straightforward to show the conservation law:
M . . .
S TP +Ry=1. (4.22)

J(F1)
4.3 Results

From now on, we shall show results for some multiplicity M and parameters 7;. First of all,
let us check that our formula reproduces the previous results for the simplest case M = 2.
In this case, the Virasoro singlet states are given by {|S4)} = {|V),[W1),|Y1)}, and thus

we obtain
i Lol VLoGY) (61© 6lB) | Lol WHLG. W) (w']© (w!|B)
e A1 0B ) 0B
Le(i, YYLe(5,YY) (vt @ (y'|B)
g 0B (423

By substituting (AI1])-(#13]), we reproduce the result of Quella, Runnel and Watts [5] up
to the conventions; r; in this paper is p in [5]. In a similar way, for the current transport,
the formulas (AI8]) and (ZI9) reproduce our previous result in [6]. Note that, as addressed
in Sec. 23] the definitions of reflection/transmission coefficients are different, while Ry and
R are the same as the former definitions.
The numerical computation with the new definition involves Table Il for M = 2. The
matrix, which we call the reflection/transmission matrix, in the table is defined by
vy, = RZ,Tj/J (for Z N ”7:) . (4.24)
bars, (for i # j)
Here we obtain negative transport coefficients for the current in general. For example, if we

apply the gluing condition (2.6]) with the automorphism Q = —1

Q%) =i, (4.25)

we immediately obtain the negative current transport coefficient. This automorphism (425])
implies redefinition of generators of the corresponding Lie algebra. In particular, for SU(2),
the redefinition of the generator o, — —o, means the z-spin flip. Therefore the negative
transport can be understood as the flipping of the spin polarization at the junction, as shown
in Fig. @

12
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Figure 4: Schematic illustration of current transport process at the defect: (left) non-flipping

and (right) spin-flipping processes.

(k1,k2,m1) Ur Uy
0.15625 0.84375 —0.125 1.125
(1, 3, 1)

0.46875 0.53125 0.375  0.625

0.329983 0.670017 0.235702  0.764298

0.292893  0.707107 ~0.178511  1.17851
(1,5,3/2)

Table 1: Spin-flipping reflection coefficients for M = 2. Up,; is the reflection /transmission
matrix defined in (4.24)).

We have observed the negative reflection coefficients even for M = 2 when ki + ko > 4.
Due to the conservation law, not both of the transmission and the reflection coefficients can
be negative. Our computation for 1 < kq, ke < 10 shows that the transmission coefficients
are always positive. In addition, keeping k1 = 1 fixed, the large ko gives the large absolute
value of the negative reflection coefficient. This implies that the spin chain with higher spins
can flip a spin more efficiently. This property would be helpful for actual applications to
control the spin current.

For M > 3, we obtain many examples of the spin-flipping process. In particular, for
M = 4, the spin-flipping is observed for k; = 1 with ¢ = 1,...,4, which is the quadruple
junction of the s = 1/2 Heisenberg spin chains, as shown in Table

In contrast to the current transport, it is expected that the energy transport is always
(semi-)positive, because it is not possible to provide a reasonable interpretation for the nega-
tive energy transport. Up to now, we do not know how to prove this for generic parameters.
Even for M = 2, the complete proof is missing in spite of an attempt given in [5]. For this
reason, instead of giving a generic proof, we have done the numerical tests for some values of
parameters M,r;. For M =2 k; <10, M = 3,k; <5 and M = 4,k; < 2, we have explicitly

observed the semi-positivity of the elements of Ur.

13



(r1,72,73) Ur U,

0.15625 0.28125 0.28125 0.28125 —-0.125 0.375  0.375  0.375

0,0,1) 0.28125 0.15625 0.28125 0.28125 0.375 —0.125 0.375  0.375
0.28125 0.28125 0.15625 0.28125 0.375 0375 —0.125 0.375

0.28125 0.28125 0.28125 0.15625 0.375 0375 0375 —0.125

0.28125 0.15625 0.28125 0.28125 0.375 —0.125 0.375  0.375

(1/2,0,1) 0.15625 0.28125 0.28125 0.28125 —-0.125 0.375 0375  0.375
0.28125 0.28125 0.15625 0.28125 0.375 0375 —0.125 0.375

0.28125 0.28125 0.28125 0.15625 0.375 037 0.375 —0.125

Table 2: Spin-flipping reflection/transmission coefficients for M = 4 with k; = 1 for i =

1,...,4, corresponding to the quadruple junction of the s = 1/2 Heisenberg spin chains.

5 Discussion

In this paper we have discussed the transport process at the multi-junction with respect to
both of energy and current flows. We have defined the transport coefficients with arbitrary
multiplicity M by modifying and generalizing the previous one for M = 2. We have ap-
plied this formalism to some examples. The permutation boundary condition gives a simple,
but important example such that the transport process becomes asymmetric between the
channels, which cannot occur in the situation with M = 2. We have also considered the
coset-type boundary condition, in order to study the spin-dependent transport at the junc-
tion. Proposing the corresponding boundary state, we have seen the multiplicity-dependence
of the transport coefficients. By increasing the multiplicity, we have obtained more exam-
ples with the negative current transport, while the energy transport coefficients are always
positive. This behavior suggests the spin-flip at the junction, which is more specific to
high-multiplicity. In particular, for M = 4, we have observed the spin-flipping reflection
and transmission even with the junction of the s = 1/2 Heisenberg spin chains. Thus the
quadruple junction of s = 1/2 Heisenberg spin chains seems accessible both in experiments
and theoretical studies.

Although the BCFT approach suggests a non-trivial fixed point involving spin-flipping
phenomena, it is still unclear what microscopic interaction at the junction induces this
phenomena. In addition, the physical meaning of p,r is not yet obvious. As mentioned
in Sec. 41l a plausible interpretation of r; is the effective spin at the junction, and this
interpretation is actually applied to the Kondo problem. To understand them, it is important
to analyze the multi-junction using another method, e.g. Bethe ansatz. In addition, for
engineering applications, it is also required for manipulating the boundary state. A possible

direction is to study the relation between the boundary state and the interaction at the
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junction. There are various choices of interaction terms; (23] is not an unique choice. A
different interaction term may lead to a different boundary state. To understand how these
interactions determine the boundary states is important not only for actual applications, but
also for theoretical interests.

In addition to the boundary states used in this paper, there are a number of solutions
to the boundary condition. For the corresponding boundary states, it is interesting to study
the transport coefficients. For example, Fredenhagen and Quella [14] proposed a new type
of boundary states, which is a generalization of the permutation boundary state, used in
Sec. Bl However, the form of the boundary states is not well known. One way to find them
is to solve string field theory with SU(2);, x SU(2)g, symmetry. As a first step, the authors
are solving string field theory with the single SU(2); with collaborators.
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A Boundary entropy

In addition to the transport process discussed in the main part of this paper, another inter-
esting application of the boundary state is the boundary entropy, which is also called the
g-factor [I5]. The boundary entropy is obtained by the inner product of the boundary state

and the conformal vacuum, with a proper subtraction of the “bulk” contribution,
Spary = In (0| B) — In (0| By) . (A1)

This bulk contribution Sy = In (0|Bp) corresponds to the situation in the absence of the

interaction between the junction and the bulk. Therefore |By) is given by
|Bo) = [0)*M, (A.2)

where |0)’s are Cardy’s boundary states for SU(2)y,, form =1,..., M.

As pointed out in the previous work [6], |0>®M is obtained by setting all the parameters
to be zero in the boundary state (£.2l),

|Bo) = |B(0,0)) - (A.3)

Since the overlap between the boundary state and the conformal vacuum is given by

0B, =[1—2= [l *— (A4)



we obtain the boundary entropy as follows,

M 1 S(’ﬁ«rl)

Whary = exp (Shdry) H pO H o) (A.5)
1= 1S(]O =1 SO

Here Whyqry implies the ground state degeneracy for the boundary, which is referred to
the g-factor. This expression can be directly applied to the spin-chain junction under the
identification of the Kac-Moody level k; with the spin representation s; as s; = k;/2 [3], 4].
It is interesting to check the formula (A.5]) by studying the discrete lattice models with the
Bethe ansatz method.

B Cardy Condition

Boundary states should satisfy consistency relations: the Cardy condition and the sewing
relations. In this Appendix, we shall show that (£2)) satisfies the Cardy condition. While
we have considered M products of SU(2) in Sec. [4, we shall treat M products of a generic
group G in this Appendix. Now p; and r; are the weight of G, and G, respectively. In the
same way, the region of (u, m) is specified by Allg (see eq. (12) of Ref. [11])

(w,m)eAllg & p1+pp—mi €G,my+puz3—me€G, - ,my_o+py —my-1€G
(B.1)

with G the root lattice of G. This reduces to (£4) when G = SU(2). Notice that the
projection operator, which appears in [I1], is trivial in this case.

Now let us compute the partition function on the cylinder,

Zipy ety = (|G PO 2 1)

M ‘k M—-1 I{Z+1 M Sk M-1 Srliz’+1
_ E H pzﬂz szz H Ti i H tim;
— RZ+1 S’%«H

(mm)eAllg \i=1 /S i1 Som, i=1 \/Sofu ; ;

Xpt,p2,m1 Xma,pus,me " Xmpg—g,punr,mar—1 Xma—1 (B'Q)

where ¥ = x(q). Using the modular S-matrix, we get

Mt M Gki i M—-1 Sfi;ﬁl Slﬁﬂ
— - Pzﬂz 7'1/% 1My
Z(p),(rt) = |Gidl > (T2 ) [ 11 W
(pym)eAllg  \i=1 i=1
[v,n,p]€ERepy

M M—-1

k; Ki+1 QKRit1
H S v H Smmismipi Xviwe,ni Xp1,vame """ Xpym—2,vm,ma—1 Xpav -1
i=1 i

k‘ k? k; M-—1 Hz-{»l HH’l
= ‘g ‘M_l —SMMZSTZM'SM'V' Snml Stzmz S"Qz-kl S"Qz-ﬂ -~
- Mid S SM-H SM-H min;Pmip; | X[v,n,p|
(uym)eAllg \i=1 Opei i=1 ~0m; ~0m;
[anvp]eRepG

(B.3)
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where x = x(¢) and we have used the modular transformation:

v k k
Xm,n,p - ’gld’ Z Sn;m,Sni,SH /Xm n’ p (B4)
(m/;n/,p’)ERepg
and X\[VJL,P} = Xvi,vam Xp1,vane * Xpar—awasma—1 Xpy—1- Yid 1S the identification group of
G x G/G and |Gyq| is its dimension. Repg is obtained by taking the quotient with respect

to Giq in each coset. For example,

(v1,v2,n1) ~ (Ji1iva, Jiave, Jisng) (B.5)
where (J11, J12, J13) € Gig- Now we can use the identity

M—1
1= L 2mi(Q .y, (11)+ Q. (12)— Q5 (M) 2mi(Qy;; (Mim1)+Q ;0 (it 1) —Q ;5 (Mi))
|g |M 1 e e
d .
=2

(B.6)

This holds if and only if (4, m) € Repg otherwise the right hand side vanishes. By substi-
tuting this we get

M-1
Zur) () = Z Z BQWi(QJH(M1)+Q.712(M2)—Q‘113(m1)) <H 627ri(QJi1(mi1)+QJi2(Hi+1)QJiS(mi))>
J,d pi,m;ERep(Q) =2
[anyp} €laepG
M ok; ki ks M-1 Ki
SPZ/% STzNz Sﬂzyz N d; Sd ;Lt SNZ-H S:‘w.H ~
- S H ritT SOm minOmqp; | X[v,n,p)
i=1 Opes =
ki 2mQu;_y 5 (1) g
— Z Z <H pzﬂz STzMz 2 SMsz )
Jd p;,m;ERep(G) SOM
[V nyp}ERepG
M-1 Ritl ,—2miQ 15 (mi) GHi+1 ,2miQ; i) Qhi
H N d; Sdﬂ-?zlie miQurig (mi )S +1 m ,+11(m S 1-;)11 ~
1 T'itj Som X[anvp}
i= i

M Qk; k; i M—1 Ki+1 gRi+1 Kit+1
o SPZNz Sﬂuz S,uszfsz' N d; Sdimi SmiJiSni SmiJi+1,1pi ~
oy oy (e [T v, o Smnon it ) 5
Jid pim;Rep(G) \i=1 Opss i=1 ’ mi
[anvp}eRepG

M M-—1
_ pi d; Jisni | o
- Z Z <H NTiJi—l,QVi ) ( Nr“ﬂ Ndi7J¢+1,1p¢3n ) X[v,n,p] (B.7)

J,d [v,n,p]€Repg \i=1 i=1

with Joo = Ji,1, Jm,1 = id. NH,,’) is the fusion coeflicient. Here we have used
S = e2mQ s (v) Suws Suw = Suy- (B.8)

Obviously, the coefficients of characters are semi-positive integers. In addition, the number
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of identity operator (¥ =n =p =0) is

M M—
Ji30
Z H N'TiJi—l,QO H - tJf dzsz+1 10

Jd \i=1 =1

M JoL
— Z (:l_[]\/T1 i 12/)2) ( 7» {f d 0¢+1,1 iSO)
i— 1 2Pi A d; z+1 1Ji30
= Z 5 H "0,
sz

M-

—zn«s‘” L 9

'L?
J =1 =1

Here we have used the following properties of the fusion matrix.

N,*=N_" N

i’ Ny’ =00, N,*=N,*” N,°=N,"". (B.10)

pv v wv pot
The second factor can be transformed as

Jig1,1 15,30 _
NT’z’tﬁ " = Nri(Ji+1,1_lJi,30)+

ti Z SJ,'+1,171J,'73070'1'ST'iUiStiUi
SOO'Z'

g;

_ Z 27rz Q71+1 1(00)=Qy, 3(0,)> SO alsrlalst 12
SOO',L

. Z Ji+1,1Ji,3*10,aiSmaistm . Z S(Ji+1,1Jz',s*lO)*,aiSmUiStm
SOO'Z'

-1
_ ti Jiv11 Yiati _ slit11 Jists
= NriJi+1,1Ji,3_10 = NT‘Z'O v LM — (Sri

. R
— gt (B.11)

7

Finally, we get

Y[ gt (B.12)

J =1

The dots include the contribution from the other states. In the meantime, the |(p,7)) is
invariant under (435]). Thus we conclude that the unique identity operator appears if and
only if boundary states are equivalent up to Giq. This completes the proof of the Cardy

condition.
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