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Theproblem ofnoninteracting electronsin thepresenceofannealed m agnetic disorder,in addition

to nonm agneticquenched disorder,isconsidered.Itisshown thattheproperphysicalinterpretation

ofthism odelisone ofelectronsinteracting via a potentialthatislong-ranged in tim e,and thatits

technicalanalysis by m eans ofrenorm alization group techniques m ust also be done in analogy to

the interacting problem . As a result,and contrary to previous claim s,the m odeldoes not sim ply

describeam etal-insulatortransition in d = 2+ � (� � 1)dim ensions.Rather,itdescribesatransition

to a ferrom agnetic state that,asa function ofthe disorder,precedesthe m etal-insulatortransition

close to d = 2. In d = 3,a transition from a param agnetic m etalto a param agnetic insulator is

possible.

PACS num bers:75.10.Lp;71.30.+ h;64.60.Ak

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Localm agneticm om entsareknown to play an im por-

tantrolein thebehaviorofdisordered electronicsystem s,

butthe precisenature ofthatrole rem ainsincom pletely

understood.1 O newaytothinkaboutsuch localm om ents

isthat,in a disordered environm ent,theexchangeinter-

action between theelectronsm ay belocally enhanced to

the pointwherethe electron spinsorderm agnetically in

a �nite region in space.2 The resulting m agnetized re-

gionsareoften referred to aslocalm om ents,ordroplets,

orrareregions.Sincethey areself-generated by theelec-

tron system ,theyarein therm odynam icequilibrium with

theotherelectronicdegreesoffreedom .Itisthereforein-

tuitively plausible thatsuch localm om entscan be m od-

eled as annealed m agnetic disorder,in addition to the

underlying quenched disorder that produces them . In

Ref.4 an explicitderivation hasbeen given thatcorrob-

orates this argum ent. There is experim entalevidence

forsuch localm om entsto in
uence the transportprop-

erties ofthe electron system in im portant ways,and in

particularthey aresuspected to in
uencethecriticalbe-

haviornearthe m etal-insulatortransition (M IT)thatis

observed in disordered electron system s.1 However,the-

oretically understanding the coupling between localm o-

m ents and transport properties has proven to be very

hard.Studying and understanding theannealed disorder

m odelm entioned aboveisexpected to shed lighton this

im portantproblem .

Reference 4 provided such an analysis,and concluded

that the annealed disorder leads to a new and very

interesting type of M IT. The m ost exciting feature

was that the transition was driven by the vanishing of

the therm odynam ic density susceptibility @n=@�, and

thus resem bled a M ott transition m ore than an Ander-

son transition.5 This was even m ore surprising as the

Coulom binteractionbetweentheelectrons,whichiswhat

usually causesa M otttransition,had notbeen explicitly

taken into accountin the m odel.

Subsequently,Ref.6 developed a generalclassi�cation

ofquantum phasetransitionswith respectto,(1)whether

onecan describethetransition by m eansofa localorder

param eter,and (2)whethertheorderparam etersuscep-

tibility in the disordered phase is an analytic function

ofthe wavenum ber.The second criterion hasan im por-

tantbearing on which observablescan becom ecriticalat

a M IT:Criticality in d > 2 (d = 2 is the lower critical

dim ension forallknown M ITs ofdisordered interacting

electrons)im pliesalogarithm icdependenceon therenor-

m alization group (RG )length rescalingfactor,and hence

on the wavenum ber,in perturbation theory in d = 2.

Thisin turn im pliesa (weaker)nonanalyticwavenum ber

dependence in d > 2 away from criticality.7;8 Although

theconsiderationsin Ref.6 do notprovidea m athem at-

ically rigorous proof,they strongly suggest that @n=@�

cannotbe criticalata M IT for a large classofm odels,

which includesthe m odelstudied in Ref.4.

In thecurrentpaperweprovidea thorough re-analysis

ofthe m odelderived and m otivated in Ref.4,and re-

solve thiscontradiction. W e show thatthe RG analysis

ofthem odelperform ed in Ref.4 had an incorrectstruc-

ture and led to unreliable results. A proper analysisof

them odel’srenorm alizability,and theresulting RG 
ow

equations,show that @n=@� isnotsingularly renorm al-

ized and hencenotcritical,in agreem entwith Ref.6.In

addition,itrevealsthatwithin a controlled �-expansion

aboutd = 2,them odeldoesnotsim ply describeam etal-

insulatortransition. Rather,itdisplaysa variantofthe

phase transition sequence that is known to occur in a

related m odelwith both quenched disorderand electron-
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electron interactions(butno annealed disorder).10 That

is, as the disorder increases,there is �rst a transition

to a ferrom agneticm etallicstate,and then,with further

increasing disorder,a transition to a ferrom agnetic in-

sulator state. For d = 3 a transition directly from a

param agnetic m etalto a param agnetic insulatorispos-

sible.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next sec-

tion,we give intuitive physicalargum ents that explain

ourm odeland ourprocedureto analyzeit,and wesum -

m arize our results. In Sec.III we form ally de�ne the

m odeland write itin a way thatfacilitatesa renorm al-

ization group analysis.Sec.IV perform stherenorm aliza-

tion to one-loop order,and Sec.V analyzesthe results.

Som etechnicalissuesregardingthem odel’srenorm aliza-

tion propertiesarerelegated to AppendicesA and B,the


ow equationsforthe interacting and annealed disorder

m odelsarecom pared in Appendix C,and a perturbative

analysisofthe freeenergy isgiven in Appendix D.

II.P H Y SIC A L A R G U M EN T S

Sincesom eofourdetailed argum entsarequitetechni-

cal,westartby giving som eintuitivephysicalargum ents

to explain both ourgeneralstrategy and ourresults.

A .A nnealed disorder as a m odelfor localm om ents

W e startby recalling the argum entforwhy annealed

disorder m odels local m om ents.4 Any �eld theoreti-

caltreatm ent ofa statisticalm echanics problem starts

with a functionalintegralrepresentation ofthepartition

function,11

Z =

Z

D [�]e� S[�] : (2.1a)

The form ofthe action S de�nes the m odelunder con-

sideration,and the m athem aticalnature ofthe �eld �

depends on whether the system is classicalorquantum

m echanical,consistsofferm ionsorbosons,and whether

the m odelisa m icroscopic one in term soffundam ental

�elds,orofan e�ectivenature.Theusualprocedureisto

identify a saddlepointofS thatapproxim ately contains

the physics one is interested in, to expand about this

saddlepoint,and to em ploy perturbation theory and the

renorm alization group.In a system with quenched disor-

derthere willbe,apartfrom hom ogeneoussaddle-point

solutions,solutions where the �eld �,or som e com po-

nentsofit,are nonzero only in certain regionsin space.

Such inhom ogeneous saddle points have been proposed

as a description ofrare regions in classicalm agnets by

Dotsenko etal.2 This conceptwasgeneralized to quan-

tum m agnets,3 and to the e�ective �eld theoriesused to

describeM ITsin quenched disordered electron system s.4

In a large system there willbe m any rare regions that

interactonly very weakly,and thusexponentially m any

alm ostdegeneratesaddlepoints,sincetheorientation of

the �eld on the rare regions is arbitrary. These saddle

pointsareexpected to beseparated by largeenergy bar-

riers,and thus to not be perturbatively accessible from

one another. W ithin perturbation theory,and denoting

then-th saddle-point�eld con�guration by � (n) and the


uctuations by ’,one can therefore write the partition

function

Z �
X

n

D [’]e� S[�
(n )

+ ’]
: (2.1b)

In the therm odynam ic lim it,the discrete set ofsaddle

pointsbecom esa saddle-pointm anifold thatneedsto be

integrated over. The saddle-point�eld con�gurations�

thus becom e degrees of freedom that are governed by

som e probability distribution P [�],are integrated over

atthe levelofthe partition function,and couple to the

�eld ’ by m eansofsom ecoupling Sc thatisdeterm ined

by the action S,

Z �

Z

D [�]P [�]

Z

D [’]e� S[’]+ Sc[� ;’] : (2.1c)

They therefore act like annealed disorder. Note that

in giving Eq.(2.1c) we im plicitly assum e that the (an-

nealed) disorderadjusts and com es to equilibrium with

the
uctuations’.Ifthedisorderwere�xed on thetim e

scale ofthe ’-
uctuations,then it would be quenched

disorder.In the lattercase,forthe averageoversaddle-

points to be m eaningful,lnZ rather than Z should be

averaged overthe �-�elds.12

In ourcaseweareinterested in rareregionsthatcarry

am agneticm om ent.Accordingtotheargum entsrecalled

above,they can bem odeled by annealed m agneticdisor-

derin addition to the quenched disorderthatallowsfor

the inhom ogeneous saddle-point solutions. In the sim -

plest possible m odelthe annealed disorder has a G aus-

sian distribution,and is static. The latter m eans that

thecoupling constant,ortheannealed m agneticdisorder

strength,willbe proportionalto the tem perature.4 This

isjustthe Boltzm ann weightassigned to these classical

degreesoffreedom thatarein equilibrium with theelec-

trons.W e em phasize thatthism odel,and itsderivation

in Ref.4,isuna�ected by ourconsiderationsconcerning

itsanalysisand interpretation,which di�erfrom theone

given in thatreference.

B .A nnealed disorder as an e�ective interaction

The physicale�ects of annealed disorder are funda-

m entally di�erent from those ofquenched,or frozen-in,

disorder.12 The form er gets integrated overat the level

ofthe partition function,cf. Eq.(2.1c),the latter,at

the levelofthe free energy. Consequently,integrating

out annealed disorder generates a physicale�ective in-

teraction between the degreesoffreedom thatcouple to

2



it,the electron spin density in our case,which can be

understood as resulting from an exchange of annealed

disorder
uctuations between the electrons. The e�ects

ofquenched disorder,on theotherhand,arem oresubtle

and fundam entally di�erentfrom thoseofinteractions.

Itistherefore plausible thata system ofnoninteract-

ing electrons in the presence ofboth quenched and an-

nealed disorder will behave in m any respects like one

with quenched disorderonly and an additionalelectron-

electron interaction. As the only di�erence one would

expectthat,iftheannealed disorderism odeled asstatic,

the resulting e�ective interaction willbe in�nitely long-

ranged in tim e,a feature that one would notexpect to

have qualitative e�ects. This expectation is in contra-

dition with the results ofRef.4,which found behavior

that was drastically di�erent from that ofelectrons in-

teracting via an instantaneousinteraction.In particular,

this reference predicted a M IT ofM otttype,where the

therm odynam icsusceptibility @n=@� vanishes.Thisisin

contradiction to both explicit calculationsfor quenched

disordered,interacting electron system s,which �nd that

@n=@� is notsingularly renorm alized,13;1 and very gen-

eralconsiderationsin Ref.6.

Theanalysisthatwillbepresented below rem ovesthis

contradiction,and illustratesthe technicalissuesbehind

theaboveintuitivephysicalconsiderations.W ewillshow

thatthe technicaltreatm entofthe annealed disorderin

analogy to that ofquenched disorder in Ref.4 was not

only in disagreem entwith theabovephysicalargum ents,

but led to an unnaturalstructure ofthe theory. This

in turn led to incorrectassum ptionsaboutthe behavior

under renorm alization,and ultim ately to physically in-

correctresults. A treatm entofthe annealed disorderin

analogy to an interaction,on the other hand,does not

run into these problem s and yields results that are in

agreem entwith allknown constraints.

III.T H E M O D EL A N D IT S

R EN O R M A LIZA B ILIT Y

In thissection weconsiderthesam ee�ective�eld the-

ory asin Ref.4.

A .E�ective �eld theory

O urstarting point,asin Ref.4,isW egner’snonlinear

sigm a-m odel(NL�M )14 fornoninteractingelectronswith

nonm agneticquenched disorder.Theaction reads

A N L�M =
� 1

2G

Z

dxtr[r Q (x)]
2
+ 2H (1)

Z

dxtr[
Q (x)]:

(3.1)

HereQ (x)isa m atrix �eld thatcom prisestwo ferm ionic

degreesoffreedom .Accordingly,Q carriestwo ferm ionic

M atsubara frequency indices n and m ,and two replica

indices� and � to dealwith thequenched disorder.The

m atrixelem entsQ ��
nm arespin-quaternion valued toallow

forparticle-hole and spin degreesoffreedom . Itiscon-

venientto expand them in a basis�r 
 si (r;i= 0;1;3:3)

where �0 = s0 is the 2 � 2 unit m atrix, and �1;3:3 =

� s1;3:3 = � i�1;3:3,with �j the Paulim atrices,
15

Q
��
nm =

X

r

X

i

i
rQ

��

nm
: (3.2a)

For sim plicity, we will ignore the particle-particle or

Cooper channel,which am ounts to dropping �1 and �2
from thespin-quaternion basis.15;1 TheQ ��

nm arethen el-

em entsofC� Q ,with C and Q thecom plex num ber�eld

and the quaternion �eld,respectively. The i
rQ

��

nm
obey

the following sym m etry properties(forr= 0;3),16

0

rQ
��

nm
= (� )r 0

rQ
��

m n
; (3.2b)

i
rQ

��

nm
= (� )r+ 1 i

rQ
��

m n
; (i= 1;3:3) : (3.2c)

Alternatively, we can write the spin indices explicitly,

and consider m atrix elem ents Q
��

nm ;ij that are com plex

num bervalued.Q issubjectto the constraints

Q
2(x)� 1 ; trQ (x)� 0 : (3.2d)

These constraints are conveniently im plem ented by

param etrizing Q in term s of m atrices q whose m atrix

elem ents,q��nm ,are restricted to frequency labels n > 0,

m < 0. In term s ofthe q,Q can be written in block

m atrix form

Q =

� p
1� qqy � 1 q

qy �
p
1� qyq+ 1

�

: (3.2e)

Here the block m atrices,clockwise from the upper left,

correspond to frequency labelsn;m > 0;n > 0,m < 0;

n;m < 0;and n < 0,m > 0,respectively.


��
nm = �nm ���
n (�0 
 s0)in Eq.(3.1)isa frequency

m atrix with 
n = 2�Tn a bosonicM atsubara frequency

and T the tem perature. G is a m easure ofthe disorder

that is proportionalto the bare resistivity,and the fre-

quency coupling H (1) isproportionalto thebaredensity

ofstates atthe Ferm ilevel. tr denotes a trace overall

discretedegreesoffreedom thatarenotshown explicitly.

The properties of this m odel are well known.14;15;1

The bare action describes di�usive electrons,with D =

1=G H (1) the di�usion coe�cient. Under renorm aliza-

tion,D decreaseswith increasing disorderuntila M IT is

reached ata criticaldisordervalue. The criticalbehav-

ior is known in an �-expansion about the lower critical

dim ension d = 2. In the absence ofthe Cooper chan-

nel,the M IT appears only at two-loop orderat a criti-

caldisorderstrength ofO (
p
�). H(1),which determ ines

the speci�c heat coe�cient,the spin susceptibility,and

@n=@�,isuncritical,which m akesthisM IT an Anderson

transition.
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Now weadd m agneticannealed disorderto them odel.

Them otivation forthisisthefactthatannealed disorder

m odelscertain typesoflocalm om ents,seeSecs.Iand II

above. A technicalderivation ofthis has been given in

Ref.4,and the m ain idea hasbeen recapitulated in Sec.

IIA.Annealed disorderim pliesthattheQ in theresult-

ing term s allcarry the sam e replica index;12 otherwise,

the functionalform ofthe resulting additionalterm in

the action can be taken from Ref.15,which considered

quenched m agnetic disorder. From that reference, we

have

A (1)

ann = 2TJ(1)
Z

dx
X

�

3X

j= 1

tr[(�3 
 sj)Q
�� (x)]

2
:

(3.3a)

The coupling constantJ(1) isa m easure ofthe strength

ofthe m agnetic disorder. The tem perature prefactorin

Eq.(3.3a) is a consequence ofthe static nature ofthe

localm om entsconsidered within thism odel,ashasbeen

explained in Ref.4 and Sec.IIabove.Equation (3.3a)is

the only annealed m agneticdisorderterm if
uctuations

ofthe m atrix �eld Q on alllength scalesare taken into

accountin calculating the partition function. However,

theNL�M isan e�ectivetheory forlong-wavelength 
uc-

tuations,and itisthereforeconvenientto projectthean-

nealed disorderterm ontothisregim easwell.Ithasbeen

discussed in detailin Ref.16 that this can be achieved

by m eansofa phase space decom position and a relabel-

ing ofm om enta. Applied to Eq.(3.3a),this procedure

generatesanothercontribution to the action,

A (2)

ann = 2TJ(2)
Z

dx
X

�

3X

j= 1

[tr(�3 
 sj)Q
�� (x)]

2
:

(3.3b)

The coupling constantJ(2) is in generalindependentof

J(1). A
(1)
ann and A

(2)
ann enter the action additively with

theunderstandingthatonlylong-wavelength
uctuations

areintegrated overin calculating the partition function.

Note that in the case ofquenched m agnetic disorder,a

com pletephasespacedecom position leadstoaterm anal-

ogous to Eq.(3.3b),but it is zero in the replica lim it

becausethe replica sum isthen partofthe trace.

Aswewillsee,underrenorm alization theannealed dis-

orderterm sgenerate anothercontribution to the action

thattakestheform

A
(2)



= 2H (2)

Z

dx tr[sgn
 Q (x)] ; (3.4)

so we add thisrightaway.Fora discussion on why this

term m ust be present on physicalgrounds,see Section

V B.

A = A N L�M + A (1)

ann + A (2)

ann + A
(2)



; (3.5)

is the com plete action for our m odel,and the partition

function isobtained asthe functionalintegral

Z =

Z

D [Q ]�[Q2 � 1]eA [Q ]
: (3.6)

B .A nnealed disorder as a long-ranged interaction

A = A N L�M + A
(1)
ann de�nesthe m odelstudied in Ref.

4. A
(2)
ann was neglected in that reference,but this term

willnotbe ofcrucialim portancein whatfollows.Term s

thatappearunderrenorm alization and indicate the ap-

pearance ofA
(2)



were interpreted di�erently in Ref.4,

and we willdiscuss this pointin Sec.V B below. A re-

lated pointisthatwe have written A
(1)
ann in a form that

isdi�erentfrom theonein Ref.4.Thelatterrepresenta-

tion wasm odeled afterthewayonewould treatquenched

disorder,and it added and subtracted a term where all

replica indicesoftheQ arenotthesam e.Aswewillsee,

thisform ulation,which isa m atteroftasteatthispoint,

is rather unnaturalat the stage ofa RG analysis,and

this led to the incorrect RG treatm ent ofthe m odelin

Ref.4.W ethereforewritetheannealed disorderterm in

a form thatisstrictly diagonalin thereplica index.This

replica structure iscom m on to both the annealed disor-

derterm ,and any electron-electron interaction term ,and

one would therefore expect the renorm alization proper-

tiesofthecurrentm odeland oneofinteracting electrons

to have com m on features. To underscore this point,we

rewritetheannealed disorderpartoftheaction by split-

ting itinto spin-singletand spin-tripletcontributions,

A ann � A (1)

ann + A (2)

ann � A (1;s)
ann + A (1;t)

ann + A (2;t)
ann ;

(3.7a)

with

A (1;s)
ann =

� �T

4
J
(1;s)

X

nm

X

�

X

r= 0;3

(� )r

� tr[(�r 
 s0)Q
��
nm (x)]tr[(�r 
 s0)Q

��
m n(x)] ;

(3.7b)

A (1;t)
ann =

�T

4
J
(1;t)

X

nm

X

�

X

r= 0;3

(� )r
3X

i= 1

� tr[(�r 
 si)Q
��
nm (x)]tr[(�r 
 si)Q

��
m n(x)] ;

(3.7c)

A (2;t)
ann =

� �T

4
J
(2;t)

X

nm

X

�

X

r= 0;3

(� )r
3X

i= 1

� tr[(�r 
 si)Q
��
nn(x)]tr[(�r 
 si)Q

��
m m (x)] ;

(3.7d)
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wherewehaveused Eqs.(3.2a)-(3.2c).Here

J
(2;t) = 8J(2)=� ; (3.7e)

and

J
(1;s) = � 3J(1;t) = � 24J(1)=� : (3.7f)

Thisrelation between thebarevaluesofJ(1;s) and J(1;t)

willbe im portant later. Notice that J(1;s) < 0,while

J(1;t) > 0,J(2;t) > 0.

Com paring these expression to the correspoding ones

foran electron-electron interaction,16 one seesthatthey

havethe sam estructureexceptforthe frequency sector.

Transform ing from M atsubara frequency spaceinto tim e

space revealsthat the annealed disordercorrespondsto

an interaction thatisin�nitely long-ranged in tim e.This

isphysically plausible,ashasbeen explained in Sec.IIB.

C .R enorm alizability considerations

Forreasonsexplained in AppendicesA and B,wewill

choose a �eld-theoretic RG m ethod9 overa m om entum -

shellRG .17 Beforewestartanalyzingourm odelbym eans

of this m ethod, we need to ask whether the m odelis

renorm alizable,and how m anyrenorm alizationconstants

are required. M uch isknown aboutthe renorm alization

properties ofthe NL�M ,Eq.(3.1),with additionalin-

stantaneousinteraction term s.ThepureNL�M isknown

toberenorm alizablewith tworenorm alization constants,

one forthe coupling constantG and one �eld renorm al-

ization constant.9 Thefrequency couplingH (1) turnsout

to not carry a renorm alization constant ofits own. In

the presence ofan instantaneous interaction,the proof

ofrenorm alizability fortheNL�M breaksdown,and the

renorm alizability of the m odelhas never been proven.

However,there is m uch evidence that the m odelis still

renorm alizable,with twoadditionalrenorm alization con-

stants for the interaction, and with H (1) acquiring a

renorm alization constantofitsown. The two renorm al-

ization constantsfortheinteraction term scorrespond to

sym m etric and antisym m etriccom binationsofterm sbi-

linear in Q ,respectively.18;19 The sam e argum ents ap-

ply to the present m odel, and are given in Appendix

B. From Eqs.(B1),we conclude thatwe need to write

A
(1;s)
ann = A

(1;s)

+ + A
(1;s)

� ,and analogously splitA
(1;t)
ann and

A
(2;t)
ann ,with

A
(1;s)

+ = � 2�TJ
(1;s)

+

Z

dx
X

nm

X

�

X

r= 0;3

h
0

rQ
��

nm
(x)

� 0

rQ
��

nm
(x)+

1

2

X

i

i
rQ

��

nn
(x)irQ

��

m m
(x)

i

;

(3.8a)

A
(1;s)

� = � 2�TJ
(1;s)

�

Z

dx
X

nm

X

�

X

r= 0;3

h
0

rQ
��

nm
(x)

� 0

rQ
��

nm
(x)�

1

2

X

i

i
rQ

��

nn
(x)irQ

��

m m
(x)

i

;

(3.8b)

A
(1;t)

+ = � 2�TJ
(1;t)

+

Z

dx
X

nm

X

�

X

r= 0;3

h 3X

i= 1

i
rQ

��

nm
(x)

� i
rQ

��

nm
(x)+

1

2

X

i

 
3

�

�

�

!

i

i
rQ

��

nn
(x)irQ

��

m m
(x)

i

;

(3.8c)

A
(1;t)

� = � 2�TJ
(1;t)

�

Z

dx
X

nm

X

�

X

r= 0;3

h 3X

i= 1

i
rQ

��

nm
(x)

� i
rQ

��

nm
(x)�

1

2

X

i

 
3

�

�

�

!

i

i
rQ

��

nn
(x)irQ

��

m m
(x)

i

;

(3.8d)

A
(2;t)

+ = 2�TJ
(2;t)

+

Z

dx
X

nm

X

�

X
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��
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(3.8e)

A
(2;t)

� = 2�TJ
(2;t)

�

Z

dx
X

nm

X

�

X

r= 0;3

h 3X

i= 1

i
rQ

��

nn
(x)

� i
rQ

��

m m
(x)�
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�

�

�

!
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i
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��

nm
(x)irQ

��

nm
(x)

i

;

(3.8f)

In writing Eqs.(3.8) we have m ade use ofEqs.(3.2a)

-(3.2c). The sym bol

�
3

�
�
�

�

i

is a shorthand for 3�i0 �

P 3

j= 1
�ij. The J

(1;s)

� are coupling constantswhose bare

valuesareequal,

J
(1;s)

+ = J
(1;s)

� = J
(1;s)

; (3.9a)

butin generalthey renorm alizedi�erently.Sim ilarly,

J
(1;t)

+ = J
(1;t)

� = J
(1;t)

; (3.9b)

J
(2;t)

+ = J
(2;t)

� = J
(2;t)

; (3.9c)

in the bare theory, but under renorm alization these

equalitiesdo notin generalrem ain valid. Allofthe J+
requireonly onerenorm alization constant,which wewill

denote by Z+ ,and the J� require another one,Z� . In

addition,a renorm alization constantforH (2) isneeded.

In addition totherelationsgiven by Eqs.(3.9),thereis

therelation between J(1;s) and J(1;t) given by Eq.(3.7f).

Itwillturn outthatthese constraintsleadsto a degen-

eracy in the RG 
ow. This is m ost easily handled by

relaxing the condition,Eq.(3.9a). Instead ofEqs.(3.9)

and (3.7f)wethereforewrite
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J
(1;s)

� = J
(1;s)� � ; (3.10a)

J
(1;t)

� = J
(1;t)

; (3.10b)

J
(2;t)

� = J
(2;t)

; (3.10c)

and

J
(1;s)+ 3J(1;t) = 0 : (3.10d)

Choosing � 6= 0 willrem ove the degeneracy in the RG


ow. In the end,we willconsider the lim it � ! 0 to

obtain the behaviorofouroriginalm odel.

IV .R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N T O O N E-LO O P

O R D ER

A .Perturbation theory

1. G aussian propagators

W e now perform a one-loop RG analysisofthe m odel

de�ned in Sec.III.To thisend,weexpand the action in

powersofthem atrixqde�ned byEq.(3.2e).ToG aussian

orderwe�nd

A =
� 4

G

1

V

X

p

X

12

X

i;r

i
rq12(p)�

(2)(p;
n1� n2
)irq12(� p);

(4.1a)

with

�(2)(k;
n)= k
2
=G + H

(1)
n + H
(2)2�T

+ �� 1� 2
�TG [�i0Js+ (1� �i0)Jt] : (4.1b)

the bare two-pointvertex. The G aussian q-propagators

areobtained by inverting thisquadraticform .W e �nd

hirq12(k)
j
sq34(p)i= �k;� p �13 �24 �rs�ij

G

8

iD 12(k) :

(4.2a)

Hereh:::idenotesa G aussian average,and 1 � (n1;�1),

etc.,are indices that com prise both the M atsubara fre-

quency index and the replica label.The propagatorsiD

read

0D 12(k)= D n1� n2
(k)+ �� 1� 2

�D s

n1� n2
(k) ; (4.2b)

1;3:3D 12(k)= D n1� n2
(k)+ �� 1� 2

�D t

n1� n2
(k) ; (4.2c)

where

D n(k)=
1

k2 + G H (1)
n + G H (2)2�T
; (4.2d)

D s;t
n (k)=

1

k2 + G H (1)
n + G H (2)2�T + G Js;t2�T
;

(4.2e)

with

�D s;t
n (k)= D s;t

n (k)� D n(k) ; (4.2f)

and

Js =
1

2

�

J
(1;s)

+ + J
(1;s)

�

�

�
3

4

�

J
(2;t)

+ � J
(2;t)

�

�

; (4.2g)

Jt =
1

2

�

J
(1;t)

+ + J
(1;t)

�

�

+
1

4

�

J
(2;t)

+ � J
(2;t)

�

�

: (4.2h)

2. O ne-loop corrections

By expanding the action to O (q4)and calculating all

diagram s with the topologicalstructure shown in Fig.

1,we obtain the one-loop corrections�G ,�H(1),etc. to

FIG . 1. Structure of diagram s that renorm alize the

two-pointvertex.

thecouplingconstantsin theG aussian propagators,Eqs.

(4.2),orthe2-pointvertex,Eq.(4.1b).Theexplicitcal-

culation issim ilarto theoneforthecaseofan instanta-

neousinteraction,1 butsubstantially sim plerdue to the

absenceofcubic term sin the q-expansion.W e �nd

�G =
G 2

16
(K + + K � )I2 ; (4.3a)

�H
(1) =

� G H (1)

16
(K + + K � )I2 ; (4.3b)

�H
(2) =

� G

16

�

H
(2)(K + + K � )+

3

2

�

J
(1;t)

+ + J
(1;t)

�

+
1

2
J
(2;t)

+ �
1

2
J
(2;t)

�

� �

L+ + L� � 2J
(2;t)

+ + 2J
(2;t)

�

��

I2

�
3G

16

�

J
(2;t)

+ + J
(2;t)

� �
1

2
L+ +

1

2
L�

�

I1

+
G

32
(K + � K � )I1 ; (4.3c)

�Js =
� G

8

�
J
2

s + 3J2t
�
I2 +

3G

16

�

J
(2;t)

+ + J
(2;t)

�

�
1

2
L+ +

1

2
L�

�

I1 ; (4.3d)

�Jt =
� G

16

�

J
(1;t)

+ + J
(1;t)

� +
1

2
J
(2;t)

+ �
1

2
J
(2;t)

�

�

�

�

J
(1;s)

+ + J
(1;t)

+ + J
(1;s)

� + J
(1;t)

� � J
(2;t)

+ + J
(2;t)

�

�

I2

�
G

16

�

J
(2;t)

+ + J
(2;t)

� �
1

2
L+ +

1

2
L�

�

I1 ;

(4.3e)
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Herewehavede�ned linearcom binationsofcouplingcon-

stants,

K � = J
(1;s)

� + 3J
(1;t)

� = � � ; (4.4a)

L� = J
(1;s)

� � J
(1;t)

� ; (4.4b)

where the second equality in Eq.(4.4a) is due to Eqs.

(3.10).Thiswillbeim portantlater.W ehavealsode�ned

one-loop integrals

I1 = G

Z

dp D n(p)= � �G=G � ; (4.5a)

I2 = G

Z

dp 2�T
X

n

(D n(p))
2
= � �G =G H (1)

� : (4.5b)

Here � = d� 2,and �G = G Sd=(2�)
d with Sd the surface

areaofthe(d� 1)-sphere.In giving thesecond equalities

in Eqs.(4.5)wehavechosen to usedim ensionalregular-

ization,and in whatfollowswe willuse a �eld-theoretic

RG m ethod. Ata perturbative level,thisisa m atterof

choice,and wecould justaswellusethem om entum -shell

RG m ethod. In that case,the factors of� 1=� in Eqs.

(4.5) would be replaced by lnb,with b the RG length

rescaling factor. Forargum entsthat go beyond pertur-

bation theory,however,itisadvantageoustousethe�eld

theoryapproach,asisexplained in theAppendicesA and

B.

In addition to these renorm alizationsofthe two-point

propagatororvertex function,wewillalso need theone-

pointvertex �(1) to one-loop order.Thisisgiven by the

diagram shown in Fig.2,and a sim plecalculation yields

FIG . 2. Structure of diagram s that renorm alize the

one-pointvertex.

�(1) � h00Q
��

nn
(x)i� 1 = 1�

G

16
(K + + K � )I2 : (4.6)

Forlaterreference,wenoticethattheone-loop correc-

tionsto G ,H (1),and �(1) vanish in thelim it� ! 0,and

that

�Js+ 3�Jt = 0 ; (4.7)

ascan be seen by using Eqs.(3.10).Furtherm ore,a cal-

culation showsthat

�H
(1)+ �H

(2)+ �Js =
G

16
�I 1 ; (4.8)

which also vanishesas� ! 0.

B .R enorm alization

1. Renorm alization constants

W enow proceed to renorm alizethetheory,i.e.,weab-

sorbthesingularitiesinthe� ! 0lim itthatarepresentin

perturbation theory into renorm alization constants. W e

de�ne renorm alized coupling constantsg,h(1),etc.,by

�G = �
� �
Zgg ; H

(1) = Z
(1)

h
h
(1)

; H
(2) = Z

(2)

h
h
(2)

;

J
(1;s)

+ = Z+ j
(1;s)

+ ;J
(1;t)

+ = Z+ j
(1;t)

+ ;J
(2;t)

+ = Z+ j
(2;t)

+ ;

J
(1;s)

� = Z� j
(1;s)

� ; J
(1;t)

� = Z� j
(1;t)

� ;J
(2;t)

� = Z� j
(2;t)

� ;

(4.9)

where� isan arbitrary m om entum scale.Therenorm al-

ization statem entis9

�
(N )

R
(p;
n;g;h;j+ ;j� ;�)=

Z
(N =2)�(N )(p;
n;G ;H ;J+ ;J� ) : (4.10)

Here �
(N )

R
is the renorm alized N -pointvertex function,

Z is the �eld renorm alization constant,and H and J�
represent the various frequency and annealed disorder

coupling constants. The assertion that allvertex func-

tionscan be m ade �nite to allordersin the loop expan-

sion by the�verenorm alization constantsde�ned in Eq.

(4.2),plus the �eld renorm alization constant,is equiv-

alent to saying that the theory is renorm alizable with

these renorm alization constants. Aswe have m entioned

before,there isstrong evidence forthisstatem entto be

true,which is recapitulated in Appendix B,but it has

notbeen rigorously proven.

Assum ing that the theory is renorm alizable,the six

equations,Eqs.(4.3)and (4.6),su�ce to determ ine the

six renorm alization constants to one-loop order. W hile

it is possible to do so for arbitrary bare values ofthe

coupling constants,the results sim plify substantially if

one uses Eqs.(3.10). Using m inim alsubtraction,9 and

taking the lim it� ! 0,weobtain

Z = 1+ O (g2) ; (4.11a)

Zg = 1+ O (g2) ; (4.11b)

Z
(1)

h
= 1+ O (g2) ; (4.11c)

Z
(2)

h
= 1+

g

�
�(g;h;j+ ;j� )=h

(2)
; (4.11d)

Z+ = 1+
g

�

2�s(g;h;j+ ;j� )

j
(1;s)

+ + j
(1;s)

�

+ O (g2) ; (4.11e)

Z� = 1+
g

�

2�s(g;h;j+ ;j� )

j
(1;s)

+ + j
(1;s)

�

+ O (g2) : (4.11f)

Here� and�s;t arefunctionsoftherenorm alizedcoupling

constantsthatare given by �H (2) and �Js;t asfunctions

ofthe bareones,

7



�(G ;H ;J)= � � �H(2)(G ;H ;J)=G ; (4.12a)

�s;t(G ;H ;J)= � � �Js;t(G ;H ;J)=G : (4.12b)

An inspection showsthat,in the lim it� ! 0,

�(G ;H ;J)= � �s;t(G ;H ;J) : (4.12c)

Notice thatZ+ = Z� ,atleastto one-loop order. Since

thebarevaluesofthevariousJ� areidentical,thism eans

that the renorm alized values are also identical,and we

can drop the distinction between thej+ and thej� .W e

willthuswrite j
(1;s)

+ = j
(1;s)

� � j(1;s),etc. W e note that

this is a consequence ofthe relationsexpressed by Eqs.

(3.10),and would notnecessarilybetrueform oregeneral

m odels.

2. Flow equations and their solutions

W e now are in a position to determ ine the RG 
ow

equationsforthecoupling constants.De�ning ‘= � ln�

(or‘= lnbin an alternativem om entum -shellapproach),

and using Eq.(4.12c), we obtain from Eqs.(4.9) and

(4.11),

dg

d‘
= � �g+ O (g3) ; (4.13a)

dh(1)

d‘
= O (g2) ; (4.13b)

dh(2)

d‘
= � g�s(g;h;j)+ O (g2) ; (4.13c)

dj(1;t)

d‘
=
� g

3
�s(g;h;j)+ O (g2) : (4.13d)

The 
ow ofthe rem aining coupling constants j can be

obtained by relatingthem toj(1;t).Thisisaconsequence

oftherebeing only two renorm alization constantsforall

ofthe J.W e obtain

j
(1;s) = j

(1;t)
J
(1;s)

=J
(1;t) = � 3j(1;t) ; (4.13e)

j
(2;t) =

J(2;t)

J(1;t)
j
(1;t)

: (4.13f)

In order to determ ine the nature of these 
ows, we

calculate�s from Eqs.(4.3d)and (4.12b).W e �nd

�s(g;h;j)=
� 3

2

(j(1;t))2

h(1)

�

1�
j(2;t)h(1)

4(j(1;t))2

�

+ O (g) :

(4.14)

W e see that�s < 0,unlessJ(2;t) islargerthan (J(1;t))2

in suitable units(note thatthe J’sand H ’sallhavethe

dim ensionsofa density ofstates). This m akesphysical

sense:From Eqs.(3.7c)and (3.7d)weseethatA (1;t) and

A (2;t) are spin-triplet interactions with di�erent signs.

J(1;t) > 0 prom otes ferrom agnetism , and J(2;t) > 0

weakens that tendency. In two-dim ensions, for physi-

cally sensible values ofthe coupling constants,we thus

have�s < 0,and h(2) and j(1;t) both scaleto in�nity.In

d > 2,theRG 
ow equationscan besolved explicitly and

shown to describe a quantum phase transition by intro-

ducing,asin Ref.10,a scaling variable y = gj(1;t)=h(1)

thatobeys

dy

d‘
= � �y+ y

2
=2+ O (y3) : (4.15)

W eseethatEq.(4.15)allowsfora �xed pointvaluey� =

� + O (�2). Denoting the deviation from this�xed point

valueby �y,we�nd

�y(b)= �y(b= 1)b�+ O (�
2
)

; (4.16a)

and

h
(2)(b)= h

(2)(b= 1)b�+ O (�
2
)

; (4.16b)

j
(1;t)(b)= j

(1;t)(b= 1)b�+ O (�
2
)

; (4.16c)

h
(1)(b)= h

(1)(b= 1)b0+ O (�
2
)

; (4.16d)

g(b)= g(b= 1)b� �+ O (�
2
)

: (4.16e)

Thebehaviorofallobservablesofinterestcan bededuced

from the above
ows,seeSec.V A below.

V .D ISC U SSIO N

A .P hysicalinterpretation,and results

Foraphysicalinterpretationofourresultswe�rstneed

to relate physicalobservablesto the coupling constants

ofourtheory.Som eobservablescan beidenti�ed directly

in analogy to thecorrespondingidenti�cation in thecase

ofan instantaneous electron-electron interaction. From

thederivation oftheNL�M ,G isknown to berelated to

the bareconductivity � via14;1

� = 8=�G : (5.1a)

Thesingle-particleortunneling density ofstatesN atan

energy ! from theFerm ilevelisrelated to theone-point

vertex by13

N (�F + !)=
4

�

�

�(1)
�� 1

(i!n ! ! + i0) : (5.1b)

Equations(4.13a)and (4.11a)show that� and N arenot

renorm alized,atleastto one-loop order,

d�

d‘
= O (g2) ; (5.2a)

dN

d‘
= O (g2) : (5.2b)

The scaling behavior of the relevant operator �y, Eq.

(4.16a),determ inesthecorrelation length exponent.De-

noting thedim ensionlessdistancefrom thecriticalpoint
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by t,and the correlation length by �,one�ndsforsm all

t

� / jtj� � ; (5.3a)

with a correlation length exponent

� = 1=� + O (1) : (5.3b)

O therquantitiesofinterestarevarioussusceptibilities,

in particular the speci�c heat coe�cient 
 V = CV =T,

the spin susceptibility �s,and the density susceptibility

@n=@�. Theirrelationsto the coupling constantsin the

�eld theory are less obvious. W e therefore use scaling

argum ents,in conjunction with perturbation theory for

the free energy, to determ ined their respective cricital

behavior. W e startwith a hom ogeneity law forthe free

energy. From the G aussian propagators,Eqs.(4.2),we

see that that in principle there are three di�erent tim e

scalesin the theory,given by

�1 = �
d
gh

(1) � �
z1 ; (5.4a)

�2 = �
d
gh

(2) � �
z2 ; (5.4b)

�3 = �
d
gj

(1;t) � �
z3 ; (5.4c)

Here z1;2;3 arethe dynam icalexponentsrelated to these

tim e scales.To one-loop orderwehave

z1 = d� � + O (�2)= 2+ O (�2) ; (5.5a)

z2 = z3 = d� � + � + O (�2)= d+ O (�2) ; (5.5b)

leaving us with two tim es scales and dynam icalexpo-

nents. The free energy density f therefore has two dif-

ferentscaling parts,and we can write

f(t;T;:::)= b
� (d+ z1)f1(tb

1=�
;T b

z1;T b
z2;:::)

+ b� (d+ z2)f2(tb
1=�

;T b
z1;T b

z2;:::): (5.6)

Here f1 and f2 are scaling functions, and the ellipses

denote the dependence off on external�elds that are

notshown explicitly.

Thespeci�cheatcoe�cientisobtained by di�erenting

f twice with respect to T. The leading contribution is

obtained by di�erentiating f1 with respect to the tem -

perature scale that carries the dynam icalexponent z2.

Thisyields


V (t)� jtj� � ; (5.7a)

with a criticalexponent

� = �(2z2 � d� z1)= 1+ O (�) : (5.7b)

To ascertain thatthisleading contribution hasa nonzero

prefactor we check against perturbation theory for the

free energy,which is given in Appendix D. From Eqs.

(D1b,D1c) we see that there is indeed a contribution

from di�erentiating twice with respect to the tem pera-

ture in the propagators,which carries a dynam icalex-

ponentz2. The tem perature prefactorin the expression

f = � (T=V )lnZ for the free energy density has been

absorbed into the frequency integration m easure. The

frequency, however,scales like a wavenum ber squared,

and thereforecarriesan exponentz1.

A very sim ilarargum entappliesto the spin suscepti-

bility. A m agnetic �eld B couplesto the electronsvia a

Zeem an term (am ongstothercouplingm echanism s),and

hence can scalelikean energy ortem perature.The spin

susceptibility isobtained by di�erentiating f twice with

respectto B ,and once thereforeexpects�s to scale like

the speci�cheatcoe�cient,viz.

�s(t)� jtj� 
 ; (5.8a)

with a criticalexponent


 = � = 1+ O (�) : (5.8b)

Again, perturbation theory con�rm s that the leading

contribution obtained in this way is nonzero. This is

easily seen from Eqs.(D1b,D1c)by taking into account

thatB 6= 0 leadstoam ass�B B in twoofthespin-triplet

propagatorsthatcontributeto theG aussian approxim a-

tion forthefree energy.

Finally, we consider @n=@�. Although the chem ical

potential� is dim ensionally an energy,it di�ers funda-

m entally from either T or �B B ,since it represents the

m icroscopicenergyorinversetim escale.Assuch,itm ust

have an e�ective scale dim ension ofzero. Consequently,

we obtain from Eq.(5.6),by di�erentiating twice with

respectto �,

(@n=@�)(t)= const:+ O (t�(d+ z1)) : (5.9)

@n=@� thushasonly a weak nonanalytict-dependencein

addition to a leading noncriticalcontribution. Again,

this is consistent with perturbation theory: The only

�-dependence ofthe free energy,Eq.(D1b),is through

the various coupling constants in the propagators. All

ofthese m ultiply either a frequency or a tem perature.

Di�erentiation with respectto � thereforedoesnotpro-

ducea singularintegralunlessf itselfbecom essingular.

Powercounting showsthatthishappensonly fordim en-

sionsd � � 2,in agreem entwith Eq.(5.9).Thisfailureof

di�erentiation with respectto a �eld to producea singu-

larity isan illustration ofa m oregeneralargum entgiven

in Ref.6.

The physical interpretation of these results is now

clear.TheRG 
ow atone-loop orderisqualitatively the

sam e as for electrons interacting via an instantaneous

interaction, see the com parison between the two 
ows

given in Appendix C. In the latter case,the runaway


ow of the equivalent of j(1;t) (kt in Appendix C) at

one-loop orderin d = 2 suggestsa ferrom agneticground

state. In d = 2 + � there is a phase transition where

the hom ogeneousm agnetic susceptibility diverges. This

transition hasbeen identi�ed with a ferrom agneticphase

transition wherethem agneticsusceptibility divergeslike

�s � jtj� 
,asin Eq.(5.8a).10;20 The runaway 
ow thus
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sim ply re
ects the fact that t is RG relevant at a fer-

rom agnetic transition. The resultofthis interpretation

agreeswith a m ore direct,and m ore explicit,theory for

the ferrom agnetic transition.20 In the current case,the

theory describesan in�nite-range version ofthis transi-

tion,due to the interaction being in�nitely long-ranged

in tim e. These considerationsstrongly suggestthatthe

physicalresultswehavederived aboveto one-loop order

actually hold to allordersin theloop expansion,asthey

do in theinstantaneousinteraction case.10 In particular,

we expectthat@n=@� isnotrenorm alized to allorders,

in agreem entwith Ref.6. Italso followsthatthe phase

diagram forthe presentm odelisqualitatively sim ilarto

the one for the interacting case, with a ferrom agnetic

transition always preceding an M IT ford >� 2,while for

d = 3 a directtransition from a param agnetic m etalto

a param agneticinsulatorispossible.10;1 Thereare,how-

ever,di�erencesin the detailed propertiesofthe transi-

tion ascom pared to the one studied in Refs.20 and 10.

For instance,in the latter the speci�c heat has a m uch

weakersingularitythan thespin susceptibility,whilehere

they show thesam escaling behavior.In thisrespectthe

currentcaseisrem iniscientoftheBrinkm an-Ricetheory

ofthe Hubbard M IT.21

Although the transition in the present m odelis clas-

sical, in the sense that the order param eter is purely

static,itcouplesto quantum m echanicaldegreesoffree-

dom in the form ofthe di�usive electrons. An explicit

description ofthetransition could beobtained along the

lines ofRef.20. However,given the schem atic nature

ofour m odel,we willnot pursue this here. The sam e

conclusion,nam ely that the m odelunder consideration

describesa ferrom agnetictransition ofa classicalnature,

has recently been reached by Vojta and Narayanan by

m eansofvery di�erentargum ents.22 W estress,however,

that ourgoalhere has not been to describe a m agnetic

transition.Rather,itwasto resolvethecon
ictbetween

theresultsofRefs.4 and 6,and to check whetherornot

ourm odelofelectronswith both quenched and annealed

disorderdescribesan unusualM IT.Aswehaveseen,the

answerto the latterquestion isnegative.

B .C om parison w ith previous treatm ents

The crucialdi�erence between the treatm ent of the

annealed disorderm odelgiven aboveand theonein Ref.

4 is related to the occurrence ofthe coupling constant

H (2). In perturbation theory, i.e., in an expansion in

powersofq,the annealed disordergeneratesterm sthat

have the structure of the last term on the right-hand

side ofEq.(4.1b),exceptthatthey are notconstrained

to being diagonalin the replica index. There are two

possible interpretations ofsuch term s. (1) They could

representterm squadratic in Q thatare notdiagonalin

replica space. Thiswasthe interpretation given in Ref.

4.(2)They could presenta new term linearin Q ,which

was not present in the originalaction. The term with

coupling constantH (2) introduced in the presentpaper

serves that purpose. By m eans ofhigh-order perturba-

tion theory one could in principle distinguish between

thesetwo possibilities,butthiswould beextrem ely cum -

bersom e.Letusinstead argueon generalstructuraland

on physicalgroundsthatthesecond interpretation isthe

correctone.

First,wehaveargued in Sec.IIthattheannealed dis-

order,sinceitgetsaveraged overattheleveloftheparti-

tion function,should indeed beinterpreted asan e�ective

interaction between the electrons. Assuch,allinvolved

degreesoffreedom m ustoccurwith the sam e replica in-

dex,and the generation ofan interaction term (i.e.,one

quadratic in Q )forwhich thisisnotthe case m akesno

physicalsense. Term s quadratic in Q with m ore than

one replica index are characteristic for quenched disor-

der,and indeed the treatm ent ofthe annealed disorder

in Ref.4 was m odeled after that ofquenched m agnetic

disorder.Aswehaveargued above,thisisphysically not

plausible.

Second,the appearance ofa term with the structure

ofA
(2)



,Eq.(3.4),isplausible on physicalgrounds.The

term with coupling constant H (1) in the NL�M repre-

sentsa frequency coupling with a m icroscopictim escale,

on the orderofan inverse Ferm ienergy (in unitswhere

�h = 1).An interaction thatisshort-ranged in tim e does

not add a new tim e scale to the problem . It therefore

renorm alizesH (1),butdoesnotgenerateanew frequency

coupling. An interaction that is long-ranged in tim e,

on the otherhand,doesintroduce a new tim e scale and

hence a new frequency coupling. In the generalcase of

a frequency dependent interaction with a continuum of

tim escalesonewould expecta frequency dependentcou-

pling constant H whose scaling properties would have

to be studied by m eansofa functionalRG .In oursim -

ple m odelwhere the annealed disorder is static,which

m eansthattheresulting e�ectiveinteraction hasan in�-

niterangein tim e,oneadditionalfrequency couplingsuf-

�ces,which isH (2). The in�nite tim e scale corresponds

to avanishing frequency scale,in accord with thediscon-

tinuousfrequency dependencesgn
 in Eq.(3.4).In this

context,we note thatthe H (2) term does notrepresent

an inelasticlifetim e.Rather,itisa truem assin thetwo-

point propagators that is produced by the long-ranged

in tim e interaction. This is analogousto the m ass cor-

responding to the plasm on pole that is produced by an

interaction thatislong-ranged in space.

Third, the structure of the renorm alization schem e

used in Ref.4 did notre
ecttheconstraintsdiscussed in

Appendix B.Thisisonly ofm inorconcern ifoneneglects

thecouplingconstantJ(2;t) and usesonerenorm alization

constanteach forJs and Jt,aswasdonein Ref.4.Itbe-

com es crucial,however,in the presence ofJ(2;t),which

forces the issue ofhow m any renorm alization constants

areneeded.

Finally, the treatm ent of Ref. 4 led to results that

10



werenotconsistentwith independent,very general,con-

siderations. In particular,its prediction that @n=@� is

singularly renorm alized,and criticalat a M IT,contra-

dicted one ofthe results ofRef.6. This point requires

som e explanation. The criticalbehavior predicted im -

pliesa nonanalytic dependence on the RG length scale,

and hence a nonanalytic dependence on the wavenum -

ber jqjin perturbation theory. In two-dim ensions,this

takes the form of a lnjqjterm in perturbation theory

that is caused by the di�usive electron dynam ics. In

d > 2,these sam e integrals overdi�usion poles lead to

a jqjd� 2 dependence.8 The predicted criticalbehaviorof

@n=@� at the M IT,and the m echanism that causes it,

thereforeim pliesa nonanalyticwavenum berdependence

ofthis susceptibility in the m etallic phase. However,it

wasshown on generalgroundsin Ref.6 that@n=@� isan

analytic function ofthe wavenum berfora large classof

m odels,which includestheoneunderconsideration here.

Thisdiscrepancy prom pted thecurrentinvestigation,see

the discussion in Sec.Iabove.

C .C onclusion,and O utlook

In conclusion, we have found that the treatm ent in

Ref.4oftheelectron problem in thepresenceofannealed

disorder,in addition to quenched one,was not correct.

The perturbation theory was correct,but the assum p-

tions m ade about the RG structure ofthe theory were

not. This was the reason for the discrepancy between

theexplicitresultsfound in Ref.4and later,m oregeneral

considerations.6 The currentprocedure,which considers

theannealed disorderasan e�ectiveelectron-electron in-

teraction that is long-ranged in tim e,is physically and

technically m ore convincing. It yields results that are

consistent with allofthe available inform ation,and in

particular with Ref.6. Physically,the m odelofstatic,

annealed m agnetic disorderrepresenting a type oflocal

m om entsthusturnsoutto be lessinteresting than Ref.

4 had given reason to believe. Instead ofdescribing an

unusualM IT,them odeldescribesa variantoftheferro-

m agnetic transition ofitinerantelectronsthathas been

studied before. It is im portant to note that the sam e

m odelwith quenched instead ofannealed m agnetic dis-

orderiswellknown to contain a M IT in d = 2+ �.23 This

servesto underscorethe fundam entalphysicaldi�erence

between quenched and annealed disorder that we have

stressed severaltim esin thispaper.

W e �nally m ention a possible consequence ofourob-

servation,discussed in Sec.V B,thatan electron-electron

interaction with m orethan onetim escaleproducesm ore

than onefrequency coupling in theNL�M ,which in turn

require additional renorm alization constants. (In the

presentcase,therewasoneadditionaltim escale,in�nity,

one additionalcoupling,H (2),and oneadditionalrenor-

m alization constant.) At a M IT,the coupling constant

that was denoted above by H (1) acquires a power-law

frequency dependence. Thisisequivalentto saying that

therearein�nitely m any tim escalesin theproblem ,and

thisraisesdoubtsaboutthevalidity ofrenorm alizingthe

action with justonerenorm alization constantforthefre-

quency coupling.Itisthereforepossiblethata com plete

description ofthe dynam icsneara M IT would requirea

functionalRG .A com plete understanding ofthis prob-

lem would also require a solution ofthe renorm alizabil-

ity problem for m odels ofinteracting electrons that is

explained in Appendix B.

A C K N O W LED G M EN T S

This work was initiated at the Aspen Center for

Physics,and itisa pleasure to thank the Centerforits

hospitality. This work was supported by the NSF un-

der grant Nos. DM R-98-70597,DM R-99-75259,DM R-

01-32555,and DM R-01-32726.

A P P EN D IX A :M O M EN T U M -SH ELL V ER SU S

FIELD -T H EO R ET IC R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N

In this appendix we m otivate our choice of a �eld-

theoreticform ulation ofthe renorm alization procedure.

Thereexisttwobasicform ulationsoftheRG ,the�eld-

theoreticonethatoriginatedin high-energyphysics,9 and

W ilson’sm om entum -shellm ethod,17 which wasinvented

for the study ofcriticalpoints. After W ilson’s break-

through,itwasshown thatthe�eld-theoreticm ethod can

also be applied to criticalphenom ena.9 The relation be-

tween thesetwoform ulationsoftheRG iscom plicated,24

but for our purposes we can restrict ourselves to a few

basicfeatures.

In the W ilsonian m ethod onerenorm alizestheHam il-

tonian oraction itself,generatingnew interactionsasone

goes along,and checking allnewly generated term s for

theirscaledim ensions,and hencefortheirbeing RG rel-

evant, irrelevant, or m arginal. Irrelevant ones can be

dropped,whilerelevantorm arginalonesm ustbeadded

tothem odeland included in arepetition oftherenorm al-

ization process.In the�eld theoreticm ethod,onerenor-

m alizesspeci�cpropagatorsorvertex functions,and one

needstoknow from theoutsethow m anyrenorm alization

constantsare needed in orderto m ake allofthe vertex

functions�nite to allorders.

For m any m odels (e.g. for �4-theory)there is only a

sm allnum ber ofrelevant or m arginalterm s. In these

cases, the m om entum -shell m ethod is often preferred

sinceitisphysically m oreintuitive,and sinceitprovides

an explicit check for the generation ofadditionalterm s

thatm ustbekept.However,theNL�M doesnotbelong

to this class,as it has an in�nite num ber ofm arginal

term s in d = 2: In an expansion ofEq.(3.1)in powers

ofq,allterm s are m arginal. It is a prioriunclear how

thein�nitely m any coupling constantsm ultiplying these
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term s renorm alize,although their bare values allcoin-

cide. The �eld-theoretic RG m ethod proves that these

couplingconstantsallrenorm alizethesam eway.25;9 This

�xesthestructureoftherenorm alized theory,and itthen

su�ces to consider a sm allnum ber ofvertex functions

in orderto determ inetherenorm alized theory explicitly.

In the m om entum -shellm ethod,on the otherhand,one

needstoexplicitlyconsideralargenum berofvertexfunc-

tionsorpropagators(in principle in�nitely m any in the

caseofthe NL�M )in orderto do the sam e.

The sam e considerations apply to the term s in addi-

tion to theNL�M .Equations(3.7)add six coupling con-

stantsto the m odel.W ithin a m om entum -shellRG ,one

would haveto considerq4-verticesin orderto determ ine

how theyrenorm alize.The�eld-theoreticm ethod,on the

otherhand,allowsusto arguethatalloftheJ splitinto

twopiecesthatpairwiserenorm alizein thesam eway,see

Sec.IIIC and Appendix B. Asa result,we need to ex-

plicitly renorm alize q2-vertices only. This is the reason

why in this paper we choose the �eld-theoretic m ethod

overthe m om entum -shellone.

A P P EN D IX B :IN VA R IA N T D EC O M P O SIT IO N

O F A N N EA LED D ISO R D ER T ER M S

In this appendix we recallthe answer to the follow-

ing question: Consider the NL�M ,Eq.(3.1),which is

known to be renorm alizablein two-dim ensionswith two

renorm alization constants.25;9. Now add to this action

sym m etry breaking operators. How doesthis a�ectthe

renorm alizability,and how m any additionalrenorm aliza-

tion constantsareneeded?

For the case ofoperatorsthat give som e com ponents

ofthe basic �eld,Q (x)in ourcase,a m ass(m assive in-

sertions),this question has been studied in detail.26 If

the NL�M isinvariantundertransform ationsthatform

asym m etry group G,then theoperatorsin question m ust

be expanded in a basis ofirreducible representationsof

G.Alloperatorsthatbelong to thesam eirreduciblerep-

resentation renorm alize the sam e way,i.e.,for each ir-

reducible representation one additionalrenorm alization

constantisneeded.

In our case, it is m ost convenient to write the spin

degrees offreedom explicitly,and considerthe com plex

num bers Q
��

nm ;ij as the m atrix elem ents of Q . The

NL�M action is then invariant under unitary transfor-

m ations. W e are interested in sym m etry breaking oper-

ators that are quadratic in Q . This case was �rst con-

sidered by Pruisken.18 There are two irreducible repre-

sentationsthatcorrespond to sym m etrized and antisym -

m etrized productsofthe Q .Any operator

O =

Z

dx
X

1234

v12;34 Q 12(x)Q 34(x) ; (B1a)

should thusbe written as

O = O + + O � ; (B1b)

with

O � =
1

2

Z

dx
X

12;34

v12;34 [Q 12(x)Q 34(x)

� Q 32(x)Q 14(x)] : (B1c)

Here1� (n1;�1;i1),etc.O + and O � requireonerenor-

m alization constanteach,so two additionalrenorm aliza-

tion constantsareneeded to renorm alizetheNL�M with

arbitrary m assiveinsertionsoforderQ 2.

A com plication lies in the fact that in the present

m odel,the coupling constants H (1) and H (2) m ultiply

frequency dependentterm s,and the frequency getsinte-

grated over in perturbation theory. As a result,ratios

ofthe J and H appearin perturbation theory,and the

proofgiven in Refs.26 does not apply. This is true a

fortioriin the case ofan instantaneouselectron-electron

interaction,where the additionaloperatorsare noteven

m assiveinsertions.Nevertheless,whilenoactualproofof

renorm alizabilityexistsin thiscase,Ref.19haspresented

substantialevidence from perturbation theory that the

m odelis stillrenorm alizable with two additionalrenor-

m alization constantsforthe interaction. The sam e con-

clusion isexpected to hold in theannealed disordercase.

A P P EN D IX C :C O M PA R ISO N W IT H T H E C A SE

O F A N IN STA N TA N EO U S IN T ER A C T IO N

In thisappendixwecom parethe
ow equationsderived

in Sec.IV B with those forthe case ofan instantaneous

electron-electron interaction.

In the instantaneous interaction case one has spin-

singlet and spin-triplet interactions am plitudes K s and

K t,thatare analogousto J
(1;s) and J(1;t),respectively.

The analog ofJ(2;t) does not exist. Instead ofthe two

frequency couplingsH (1) and H (2) thereisonly onecou-

pling constant H ,which is proportionalto the speci�c

heatcoe�cient.@n=@� and � sareproportionaltoH + K s

and H + K t,respectively.
1

In theabsenceofm agneticim purities,am agnetic�eld,

or spin-orbit scattering,K t 
ows towards large values,

and aftersom etransientbehaviortheone-loop 
ow equa-

tionstakethe form

dg

d‘
= � �g+ O (g3) ; (C1a)

dh

d‘
=
3

8
gkt+ O (g2) ; (C1b)

dks

d‘
=
� 3

8
gkt+ O (g2) ; (C1c)

dkt

d‘
=
1

2
gk

2

t=h : (C1d)

A com parison with Eqs.(4.13) shows that the two be-

haviors are very sim ilar, except that in the instanta-

neous interaction case kt 
ows to in�nity m uch faster
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than � ks. In particular, the conductivity and @n=@�

are not renorm alized in either case (and neither is the

density ofstates),while the m agnetic susceptibility and

the speci�c heatcoe�cientboth diverge,albeitthe lat-

teronly logarithm ically in the instantaneousinteraction

case.10 Strictly atone-loop order,the physicalinterpre-

tation oftheRG 
ow waslongconsidered notobvious,as

hasbeen stressed in theliteraturem any tim es.However,

theanalysisgiven in Ref.10,com bined with thedetailed

discussion oftheferrom agnetictransition in Ref.20,has

shown thattheproperinterpretation isin term sofa fer-

rom agnetictransition in d = 2+ �,ashasbeen discussed

in Sec.V A.

A P P EN D IX D :P ER T U R B A T IO N T H EO R Y FO R

T H E FR EE EN ER G Y

Herewe calculatethe freeenergy in perturbation the-

ory.Thisservesasa check on ourscaling argum entsfor

variousobservablesin Sec.V A.

To zeroth order in a loop expansion,the free energy

density f is given by the saddle-point action. This

yieldsfree-electron valuesforalltherm odynam icquanti-

ties.The �rstcorrection,�f,isobtained by integrating

overthe �eldsq in G aussian approxim ation. From Eqs.

(4.1)we �nd

�f = �f s+ 3�f t : (D1a)

Here

�f s;t =
iG

H (1)
Js;t

Z 1

0

d� (H (2)+ �Js;t)

�
1

V

X

k

Z 1

0

d! n(!=T)D s;t(k;!;T) ; (D1b)

with (cf.Eq.(4.2e))

D s;t(k;!;T)=
1

k2 � iG H (1)! + G (H (2)+ �Js;t)2�T
:

(D1c)

The function

n(x)=
1

2
coth(

x

2
)�

1

x
; (D1d)

serves as a convenient m eans for transform ing the sum

overM atsubarafrequenciesintoareal-frequencyintegral,

and we have used the fam iliar \charging form ula" trick

ofintegrating overthe interaction constantsin orderto

im proveconvergence.
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