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The problem of noninteracting electrons in the presence of annealed m agnetic disorder, in addition
to nonm agnetic quenched disorder, is considered. It is shown that the proper physical interpretation
of thism odel is one of electrons Interacting via a potential that is long—ranged In tin e, and that its
technical analysis by m eans of renom alization group technigues m ust also be done in analogy to
the Interacting problem . As a resul, and contrary to previous clain s, the m odel does not sin ply

describe am etal-insulatortransition ind= 2+ (

1) din ensions. R ather, it describes a transition

to a ferrom agnetic state that, as a function of the disorder, precedes the m etal-insulator transition
closetod= 2. In d = 3, a transition from a param agnetic m etal to a param agnetic insulator is

possible.
PACS numbers: 7510Lp; 7130+ h; 64.60Ak

I. NTRODUCTION

Localm agneticm om ents are known to play an in por—
tant role in the behavior ofdisordered electronic system s,
but the pregise nature of that role rem ains incom pletely
understood ¥ 0 neway to think about such Iocalm om ents
is that, in a disordered environm ent, the exchange inter—
action between the electronsm ay be locally enhanced to
the point where the electron soins orderm agnetically in
a nite region In qaaoe.z T he resulting m agnetized re-
gions are often referred to as localm om ents, or droplts,
or rare regions. Since they are selfgenerated by the elec—
tron system , they are in thermm odynam icequilbbriim w ih
the other electronic degrees of freedom . Tt is therefore in—
tuiively plausible that such localm om ents can be m od—
eled as annealed m agnetic disorder, In addition to the
underlying quenched disorder that produces them . In
Ref.:fl an explicit derivation hasbeen given that corrob—
orates this argum ent. There is experim ental evidence
for such localm om ents to In uence the transport prop—
erties of the electron system in In portant ways, and in
particular they are suspected to In uence the criticalbe-
havior near the m etalinsulator transition M IT ) that is
observed In disordered electron system s? How ever, the—
oretically understanding the coupling between localm o—
m ents and transport properties has proven to be very
hard. Studying and understanding the annealed disorder
m odelm entioned above is expected to shed light on this
In portant problem .

Re@renoe:_l! provided such an analysis, and conclided
that the annealed disorder lkads to a new and very
Interesting type of M IT. The most exciting fature
was that the transition was driven by the vanishing of
the themm odynam ic density susceptibility @n=@ , and
thus resem bled a M ott transition m ore than an Ander—

1!
son transition ® This was even m ore surprising as the
C oulom b interaction betw een the electrons, w hich iswhat
usually causes a M ott transition, had not been explicitly
taken Into account in the m odel.

Subsequently, Ref.-'_é developed a general classi cation
ofquantum phase transitionsw ith respect to, (1) whether
one can describe the transition by m eans ofa local order
param eter, and (2) whether the order param eter suscep—
tbility In the disordered phase is an analytic fiinction
of the wavenum ber. T he second criterion has an in por—
tant bearing on which observables can becom e criticalat
aMIT:Crticality n d > 2 (d = 2 is the lower critical
din ension for allknown M IT s of disordered interacting
electrons) in plies a logarithm ic degpendence on the renor-
m alization group RG ) length rescaling factor, and hence
on the wavenumber, In perturbation theory in d = 2.
Thisin tum inpliesa (weaker) nonanalyticwavenum ber
dependence in d > 2 away from criticality ¥ A Yhough
the considerations in Ref.@ do not provide a m athem at—
ically rigorous proof, they strongly suggest that @n=@
cannot be criticalat a M IT for a large class of m odels,
which includes the m odel studied in Ref. 4.

In the current paper w e provide a thorough re-analysis
of the m odel derived and m otivated In Ref. EJ:, and re—
sole this contradiction. W e show that the RG analysis
ofthe m odel perform ed in Ref.:éf had an incorrect struc—
ture and led to unreliable results. A proper analysis of
the m odel's renom alizability, and the resulting RG ow
equations, show that @n=Q@ is not singularly renom al-
ized and hence not critical, in agreem ent w ith Ref.:_é. n
addition, it reveals that w ithin a controlled -expansion
aboutd = 2, them odeldoesnot sin ply describe am etal-
nsulator transition. R ather, it displays a variant of the
phase transition sequence that is known to occur n a
related m odelw ith both quenched disorder and electron—


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202490v2

electron interactions (but no anneald disorder) 2% T hat
is, as the disorder increases, there is st a transition
to a ferrom agnetic m etallic state, and then, w ith fiirther
Increasing disorder, a transition to a ferrom agnetic in—
sulator state. For d = 3 a transition directly from a
param agnetic m etal to a param agnetic insulator is pos—
sble.

T his paper is organized as llows. In the next sec—
tion, we give Intuitive physical argum ents that explain
ourm odeland our procedure to analyze i, and we sum —
m arize our resuks. In Sec. :_fgt we form ally de ne the
m odel and write it In a way that facilitates a renom al-
ization group analysis. Sec:;‘L\-{: perfom sthe renom aliza-
tion to oneloop order, and Sec. :y: analyzes the resuls.
Som e technical issues regarding the m odel’s renomm aliza—
tion properties are relegated to A ppendicesA and B, the

ow equations for the interacting and annealed disorder
m odels are com pared in A ppendix C, and a perturbative
analysis of the free energy is given in Appendix D .

II.PHYSICAL ARGUMENTS

Since som e of our detailed argum ents are quite techni-
cal, we start by giving som e intuitive physical argum ents
to explain both our general strategy and our results.

A .A nnealed disorder as a m odel for localm om ents

W e start by recalling the argum,ent for why annealed
disorder models local moments? Any eld theoreti
cal treatm ent of a statistical m echanics problem starts
w ith a fijnctional integral representation of the partition
fiunction 23

(2.1a)

The form of the action S de nes the m odel under con—
sideration, and the m athem atical nature of the eld
depends on whether the system is classical or quantum
m echanical, consists of fearm ions or bosons, and w hether
the m odel is a m icroscopic one in tem s of fundam ental
elds, orofan e ective nature. T he usualprocedure is to
dentify a saddle point of S that approxim ately contains
the physics one is interested in, to expand about this
saddle point, and to em ploy perturbation theory and the
renom alization group. In a system w ith quenched disor-
der there w ill be, apart from hom ogeneous saddlepoint
solutions, solutions where the eld , or some com po—
nents of it, are nonzero only in certain regions in space.
Such inhom ogeneous saddle points have been proposed
as a description, of rare regions In classical m agnets by
D otsenko et gle This concept was generalized to quan—
tum m agnets and to the e ective eld theories used tg
describe M IT s in quenched disordered electron system s
In a large system there will be m any rare regions that

Interact only very weakly, and thus exponentially m any
aln ost degenerate saddle points, since the orientation of
the eld on the rare regions is arbirary. These saddle
points are expected to be separated by large energy bar-
riers, and thus to not be perturbatively accessble from
one another. W ihin perturbation theory, and denoting
the n—th saddlepoint eld con gurationby @’ and the
uctuations by ’ , one can therefore w rite the partition
function
X (n)
z D[le St *7J

n

(2 1b)

In the them odynam ic lim i, the discrete set of saddle
points becom es a saddlepoint m anifold that needs to be
Integrated over. The saddlepoint eld con gurations
thus becom e degrees of freedom that are govemed by
som e probability distribution P [ ], are Integrated over
at the level of the partition fiinction, and coupl to the

eld ’ by m eans of som e coupling S, that is determ ined
by the action S,

Z Z
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They therefore act lke annealed disorder. Note that
In giving Eq. (:_2-;1-_&) we in plicitly assum e that the (@n-
nealed) disorder adjusts and com es to equilbrium w ih
the uctuations’ . Ifthe disorderwere xed on the tine
scale of the ’ — uctuations, then i would be quenched
disorder. In the latter case, for the average over saddle—
points to be m eaningfl, nZ rather than Z should be
averaged over the - elds.%3

In our case we are Interested in rare regions that carry
am agneticm om ent. A coording to the argum ents recalled
above, they can bem odeled by annealed m agnetic disor—
der in addition to the quenched disorder that allow s for
the inhom ogeneous saddlepoint solutions. In the sin -
plest possible m odel the annealed disorder has a G aus—
sian distrdbution, and is static. The latter m eans that
the coupling constant, or the annealed m agnetic disorder
strength, w ill be proportional to the tem perature® This
is jast the Boltzm ann weight assigned to these classical
degrees of freedom that are in equilbrium w ith the elec—
trons. W e em phasize that this m odel, and its derivation
In Ref. :ﬁf, isuna ected by our considerations conceming
its analysis and interpretation, which di er from the one
given in that reference.

B .A nnealed disorder as an e ective interaction

The physical e ects of annealed disorder are fiinda-—
m entally, di erent from those of quenched, or frozen-in,
disorder? The fomm er gets integrated over at the kevel
of the partition function, cf. Eqg. @-_i_é), the latter, at
the level of the free energy. Consequently, Integrating
out annealed disorder generates a physical e ective in—
teraction between the degrees of freedom that couple to



it, the electron soin density in our case, which can be
understood as resulting from an exchange of annealed
disorder uctuations between the electrons. The e ects
of quenched disorder, on the other hand, arem ore subtle
and fundam entally di erent from those of interactions.

It is therefore plausbl that a system of noninteract-
Ing electrons In the presence of both quenched and an—
nealed disorder will behave In m any respects like one
w ith quenched disorder only and an additional electron—
electron interaction. A s the only di erence one would
expect that, ifthe annealed disorder ism odeled as static,
the resulting e ective Interaction willbe In niely long—
ranged In tin e, a feature that one would not expect to
have qualitative e ects. This e'>'<pectatjon is n contra—
dition with the results of Ref. 4, which found behavior
that was drastically di erent from that of electrons in—
teracting via an instantaneous interaction. In particular,
this reference predicted a M IT of M ott type, where the
them odynam ic susceptibility @n=@ vanishes. Thisisin
contradiction to both explicit calculations for quenched
disordered, interacting electron sysl:em, s, which nd that
@n=@ is not sihgularly renom alized} -*] and very gen—
eral considerations in Ref.@'.

T he analysis that w illbe presented below rem oves this
contradiction, and illustrates the technical issues behind
the above Intuitive physical considerations. W e w ill show
that the technical treatm ent of the annealed disorder in
analogy to that of quenched disorder in Ref.:ff was not
only in disagreem ent w ith the above physical argum ents,
but led to an unnatural structure of the theory. This
In tum led to lnoorrect assum ptions about the behavior
under renom alization, and ultin ately to physically in—
correct results. A treatm ent of the annealed disorder In
analogy to an Interaction, on the other hand, does not
run into these problem s and yields results that are In
agreem ent w ith all known constraints.

III.THE MODEL AND ITS
RENORMALIZABILITY

In this section we consider the sam e e ective eld the-
ory as in Ref.4.

A .E ective eld theory

O ur starting pomt,,as In Ref. -4 is W egner’s nonlinear
sigm a-m odel NL M )4 Hrnoninteracting electronsw ith
nonm agnetic quenched disorder. T he action reads

Z Z

A -l xtrro P28 @ dxtr[ o )I:
NL M °G i X Q :
31)

Here Q (x) isamatrix eld that com prisestwo ferm ionic
degrees of freedom . A cocordingly, Q carriestwo ferm ionic

M atsubara frequency indices n and m , and two replica
Indices and to dealw ih the quenched disorder. The
m atrix elem entsQ ,, are spin-quatemion valued to allow

for particle-hole and soin degrees of freedom . Tt is con—
venient to expand them nabasis , s; (i= 0;1;33)
where o = 59 isthe 2 2 uni matrx, and- 1,33 =

i1, with 5 thePaulim atrices/t

X X

S51;3:3 =

(32a)

For sinplicity, we will ignore the particleparticle or
Cooper channel, which am ounfs fo dropping ; and
from the spin-quatemion basis1¥ The Q.. arethen ek
ementsofC Q,wih C andQ the oomp]ex number eld

and the quatemion eld, respectively. The lQ obey
the follow ing sym m etry properties (for r= 0; 3),..
0. = ()0, (32b)
i _ r+1 1 . s e
0., = ()Tt d=1;33) 320)

A tematively, we can write the soin indices explicitly,
and consider m atrix elements Q. ;5 that are com plex
num ber valued. Q is sub gct to the constraints

0%&) 1 ;

trQ ) O (32d)

These oonstraints are conveniently inplemented by
param etrizing Q In tem s of m atrices g whose m atrix
elem ents, g, , are restricted to frequency labelsn > O,
m < 0. In tem s of the g, Q can be written in block
m atrix form

p

1 g 1 p_ 4
d 1 gig+1

Here the block m atrices, clockw ise from the upper kft,
correspond to frequency labelsn;m > 0;n > 0, m < 0;
n;m < 0;jandn< 0,m > 0, respectize_];_/.
nm . nm n (o So) I Eq. @;]-:)]Saﬁ:equency

matrix with , = 2 Tn a bosonicM atsubara frequency
and T the tem perature. G is a m easure of the disorder
that is proportional to the bare resistivity, and the fre—
quency coupling H 1) is proportionalto the bare density
of states at the Fem i level. tr denotes a trace over all
discrete degrees of freedom that are not shown exp/i

The properties of this m odel are well known £ “4’1513'&
T he bare action describbes di usive electrons, with D =
1=GH ®) the di usion coe cient. Under renom aliza—
tion, D decreasesw ith increasing disorderuntila M IT is
reached at a critical disorder value. T he critical behav—
jor is known in an -expansion about the lower critical
dinension d = 2. In the absence of the Cooper chan—
nel, the M IT appears only_at two-loop order at a criti-
caldisorder strength of O (). H®, which determ ies
the soeci ¢ heat coe cient, the spin susceptbility, and
@n=Q@ , isuncritical, which m akesthisM IT an A nderson
transition.

Q= (B 2e)



Now we add m agnetic annealed disorder to the m odel.
Them otivation for this is the fact that annealed disorder
m odels certain types of localm om ents, see Secs. :'I and I}
above. A technical derivation of this has been given in
Ref -4 and the m ain idea has been recapiulated in Sec.
-]:[A. Annealed disorder in plies that the Q ,]n the resul-
Ing tem s all carry the sam e replica Jndex,-- otherw ise,
the functional form of the resulting addiional tem in
the action can be taken from Ref. :_1-5, which considered
quenched m agnetic disorder. From that reference, we
have

Z
X
A(l) — 2TJ(1) dx

ann

(33a)

T he coupling constant J) is a m easure of the strength
of the m agnetic disorder. The tem perature prefactor in
Eqg. @35{) is a consequence of the static nature of the
Jocalm om ents considered w Ji:th thism odel, as has been
explained in Ref. 4 and Sec. -I,F above. E quation 3.3a) is
the only annealed m agnetic disorder temm if uctuations
ofthematrix eld Q on all length scales are taken into
acoount In calculating the partition function. However,
theNL M isan e ective theory for long-wavelength uc—
tuations, and it is therefore convenient to pro gct the an—
nealed disorderterm onto this regim e aswell. Tt hasbeen
discussed in detail in Ref. 16 that this can be achieved
by m eans of a phase space decom position and a relabel-
ing of momenta. Applid to Eq. {3.3a), this procedure
generates another contrbution to the action,

Z
A(Z) - 2TJ(2) dx

ann

X3
kr(s s;)0 &)T

=1

(33b)

T he coupling constant J @) is in general independent of
J® . alY and A %) enter the action additively w ith
the understanding that only long-wavelength uctuations
are Integrated over in calculating the partition function.
N ote that In the case of quenched m agnetic disorder, a
com plete phase space decom position leadsto a tem anal-
ogous to Eq. B.30), but i is zero in the replica lim it
because the replica sum is then part of the trace.

A swew ill see, under renom alization the annealed dis—
order tem s generate another contribution to the action
that takes the fom

(3.4)

so we add this right away. For a discussion on why this
‘Eeyn m ust be present on physical grounds, see Section
V.

A=Ay, u+AH +2%8 +2%

ann ann

(35)

is the com plete action for our m odel, and the partition
function is obtained as the functional integral
Z

Zz= DR] R* 11&&9! (3.6)

B .A nnealed disorder as a long-ranged interaction

A=Ay u t A‘g,)n de nes the m odel studied In Ref.
:fi. A;f])n was neglected in that reference, but this tem
w il not be of crucial in portance In what llow s. Tem s
that appear under renom alization and indicate the ap-
pearance of A ? were Interpreted di erent]y In Ref. -4
and we w ill discuss this point in Sec. 'V B- below . A re—
lated point is that we have w ritten Aann In a om that
isdi erent from the one .n Ref. ﬂ: T he latter representa—
tion wasm odeled after the way one would treat quenched
disorder, and it added and subtracted a term where all
replica Indices ofthe Q arenotthe same. Aswewillsee,
this form ulation, which is a m atter of taste at this point,
is rather unnatural at the stage of a RG analysis, and
this led to the incorrect RG treatm ent of the m odel in
Ref.:ﬁf. W e therefore w rite the annealed disorder term In
a form that is strictly diagonal in the replica index. This
replica structure is comm on to both the annealed disor-
der tem , and any electron-electron interaction tem , and
one would therefore expect the renom alization proper-
ties of the current m odel and one of iInteracting electrons
to have comm on features. To underscore this point, we
rew rite the annealed disorder part of the action by split—
ting i into spin-singlet and spin-triplet contributions,

Aann AGL+RZL AR +afD+afD
(3.7a)
w ith
1; T 4% % X
AlR = TJ('S) ()"
nm r=0;3
trl(r S0)Qupm KItr(r S0)Qp, ®) 5
(3.7b)
) T g% X X X3
Al = TJ(’U ()"
nm r=0;3 i=1
tri(r s1)Q,, K)Itrl(r s1)Q,, &) 7
3.7¢)
- T 2.tx X X X3
AL = —= gt (r
nm r=0;3 i=1
trl(r s1)Q,, K)Itr(r s1)Qp, ®)]

(3.7d)



where we have used Eqgs. {.25;{ g-_3;2q')Here

Jet = g7@= (3.7¢)

and

g e = 243 W=

394 = 3.0
T his relation between the bare values of J 4% and J ¢
ijlbe J'mportant later. Notice that J@® < 0, whike
Jtt > 0,J3@% > 0,

C om paring these expression to the correspoding ones
for an electron-electron jnteractjonﬂq one sees that they
have the sam e structure except for the frequency sector.
T ransform ing from M atsubara frequency space into tim e
space reveals that the annealed disorder corresponds to
an interaction that isin nitely longranged in tin e. This
is physically plausible, as has been explained in Sec.|TIBi.

C .Renormm alizability considerations

For reasons explained In A ppendjpes 5: and l_g:, wewill
choose a, -ed-theoretic RG m ethod? over a m om entum —
chellRG Yl Bebrewe start analyzing ourm odelby m eans
of this m ethod, we need to ask whether the m odel is
renom alizable, and how m any renom alization constants
are required. M uch is known about the renom alization
properties of the NL M, Eq. {3.1), with additional in—
stantaneous interaction tem s. ThepureNL M isknown
to be renom alizable w ith tw o renom alization constants,
one for the coupling constant G and one eld renom al-
ization constant? T he frequency coupling H ®) tumsout
to not carry a renom alization constant of s own. In
the presence of an instantaneous interaction, the proof
of renom alizability forthe NI M breaksdown, and the
renom alizability of the m odel has never been proven.
However, there is m uch evidence that the m odel is still
renom alizable, w ith tw o additional renom alization con—
stants for the interaction, and with H *) acquiring a
renom alization constant of its own. The two renom al-
ization constants for the Interaction tem s correspond to
sym m etric and antisym m,etyric com binations of term s bi-
linear ;n Q, respectively24Ld The sam e argum ents ap-
ply to the present model, and are given in Appendix

B‘ From Egs. {1_31, we conclude that we need to write
L5s) Ls) Ls) (¢95)

Aann = A + A , and analogously spolit A o, and
Aanlljx:)r"qji——h
Z
X X X h
A= 213" 4 30 &)
nm r=0;3 .
1X . *
0, K+ = 10 KO &)
r<nm 2 nn r=<mm ’
i
7 3.8a)
1;s) 1;s) X x X ho
A= 2TJ dx Qnm &)

nm r=0;3

X i

1 : .
90 10 &) S iQun ®):Qpn &)
(3.8b)
(178) _ (1;78) g X X S i
A, - 2 TJ, dx rQnm )
nm | r=0;3 i=1
1X 37 ] . i
Qun &)+ 2 .., ®
(3.8¢)
(178) _ (1;%) g X X S i
A= 271g dx 0., ®
nm | r=0;3 i=1
11X *
.. & = o..&0, &
3.8d
2;%) (27t) . X X S i
A =2 T3, dx Q. ®)
nm r=0;3 i=1
X 1
am &)+ > Qom )2Q . &)
(3.8e)
@25 _ (27t) . X X x e i
A =2 TJ dx Qnn &)
nm r=0;3 i=1
X 1
Onm ®) = Qo ®)IO . &)
(3.89)

T writing Egs. {_5_.-3) we have m ade use of Egs. §-_3-;2-.al)

3

G_B__d The symbol is a shorthand for 3
p i
?z 1 .The 3" are coupling constants whose bare
valuies are equal,
gt = gt® o ge (3.9a)

but In generalthey renom alize di erently. Sin ilarly,

(1;t)

g = gt - gan (3.9b)

7 (3.9¢c)

2;t
g ee

- glm _ gen
In the bare theory, but under renom alization these
equalities do not In general rem ain valid. A 1l of the J,
require only one renom alization constant, which we will
denote by Z,; , and the J require another one, Z . In
addition, a renom alization constant orH @ is needed.

In addition to the relations given by Egs. {_§_.-92), there is
the relation between J %) and J ™ given by Eq. B.79.
Tt will tum out that these constraints leads to a degen-—
eracy in the RG ow. This is most easily handlkd by
relaxing the condition, Eq. @ 94) Thstead of Egs. {3 E{
and {3.7D we therefore w rite



Jae _ s ; (3.10a)
gt = gam (3.10b)
Jem - gen ; (3.10¢)

and

Jis) 4 3300 — g (310d)

Choosing 6 0 w ill rem ove the degeneracy In the RG
ow. In the end, we will consider the Iimit ! O to
obtain the behavior of our originalm odel.

IvV.RENORMALIZATION TO ONE-LOOP
ORDER

A .Perturbation theory
1. G aussian propagators

W e now perform a one-dloop RG analysis of the m odel
de ned in Sec.i]]:i. To thisend, we exp_an the action in
powersofthem atrix gde nedby Eq. (:_3;29') . To G aussian
orderwe nd

41X X X

A= G VvV i%z ©) P i a r12)irqu( )i
p 12 4ir
4 .1a)
w ith
(2)(]{; n)=k2=G+H(l)n+H(2)2T
+ 12 TG [:i_OJs+ a iO)Jt] (4.10)

the bare two-point vertex. The G aussian gpropagators
are obtained by inverting this quadratic form . W e nd

i ' . G ;
g, )i, ©)i= x; p 13 24 rs 53 D12 k)
(4 2a)
Here h:::d denotes a G aussian average, and 1 (1; 1),

etc., are Indices that com prise both the M atsubara fre—
quency index and the replica label. T he propagators D
read

D12k)=Dn, n, &)+ ., DI ., &) ; (42b)
Y¥ED k)= Day nak)+ L, D5 oo, &) (420
w here

= ! ; 42

Pnl)= oy G @ L+GH®@2 T (@2d)

. 1
Dy k)= ;

k?2+GH® ,+GH @2 T+GJs:2 T
4 2e)

w ih

D k)=D k) Dnk) ; @21
and
.= % g 4 g 2 gem  gen ; @2g)
Jt=% gim 4 gtm +:—; g#® g@® . 4 2n)

2. O ne—loop corrections

By expanding the action to O () and calculating all
diagram s w ith the topological structure shown in Fig.
1, we obtain the oneoop corrections G, H",etc. to

FIG. 1. Structure of diagram s that renom alize the
tw o-point vertex.

the coupling constants in the G aussian propagators, Egs.

% 2), or the 2-point vertex, Eq. ¥ 14). The explicit cal-
culation is sim ilar to the one for the case ofan instanta-
neous interaction? but substantially sin pler due to the
absence of cubic term s in the gexpansion. W e nd

G2
Gzl_6 Ky +K ()L, ; (4 3a)
o GH 1)
H™ = B Ky +K )L, ; (4 3b)
G . .
H® = - H @R, +K )+= gH4 gt
1 . . . R
+3 N g% Lo+ L 2099+ 2099 g,
3G . . 1 1
i AU A SO S
16 2
G
B K, K )L ; (4 3c)
G 3G , .
L= — J2+332 L+ — g¥4gltm
16
1 1
5 L, + 5 L L (4 3d)
G am am . L _ewn 1 _emn
= — g e gH Py g ZJg
& 16 * 2 F 2
J+(1;S) + J+(1;t) + J(1;s) + J(l;t) J+(2;t) + J(2;t) I
G @ er 1 1
- g%+ g L.+ L 0L, ;
16 ° 27" T2 o
4 3e)



Herewehavede ned linear com binationsofcoupling con—
stants,

(1;s) (178) _

+ 30 ;

1;t
J( ) ;

K =J 4 4a)

L, = J(1;5>

(4 4b)
where the second equality in Eq. @:4}{) is due to Egs.
©6.1d). Thisw illbe in portant later. W e have also de ned
one-loop Integrals

z

L=G dpDnfp)= G=G ; (4 5a)
Z X

L=G dp2T ©Onp)’'= G=cH® (4 5b)
n

Here =d 2,andG = GSgq=@2 ) wih Sq the surface

area ofthe (d 1)-sphere. In giving the second equalities
in Egs. (:4_1;5';) we have chosen to use dim ensional regular-
ization, and in what followswe willuse a eld-theoretic
RG method. At a perturbative level, this is a m atter of
choice, and we could just aswelluse them om entum -shell
RG method. In that case, the factors of 1=
{48) would be replaced by Ib, with b the RG kngth
rescaling factor. For argum ents that go beyond pertur—
bation theory, how ever, i is advantageousto usethe eld
theory approach, as isexplained in theAppendjces:_A-: and
1

B.-

In addition to these renom alizations of the two-point
propagator or vertex function, we w ill also need the one-
point vertex 1) to one-oop order. T his is given by the
diagram shown in Fig. :_2:, and a sim ple calculation yields

FIG. 2. Structure of diagram s that renom alize the
one-point vertex.

G
— K++K ) DI

e 4 .6)

Yomo,, kit =1
For later reference, w e notice that the one-loop correc—
tionstoG,H ¥, and ® vanish nthelmi ! 0,and
that

E+3 =0 ; 4.7)

as can be seen by usihg Egs. @_:d) . Furthem ore, a cal-
culation show s that

G
BP+ %+ 1= — 1, ; (4.8)

which also vanishesas ! 0.

in Egs.

B . R enom alization
1. Renom alization constants

W e now proceed to renom alize the theory, ie., we ab—
sorb the singularitiesin the ! 0 lm it thatarepresentin
perturbation theory into renom alization constants. W e
de ne renom alized coupling constants g, h *, etc., by

G = Zsg ; H @ _ Z}il)h(l) s H@ = Z}fZ)h(Z) ;
J+(1;s) =z, j.:l;S) ; J+(1;t) =7, j.:l;t) ;J+(2;t) =7, j-:Z;t) ;
J(1;s) =7 - (Ls) ; J(l;t) =z j(1;t) ;J(Z;t) =z j(2;t) ;

4.9)

where isan arbirary m om entum scale. The renom al-
ization statem ent i

QN)(p; nigihidij i )=

7 M2 ). 2G;H ;T ;T ) (4.10)

Here QN ) is the renom alized N “point vertex function,
Z is the eld renom alization constant, and H and J
represent the various frequency and annealed disorder
coupling constants. The assertion that all vertex func-
tions can be m ade nite to all orders in the loop expan—
sion by the ve renom alization constantsde ned in Eq.
Cflg), plus the eld renom alization constant, is equiv—
alent to saying that the theory is renom alizable with
these renom alization constants. A s we have m entioned
before, there is strong evidence for this statem ent to be
true, which is recapitulated in Appendix B!, but i has
not been rigorously proven.

A ssum ing that_the theory is renomm alizable, the six
equations, Egs. ¥.3) and ¥.4), su ce to detem ine the
six renomm alization constants to one-loop order. W hile
i is possbl to do so for arbitrary bare values of the
coupling constants, the results sim plify substantiglly if
one uses Egs. 3.1(). Using m inin al subtraction® and

takingthe limit ! 0, weobtain
Z=1+06@") ; (411a)
Zg=1+0@") ; (411b)
zM=1+0% ; @ 11c)
@ _ 9 hes s @,
Z,”"=1+ = (Qh;3;J )=h ; (4.114d)
2 ;g i
7, =14 3220033 ) o2y L 4a1e
. (1;s) . (1;s)
SN
2 hid ;]
7 =14 32633 o 2 4119
. (1;s) . (1;s)
BN

Here and g arefunctionsofthe renom alized coupling
constants that are given by H® and & as functions
of the bare ones,



GiH;J) = 2 GH;I)=G ; (4 12a)
st G7H ;J) = d;x G;H ;J)=G (4.12b)

An inspection showsthat, n thelmit ! O,
G;H;J) = st GH ;) (4.12c)

Notice that Z, = Z , at least to one-loop order. Since
thebare values ofthe variousJ are identical, thism eans
that the renom alized values are also identical, and we
can drop the distinction between the 3+ andthe j .We
will thus write 47 = %% 509 otc. W e note that
this is a consequence of the relations expressed by Egs.
@;1:(1) , and would not necessarily be true form ore general
m odels.

2. Flow equations and their solutions

W e now are In a position to detem ine the RG  ow
equations for the coupling constants. De ning ‘= I
(or '= Inbin an altemative m om entum —she]lapproadq),
and using Eq. C4.120:), we obtain from Egs. {49 and

@in,

d

d—gf= g+0@) ; 4 13a)
gh®

T =0 o) ; (4 13b)
gh @

Tl g s@h;i)+0E@®) ; (4 13c)
G

== c@mi o) @134)

The ow of the rem alning coupling constants j can be
obtahed by relating them to % . This is a consequence
of there being only two renom alization constants for all
ofthe J. W e obtain

j(l;S) — j(l;t) J(l;S):J 10 — 3 j(l;t) ; (4 13e)
(27t) J @ (1;t)
o= Jan0 o 4139

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

caloulate , from Egs. 4.3d) and @.12h).We nd

3 (j(l;t))Z j(2;t)h(1)
s@ih; ) = o TR W + 0 @)
4.14)
We seethat < 0,unless J%"Y is Jarger than (J%)2

n suiable umts (note that the J’s and H ’s allhave the
din ensions of a denSJi:y of states). Thism akes physmal
sense: From Egs. (3 7¢ and @ 7c1 we seethatA ¢ and
A @M are spin-triplkt Interactions with di erent signs.
J®Y > 0 promotes ferrom agnetism, and J%® > 0
weakens that tendency. In two-dim ensions, for physi-
cally sensible values of the coupling constants, we thus

have < 0,and h® and §% both scale to n nity. In
d> 2,theRG ow equationscan be solved explicitly and
shown to describe a quantum phase transition by Jl’ltIO—
ducing, as in Ref. :LO a scaling variable y = gj®i®=h¢
that obeys

dy

= =2 3
— y+ ¥=2+0 )

(4.15)

W e seethatEqg. @;13) allow s fora xed pointvaliey =
+ 0 (?). Denoting the deviation from this xed point
valieby vy,we nd

yb) = yb=1)b 0 ; (4 16a)
and
h® @) =h?® p=1)b +0 (%) ; (4 16b)
j(l;t) ©) = j(l;t) = 1)b *© (%) @4 160c)
h(l) b) = h(1)®= 1)b0+0(2) ; (4 16d)
gb) = gb=1)b *° " 4 16e)

T hebehaviorofallobservables qf_ Interest can be deduced
from the above ows, see Sec. i_/_A_: below .

V .DISCUSSION
A .Physical interpretation, and results

Fora physicalinterpretation ofourresultswe rstneed
to relate physical ocbservables to the coupling constants
ofourtheory. Som e observables can be identi ed directly
n analogy to the corresponding identi cation in the case
of an instantaneous electron-electron interaction. From
the derivation ofthe NL M, G isknown to be related to
the bare conductivity — vidt4®

(5.1a)

T he singleparticle or tunneling density of statesN at an
energy ! from the Fem ilevel is related to the onepoint
vertex by3

4 1

(1)

N (gt !)= @, ! !+ 10) (6 db)

E quations @-_.l-_3-§i) and @-;1-_1-§{) show that
renom alized, at least to one-loop order,

and N arenot

d
w=o@); (52a)
dN
w=o@) (52b)

The sca]Jng behavior of the relevant operator vy, Eq.

64 .l6a) determ ines the correlation length exponent. D e-
noting the din ensionless distance from the criticalpoint



by t, and the correlation length by , one nds for anall

t
/¥ (53a)
w ith a correlation length exponent
=1= +0 (@) (5.3b)

O ther quantities of interest are various susceptibilities,
In particular the speci ¢ heat coe cient = Cy =T,
the spin susceptbility s, and the density susceptibility
@n=Q@ . Their relations to the coupling constants in the
eld theory are less obvious. W e therefore use scaling
argum ents, In conjinction w ith perturbation theory for
the free energy, to determ ined their respective cricital
behavior. W e start wih a hom ogeneity law for the free
energy. From the G aussian propagators, Egs. @2), we
see that that In principle there are three di erent tin e
scales In the theory, given by

1) z1

1= “gh ; (5 4a)
2= %gn® = (5 4b)
3= g3t = (5.40)

Here z; ;3 are the dynam ical exponents related to these
tin e scales. To one-loop order we have

d +0(*)=2+0(% ;
+0¢)=d+0 (% ;

(5.5a)
(5.5b)

Z1

z, = z3=d +

lraving us wih two tin es scales and dynam ical expo—
nents. The free energy density £ therefore has two dif-
ferent scaling parts, and we can w rite

F@T;::9)=Db &) £ b~ ;T ;T B%;::9)

+b 9= £, €' ;T ;TE? ;) 1 (5.6)
Here f; and f, are scaling functions, and the ellipses
denote the dependence of £ on extermal elds that are
not shown explicitly.
T he speci cheat coe cient is obtained by di erenting

f twice with respect to T. The leading contrbution is
obtained by di erentiating £; wih respect to the tem -
perature scale that carries the dynam ical exponent z,.
This yields

v © I3 i (5.7a)
w ith a critical exponent
= @2z d z)=1+0() (5.7b)

To ascertain that this leading contribution has a nonzero
prefactor we check against perturbation theory for the
free energy, which is given in Appendix D|. From Egs.
© 10D 1q) we see that there is indeed a contrbution
from di erentiating tw ice w ith respect to the tem pera-
ture In the propagators, which carries a dynam ical ex—
ponent z,. T he tem perature prefactor in the expression

f = T=V)InZ for the free energy density has been
absorbed into the frequency integration m easure. The
frequency, however, scales lke a wavenum ber squared,
and therefore carries an exponent z; .

A very sin ilar argum ent applies to the soin suscepti-
bility. A m agnetic eld B couples to the electrons via a
Zeem an term  (am ongst other coupling m echanisn s), and
hence can scale like an energy or tem perature. T he soin
susceptibility is obtained by di erentiating £ tw ice w ith
respect to B, and once therefore expects ¢ to scale lke
the speci ¢ heat coe cient, viz.

s@© 3 7 (5.8a)

w ith a critical exponent

= =1+0¢() (5.8b)
Agaln, perturbation theory con m s that the lading
contrbution obtained in this way is nonzero. This is
thatB 6 0 ladstoam ass -B-B- in two ofthe spin-triplet
propagators that contribute to the G aussian approxin a—
tion for the free eneryy.

Finally, we consider @n=@ . A tfhough the chem ical
potential  is din ensionally an energy, i di ers finda-
mentally from either T or B, since it represents the
m icroscopic energy or Inverse tin e scale. A ssuch, tmust
have an e ective scale din ension of zero. C onsequently,
we obtain from Eq. {_5;61), by di erentiating tw ice w ih
respect to ,

@n=@ ) () = const:+ O ¢ “4* =) 5.9)
@n=Q@ thushasonly a weak nonanalytic t-dependence In
addition to a leading noncritical contribution. Again,
this is consistent w ith perturbation theory: The only
~dependence of the free energy, Eq. { 1k), is through
the various coupling constants in the propagators. A Il
of these multiply either a frequency or a tem perature.
D i erentiation w ith respect to  therefore does not pro—
duce a sihgular Integralunless £ itself becom es singular.
P ow er counting show s that this happens only ©or din en-
sionsd 2,in agreementwith Eq. 6.9). This failire of
di erentiation w ith respect to a eld to produce a singu-—
larity is an illustration of a m ore generalargum ent given
in Ref. 4.

The physical interpretation of these resuls is now
clear. TheRG ow at oneloop order is qualitatively the
sam e as for electrons interacting via an instantaneous
Interaction, see the com parison between the two ows
given In Appendix I_S-: In the latter case, the runaway

ow of the equivakent of % (. in Appendix () at
one-loop order In d= 2 suggests a ferrom agnetic ground
state. hd= 2+ there is a phase transition where
the hom ogeneous m agnetic susceptibility diverges. T his
transition hasbeen identi ed w ith a ferrom agnetic phase
transition w here the m agnetic susceptibility diverges lke

s ¥ ,ash Eq. 638a) 1ded The nunaway ow thus



sin ply re ects the fact that t is RG relevant at a fer-
rom agnetic transition. The result of this interpretation
agrees w ith a m ore direct, and m ore explicit, theory for
the ferrom agnetic transition 29 11 the current case, the
theory describes an in nite-range version of this transi-
tion, due to the interaction being in nitely long-ranged
In tim e. These considerations strongly suggest that the
physical results we have derived above to one-loop order
actually hold to allorders In the loop expansion, as they
do in the instantaneous interaction casel% In particular,
we expect that @n=@ is not renom alized to all orders,
In agreem ent w ith Ref.-'fi. Tt also ollow s that the phase
diagram for the present m odel is qualitatively sin ilar to
the one Por the interacting case, with a ferrom agnetic
transition always preceding an M IT ord > 2, whik for

= 3 a direct transition from a paxam agnetic m etal to
a param agnetic insulator is possible 2§ :" T here are, how —
ever, di erences in the detailed properties of the t:cans:.—
tion as com pared to the one studied in Refs. :20 and .10
For instance, In the latter the speci c heat has a much
w eaker singularity than the spin susceptibility, whilke here
they show the sam e scaling behavior. In this respect the
current case is rem Injscient ofthe B rinkm an-R ice theory
of the Hubbard M 1T 24

A Yhough the transition in the present m odel is clas—
sical, in the sense that the order param eter is purely
static, it couples to quantum m echanical degrees of free—
dom in the form of the di usive electrons. An explicit
description of the transition could be obtained along the
lines of Ref. 20 However, given the schem atic nature
of our m odel, we will not pursue this here. The same
conclusion, nam ely that the m odel under consideration
describes a ferrom agnetic transition ofa classicalnature,
has recently been reached by Vo}a and N arayanan by
m eans of very di erent argum entsfAW e stress, how ever,
that our goal here has not been to describbe a m agnetic
transition. R ather, it was to resolve the con ict between
the results of R efs.:_4 and :_6, and to check whether or not
ourm odelofelectronsw ith both quenched and annealed
disorder describes an unusualM IT .A swe have seen, the
answer to the latter question is negative.

B .Com parison w ith previous treatm ents

The crucial di erence between the treatm ent of the
annealed disorderm odel given above and the one in Ref.
:ff is related to the occurrence of the coupling constant
H @ . Tn perturbation theory, ie. In an expansion in
powers of g, the annealed disorder generates term s that
have the s&gcture of the last tetm on the right-hand
side of Eg. ¢.] .lb except that they are not constrained
to being diagonal in the replica ndex. There are two
possbl interpretations of such tem s. (1) They could
represent tem s quadratic In Q that are not diagonal in
replica space. This was the interpretation given In Ref.
:ff. (2) They could present a new term linear n Q , which
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was not present In the original action. The tem w ith
coupling constant H @) introduced in the present paper
serves that purpose. By m eans of high-order perturba—
tion theory one could in principle distinguish between
these tw o possibilities, but this would be extrem ely cum —
bersom e. Let us instead argue on general structural and
on physicalgrounds that the second interpretation is the
correct one.

F irst, we have argued In Sec. :!-:F that the annealed dis—
order, since it gets averaged over at the levelofthe parti-
tion function, should indeed be interpreted asan e ective
interaction between the electrons. A s such, all nvolved
degrees of freedom m ust occur w ith the sam e replica in—
dex, and the generation of an interaction tem (ie., one
quadratic In Q) for which this is not the case m akes no
physical sense. Tem s quadratic n Q with m ore than
one replica index are characteristic for quenched disor-
der, and indeed the treatm ent of the annealed disorder
In Ref. -4 was m odeled after that of quenched m agnetic
disorder. A swe have argued above, this is physically not
plausble.

Second, the appearance of a tem w ith the structure
ofa @, Eq. @;4), is plausible on physical grounds. T he
term wih coupling constant H ©) in the NL. M repre—
sents a frequency coupling w ith a m icroscopic tin e scale,
on the order of an inverse Fem ienergy (in units where
h = 1). An Interaction that is short-ranged in tin e does
not add a new tine scale to the problem . It therefore
renom alizesH ®,but doesnot generate a new frequency
coupling. An interaction that is long-ranged in tine,
on the other hand, does introduce a new tim e scale and
hence a new frequency coupling. In the general case of
a frequency dependent Interaction wih a continuum of
tin e scales one would expect a frequency dependent cou—
pling constant H whose scaling properties would have
to be studied by m eans of a functional RG . In our sin —
Pl m odel where the annealed disorder is static, which
m eans that the resulting e ective interaction hasan in —
nite range In tin e, one additional frequency coupling suf-

ces, which isH @ . The in nite tin e scale corresponds
to a vanishing frequency scale, in accord w ith the discon—
tinuous frequency dependence sgn  in Eq. $4). In this
context, we note that the H @) term does not represent
an inelastic lifetim e. R ather, it isa truem ass in the two—
point propagators that is produced by the long-ranged
In tin e interaction. This is analogous to the m ass cor—
resoonding to the plasn on pole that is produced by an
Interaction that is long—ranged In space.

Third, the structure of the renomm alization schem e
used in Reg.:_éi did not re ect the constraints discussed in
A ppendix 3_3: . Thisisonly ofm inor concem ifone neglects
the coupling constant J /¥ and uses one renom alization
constant each for Js and Ji, aswas done in Ref.:ff . tbe-
com es crucial, however, in the presence of J %%, which
forces the issue of how m any renom alization constants
are needed.

Finally, the treatm ent of Ref. :fl ¥d to results that



w ere not consistent w ith independent, very general, con—
siderations. In particular, its prediction that @n=@ is
singularly renom alized, and critical at a M IT , contra—
dicted one of the results of Ref. :_d T his point requires
som e explanation. The critical behavior predicted in —
plies a nonanalytic dependence on the RG length scale,
and hence a nonanalytic dependence on the wavenum —
ber 7 inh perturbation theory. In two-din ensions, this
takes the form of a In \§jtem in perturbation theory
that is caused by the di usive electron dynam ics. In
d > 2, these sam e Integrals over di usion poles kead to
a gF 2 dependence? The predicted critical behavior of
@n=@ at the M IT, and the m echanisn that causes i,
therefore In plies a nonanalytic wavenum ber dependence
of this susceptbility In the m etallic phase. However, it
was shown on generalgrounds in R ef.'gi that @n=@ isan
analytic function of the wavenum ber for a large class of
m odels, w hich includes the one under consideration here.
T his discrepancy prom pted the current investigation, see
the discussion in Sec. T above.

C .Conclusion, and O utlook

In conclusion, we have found that the treatm ent in
Ref. -4 ofthe electron problem In the presence ofannealed
disorder, in addition to quenched one, was not correct.
T he perturbation theory was correct, but the assum p—
tions m ade about the RG structure of the theory were
not. This was the reason for the discrepancy between
the explicit resu]ts found In Ref. -4 and later, m ore general
oons:deratjons;. T he current prooedure, which considers
the annealed disorder as an e ective electron-electron in—
teraction that is lJong-ranged in tim e, is physically and
technically m ore convincing. It yields results that are
consistent w ith all of the available inform ation, and in
particular w ith Ref. :_6 P hysically, the m odel of static,
annealed m agnetic disorder representing a type of local
m om ents thus tums out to be less Interesting than Ref.
:ff had given reason to believe. Instead of describbing an
unusualM IT , the m odeldescribes a variant of the ferro—
m agnetic transition of itinerant electrons that has been
studied before. It is im portant to note that the same
m odel w ith quenched instead of annealed m agngtic dis-
order iswellknown to contain aM IT ind= 2+ 23 This
serves to underscore the findam ental physicaldi erence
between quenched and annealed disorder that we have
stressed severaltin es in this paper.

W e nally mention a pOSSJb]e consequence of our ob—
servation, discussed in Sec. \/ B- that an electron-electron
Interaction w ith m ore than one tim e scale producesm ore
than one frequency coupling in the NL M ,which in tum
require additional renomm alization constants. (In the
present case, there wasone additionaltim e scale, in niy,
one additional coupling, H @), and one additional renor—
m alization constant.) At a M IT, the coupling constant
that was denoted above by H ! acquires a pow eraw
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frequency dependence. T his is equivalent to saying that
there are In nitely m any tin e scales in the problem , and
this raises doubts about the validity of renom alizing the
action w ith just one renom alization constant for the fre—
quency coupling. It is therefore possible that a com plete
description of the dynam icsneara M IT would require a
functional RG . A com plete understanding of this prob—
lem would also require a solution of the renom alizabil-
iy problem for models of interacting electrons that is
explained in Appendix B).
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APPENDIX A:MOMENTUM -SHELL VERSU S
FIELD THEORETIC RENORMALIZATION

In this appendix we m otivate our choice of a eld-
theoretic form ulation of the renom alization procedure.

T here exist tw o basic form ulations ofthe RG , the,, eld—
theoretic one that originated in high=energy physicsg? and
W ilson’sm om entum —shellm ethodE'f w hich was invented
for the study of critical points. A ffter W ilson’s break-
through, t wasshown thatthe eld-thepreticm ethod can
also be applied to critical phenom ena¥® T he relation be-
tween these two fom ulations ofthe RG is com plicated 24
but for our purposes we can restrict oursslves to a few
basic features.

In the W ilsonian m ethod one renom alizes the Ham i~
tonian oraction itself, generating new interactionsasone
goes along, and checking all new Iy generated temm s for
their scale din ensions, and hence for theirbeing RG rel-
evant, irrelevant, or m argihal. Irrelevant ones can be
dropped, while relevant orm arginal ones m ust be added
to them odeland inclided in a repetition ofthe renom al-
ization process. In the eld theoreticm ethod, one renor-
m alizes speci ¢ propagators or vertex functions, and one
needsto know from the outset how m any renomm alization
constants are needed in order to m ake all of the vertex
functions nite to all orders.

Formany models (g. for “-theory) there is only a
an all num ber of relevant or m arginal term s. In these
cases, the m om entum —shell m ethod is offen preferred
since it is physically m ore ntuitive, and since it provides
an explicit check for the generation of additional term s
that must be kept. However, the NL M does not belong
to this class, as i has an in nite number of m arginal
tem s in d = 2: In an expansion ofEq. C_3;]1') In powers
of g, all tem s are m arginal. Tt is a priori unclear how
the n nitely m any coupling constants m ultiplying these



term s renom alize, although their bare values all coin—
cide. The eld-theoretic RG m ethod proves that-these
coupling constants all renomm alize the sam ew ay.@% This

xes the structure ofthe renom alized theory, and it then
su ces to consider a an all num ber of vertex functions
In order to determ ine the renom alized theory explicithy.
In the m om entum -shell m ethod, on the other hand, one
needs to explicitly consider a large num ber ofvertex func—
tions or propagators (in principle in nitely m any in the
case ofthe NL M ) In order to do the sam e.

The sam e considerations apply to the tem s In addi-
tion to theNL M .Equations {3.7) add six coupling con—
stants to them odel. W ithin a m om entum shellRG , one
would have to consider ¢ -vertices in order to detem ine
how they renom alize. The eld-theoreticm ethod, on the
other hand, allow sus to argue that allofthe J split into
tw o pieces that pairw ise renom alize in the sam eway, see
Sec. :JZ-E[-_C-: and A ppendix 3_3-: A s a result, we need to ex-—
plicitly renom alize of <ertices only. This is the reason
why in this paper we choose the eld-theoretic m ethod
over the m om entum -shell one.

APPENDIX B:INVARIANT DECOM POSITION
OF ANNEALED DISORDER TERM S

In this appendix we recall the answer to the ollow —
ing question: Consider the NL M, Eq. I_é_.-],), which is
known to be renom alizabje jn two-din ensions w ith two
renom alization constants23®. Now add to this action
symm etry breaking operators. How does this a ect the
renom alizability, and how m any addiional renom aliza—
tion constants are needed?

For the case of operators that give som e com ponents
ofthe basic eld, Q x) In our case, a m ass (m assive-in—
sertions), this question has been studied in detail®® If
the NL M is Invariant under transform ations that form
a symm etry group G, then the operators in question m ust
be expanded in a basis of irreducible representations of
G . A ll operators that belong to the sam e irreducible rep—
resentation renom alize the sam e way, ie. Por each ir-
reducible representation one additional renom alization
constant is needed.

In our case, i is m ost convenient to write the spin
degrees of freedom explicitly, and consider the com plex
numbers Q . ;5 as the matrix elements of 9. The
NL M action is then invarant 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 P ruisken 14 There are two irreducible repre—
sentations that correspond to sym m etrized and antisym —
m etrized products of the Q . Any operator

Z x

dx
1234

B1la)

Vi2;34 Q12 ®) Q34 X) ;

should thus be w ritten as

12

0O=0,;+0 ; B1b)
w ith
1? X
o = > dx Vi2;34 R12 &) Q34 X)
12;34
Q32 X)Q14 x)] B1lc)
Here 1 M1; 1;4),etc. 04y and O require one renor-

m alization constant each, so tw o additional renom aliza—
tion constants are needed to renom alizetheNL M wih
arbitrary m assive insertions of order Q 2.

A oomplication lies in the fact that in the present
m odel, the coupling constants H @ and H @ mulply
frequency dependent temm s, and the frequency gets inte—
grated over In perturbation theory. As a resul, ratios
ofthe J and H appear In perturbation theory, and the
proof given in Refs. z-g does not apply. This is true a
fortiori In the case of an instantaneous electron-electron
Interaction, where the addiional operators are not even
m assive insertions. N evertheless, w hile no actualproofof
renom alizability exists in thiscase, R ef.gg‘ haspresented
substantial evidence from perturbation theory that the
m odel is still renomm alizable w ith two additional renor-
m alization constants for the Interaction. T he sam e con—
clusion is expected to hold In the annealed disorder case.

APPENDIX C:COMPARISON W ITH THE CASE
OF AN INSTANTANEOUS INTERACTION

In thisappendix we com parethe ow equationsderived
in Sec.,lV B w ith those for the case of an instantaneous
electron-electron interaction.

In the instantaneous interaction case one has spin-
sihglet and spin-triplet interactions am plitudes K ¢ and
K ¢, that are analogous to J % and J %%, respectively.
The analog of J %® does not exist. Tstead of the two
frequency couplingsH *) and H @ there is only one cou—
pling constant H , which is proportional to the speci ¢
heatcoe cient. @n=@ ang, sareproportionaltoH +K
and H + K ., respectively ¥

In the absence ofm agnetic in purities, am agnetic eld,
or soin-orbit scattering, K+ ows towards large values,
and after som e transient behaviorthe one-loop ow equa—
tions take the form

d

d—?= g+0@) ; C1la)
dh 3

— = —-qgkt+ O ; C1lb
a g« @) C1b)
dkg 3

d‘=?gkt+0<cf) ; C1lo)
dke oL ogeoy C1d)
a 2gkt

A com parison with Egs. @;1:3) show s that the two be-
haviors are very sin ilar, except that in the instanta—
neous Interaction case k¢ ows to in nity much faster



than kg. In particular, the conductivity and @n=@
are not renom alized in either case (and neither is the
density of states), while the m agnetic susogptibility and
the speci ¢ heat coe cient both diverge, abeit the lat-
ter only logarithm ically in the instantaneous interaction
case L9 Strictly at one-loop order, the physical interpre-
tation oftheRG ow was long considered not cbvious, as
hasbeen stressed in the literaturem any tim es. H ow ever,
the analysis given in Ref.l(, com bined w ith the detailed
discussion of the ferrom agnetic transition in Ref. 2(_5, has
show n that the proper interpretation is in term s ofa fer-
rom agnetic transition n d= 2+ , ashasbeen discussed
In Sec.V Al

APPENDIX D:PERTURBATION THEORY FOR
THE FREE ENERGY

Here we calculate the free energy In perturbation the—
ory. This serves as a check on our scaling argum ents for
various observables in Sec. ¥ Ai.

To zeroth order in a loop expansion, the free energy
density £ is given by the saddlepoint action. This
yields freeelectron values for all them odynam ic quanti-
ties. The rst correction, £, is obtained by integrating
over the elds g in G aussian approxin ation. From Egs.

Cfl-j,') we nd

f= f s+3f¢ : © 1a)
Here
Z
foe= ﬁJs;t 0 d (H(Z)+ )
1x %
- d! n(!=T)D% k;!;T) ; ©1Ib)
\ 0
k
with (cf. Eq. (424))
1
D k;!;T)=
k ) k2 GHD!I+GH @+ J)2 T
© 1c)
T he function
1 X 1
nx)= - coth(z) — ; 0 1d)
2 2 X

serves as a convenient m eans for transform ing the sum
overM atsubara frequencies Into a reaHrequency integral,
and we have used the fam iliar \charging fom ula" trick
of Integrating over the interaction constants in order to
In prove convergence.
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