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Low tem perature properties ofa quantum particle coupled to dissipative environm ents
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W estudythedynam icsofaquantum particlecoupled todissipative(ohm ic)environm ents,such as

an electron liquid.Forcertain choicesofcouplings,thepropertiesoftheparticlecan bedescribed in

term sofan e�ectivem ass.A particularcase isthethreedim ensionaldirty electron liquid.In other

environm ents,like the one described by the Caldeira-Leggett m odel,the e�ective m assdivergesat

low tem peratures,and quantum e�ectsare strongly suppressed. Forinteractionswithin thisclass,

arbitrarily weak potentials lead to localized solutions. Particles bound to externalpotentials,or

m oving in closed orbits,can show a �rst order transition,between strongly and weakly localized

regim es.

PACS num bers:03.65.Y z,73.23.R a,72.15.R n

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

The suppression ofquantum e�ectsby dissipative en-

vironm ents is a subject ofcurrent debate. It is known

that in certain cases, like a quantum particle tunnel-

ing in a two levelsystem [1]orin a periodic potential[2],

whose coupling to the environm entcan be described by

the Caldeira-Leggett m odel[3],quantum e�ects can be

alm ostcom pletely suppressed at low tem peratures. O n

theotherhand,perturbativecalculationsforthedephas-

ing rate ofelectronsin a dirty Ferm iliquid suggestthat

dephasing becom esirrelevantatlow tem peratures[4,5].

Recentexperim ents[6],seealso[7],haveincreased thein-

terestin thistopic,and a variety oftheoreticalanalyses,

with di�erentconclusions,havefollowed[8,9,10,11,12,

13,14].

The sim plestsituation where the e�ectofthe dissipa-

tion can bestudied isthatofa singleparticleinteracting

with an externalenvironm ent. A particular case is the

Caldeira-Leggett m odel, where a speci�c choice of en-

vironm ent and coupling is m ade. This m odelhas been

extensively studied,and itisknown thatthedi�usion of

the particle atlong tim es cannotbe expressed in term s

ofa �nitee�ectivem ass.In thefollowing,weanalyzere-

lated m odelswhich describeenvironm entssuch asadirty

electron liquid.Theresultscan beusefulin understand-

ing thequantum propertiesofexternalparticles,such as

protonsorm uons,atsurfacesorinsidem etals[15,16,17].

In addition,them odelsstudied hereprovidethesim plest

exam pleswhere the e�ectsofthe environm enton quan-

tum e�ects can be studied in the strong coupling,non

perturbative,regim e.

The nextsection describesthe generalfeaturesofthe

m odel.Them ethod ofcalculation isdiscussed next.Sec-

tion IV presentsthe resultsfora particle m oving in free

space. Section V includes extensionsforparticleslocal-

ized around externalpotentials,orm oving in bound or-

bits.A com parison with perturbation theoryispresented

in Section VI.The m ain conclusionsofthe presentwork

arediscussed in section VI.

II. T H E M O D EL

A convenientschem eto treattheproblem ofa particle

interacting with an externalenvironm entisto integrate

outtheenvironm ent,and toanalyzetheresultingdynam -

icsofthe particle using the path integralform ulation of

quantum m echanics.The e�ectofthe environm entisto

induce a retarded interaction am ong di�erent positions
~X (�);~X (�0)along a given path.Thecoupling to a given

environm entisde�ned asohm icifthisinteraction decays

as(� � �0)� 2atlong tim es.In thiscase,thedynam icsof

theparticlein theclassicallim it,�h
2
=M ! 0,whereM is

the m assofthe particle,can be described in term sofa

m acroscopic friction coe�cient,�,which is�nite asthe

velocity ofthe particleapproacheszero (seebelow).

Thee�ectiveinteraction m ediated by theenvironm ent

can beexpressed in term softheresponsefunction ofthe

environm ent,assum ing thatthe coupling ofthe particle

to each individualexcitation isweak[3],or,alternatively,

thattheenvironm entisweakly perturbed.In thefollow-

ing,weassum ethattheenvironm entisan electron liquid,

and thatthe particle iscoupled,by a localpotential,to

the electronicchargeuctuations[18]:

H int =

Z

d
3
~xV

�

~x � ~X

�

�(~x) (1)

where ~X isthe coordinateoftheparticle,�(~x)describes

thechargeuctuationsoftheelectrons,and theV isthe

coupling potential. The induced retarded putentialcan

be written as:

V

h
~X (�)� ~X (�0)

i

=

Z

d~q

Z

d!e
i~q[~X (� )� ~X (�

0
)]ei!(� � �

0
)
V
2(~q)Im �(~q;!) (2)
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whereIm �(~q;!)isthe Fouriertransform of:

Im �(~x � ~x
0
;� � �

0)= h�(~x;�)�(~x0;�0)i (3)

Foran electron liquid we have:lim !! 0 Im �(~q;!)/ j!j,

and that �xes the long tim e behavior of the retarded

interaction,eq.(2),which decaysas(� � �0)� 2. Finally,

wecan writeforthee�ectiveaction oftheparticle[18,19]:

S =

Z

d�
M

2

 

@~X

@�

! 2

+

Z

d�d�
0

F

��
�
�~X (�)� ~X (�0)

�
�
�
2
�

j� � �0j2
(4)

The function F is determ ined by the coupling between

the particleand the electronicchargeuctuations.

The Caldeira-Leggett m odel can also be written in

the form given in eq.(4),where the function F is F /

�j~X (�)� ~X 0(�0)j2,and � isthe m acroscopic friction co-

e�cient. O ther generalizations ofthe Caldeira-Leggett

m odel, used in relation to Coulom b blockade, include

higher order term s in the collective coordinate[20,21],

associated with higherordertunneling processes.These

term stypically involvem any di�erenttim esaswell.The

derivation ofeq.(4),usingsecond orderperturbation the-

ory,leads to non linear term s which couple the coordi-

natesattwo di�erenttim esonly.

In general,wecan write the function F as:

F (u)= �f

�
u

l2

�

(5)

where � is a dim ensionless constant and l is a length

scale typical of the uctuations in the environm ent.

W e assum e, without loss of generality, that f(0) = 0

and f0(0) = 1. At high tem peratures, where lT =
q

�h
2
=(M T) � l, the m otion of the particle is deter-

m ined by lim u! 0 F (u)� �=l2f0(0). In thislim it,eq.(4)

is equivalentto the Caldeira-Leggettm odelwith a fric-

tion coe�cient� = �=l2.

In the following, we will assum e that the response

function of the environm ent is that of a dirty (di�u-

sive)electron liquid,and theexternalparticlecouplesto

thechargeuctuationsviaascreened Coulom b potential.

Then:

�0(~q;!) � �
D j~qj2

i! + D j~qj2

F (~q) �
1

�D j~qj2
(6)

where F (~q) is the Fourier transform of

F

h
~X (�)� ~X 0(�0)

i

. In the calculation of F we

have included the fullselfconsistent screened Coulom b

potential. The expressionsin eqs.(6)determ ine the the

function F in eq.(4)fordistancesgreaterthan them ean

free path, l. At shorter distances, we will choose a

regularization consistent with the expected asym ptotic

regim e. Finally,we willcom pare the results with two

other choices of the retarded interaction: i) the one

appropiate for the Caldeira-Leggett m odel, and ii) a

retarded interaction which decaysexponentially beyond

a certain length, l[22]. The retarded actions to be

considered,expressed in term softhefunction f given in

eq.(5),are:

f(u) = u Caldeira� Leggettm odel

f(u) = 1� e� u shortrangekernel

f(u) = 2
p
1+ u � 2 1D dirty electron gas

f(u) = log(1+ u) 2D dirty electron gas

f(u) = 2� 2p
1+ u

3D dirty electron gas (7)

Com bining eq.(5) and eqs.(7),the m acroscopic friction

coe�cientis,in allcases,� = �=l2.Forthedirty electron

gas,� � l2� D=(�D ).Thisvaluecan changeiftheparticle

is coupled to di�erentelectronic reservoirs. For a clean

electron gas,� can bewritten in term softhephaseshifts

induced by the presence ofthe particle on the electrons

atthe Ferm ilevel[28]. In the following,we willtreat�

asa variablewhich can takearbitrary values.

III. T H E C A LC U LA T IO N

A . Perturbative expansion.

The action described in eq.(4) can be solved exactly

when the retarded interaction is given by the Caldeira-

Leggettm odel.In thiscase,theaction dependsquadrat-

ically on the spatialcoordinate,~X (�). In the following,

wewillassum ethat� isthe im aginary tim e.

In general,onecan write the expansion:
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S =

Z

d�
M

2

 

@~X

@�

! 2

+
X

n

�n

Z

d�d�
0

�
�
�~X (�)� ~X (�0)

�
�
�
2n

j� � �0j2
(8)

where:

�n = �
1

n!l2n

@nf

@un
(9)

Thecasewhereonly then = 1 term in thesum in eq.(8)

is non zero corresponds to the Caldeira-Leggettm odel.

O ne can write a perturbative expansion for the correc-

tionsdueto then > 1 term s.Typicaldiagram saregiven

in Fig.[1].Itiseasytoshow thatall�n;n > 1acquirelog-

arithm ic corrections. In Renorm alization G roup term s,

they are allm arginal. In this respect, the m odeldif-

fersfrom standard m odelsin statisticalm echanics,where

usually only quartic term sneed to be considered. Ifwe

only consider the quartic term ,�2,the logarithm ic di-

vergence of the perturbative series lead to the scaling

equations(seeFig.[1]):

@�1

@l
=

2�2

�1

@�2

@l
= �

4�22

�2
1

(10)

wherel= log(�0=�),� 0 istheinitialhigh energy (short

tim e)cuto� needed to regularizeeq.(4),and � isthe ef-

fective cuto�. A scaling approach following eq.(10) is,

however,im practical,becauseoneshould consideran in-

�nitesetofcoupledequations,includingallthecouplings.

B . Large N approxim ation.

Thenon linearterm sin theaction in eq.(8)aregreatly

sim pli�ed when thenum berofcom ponentsN ofthevec-

tor ~X islarge. In orderto have a consistenttheory,we

m ustrescaletheargum entu ofthefunction f(u)in eq.(5)

so that f(u) = N f(�u=N ), where �u is proportionalto

j~X (�)� ~X 0(�0)j2. In term s ofthe diagram m atic expan-

sion sketched in Fig.[1],we need only to considerclosed

loop diagram s,like those in Fig.[2].Thesediagram scan

be sum m ed using standard large-N techniquesin statis-

ticalm echanics[23,24,25],leading to the equations:

�(�) =
�

�2
f
0[G (�)]

G (!) =
l2

M l2! 2

2
+ �(!)

(11)

where:

G (�)=

��
�
�~X (�)� ~X (0)

�
�
�
2
�

(12)

α 2

α 2

α−1
1

α−1
1

α−1
1

α 2

i

j k

i

j

FIG .1: Som e sim ple diagram s which renorm alize the values

of�1 and �2 in eq.(8). The propagators are proportionalto

�
� 1

1
.Indicesdenote com ponentsofthe vector ~X .

α2 α3
+ + +...=

FIG .2: Sketch ofthe selfconsistent solution ofclosed loop

diagram swhich leadsto eqs.(11).

and,using eq.(11),wecan write:

G (�)= l
2 �G

�

�;
�h
2

2M l2
�

�

(13)

Two exactly solvablecasesare:

G (�)/

�
�

M
free particleofm assM

1

�
log

�
��

M

�
Caldeira� Leggettm odel

(14)

C . V ariationalansatz.

The large-N expansion described in the previoussub-

section can be alternatively form ulated as a variational

approxim ation totheaction in eq.(4).W eusetheansatz:
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S0 =

Z

d�
M

2

 

@~X

@�

! 2

+

Z

d�d�
0

�
�
�~X (�)� ~X (�0)

�
�
�
2

�(� � �
0) (15)

where�(�)isa function to bedeterm ined from them in-

im ization ofhS � S0i0 + F0. The subscript0 m eansav-

eraging with respect to S0, and F0 is the free energy

associated to S0.

The function �(�)satis�esthe equation:

�(�)=
1

�2

@

@G 0(�)

�

F

��
�
�~X (�)� ~X (0)

�
�
�
2
��

0

(16)

and:

G 0(�)=

��
�
�~X (�)� ~X (0)

�
�
�
2
�

0

(17)

Eqs. (16)and (17)are equivalent to eqs.(11). The ad-

vantage ofthe variationalform ulation is that it can be

extended to �nite values ofN . The expectation values

to be calculated areofthe type:

�

F

��
�
�~X (�)� ~X (0)

�
�
�
2
��

0

= CN

Z 1

0

drr
N � 1F (r2)e� r

2
=[2G 0(� )] (18)

α2 α2

FIG .3: Sim plestdiagram which givesa vertex correction to

the variationalschem e discussed in the text.

where:

CN =
p
�
p
G 0(� � �0) N = 1

CN =
p
�[G0(� � �0)]3=2 N = 3

(19)

D . V ertex corrections.

For the physically relevant class of N = 2;3, the

above approxim ations neglect vertex corrections, like

those shown in Fig.[3]. In the nextsection,we willan-

alyze them ,and argue thatthey do notchange qualite-

tively the solutions.

IV . R ESU LT S.FR EE PA R T IC LE

A . Param eters ofthe m odel.

Eqs. (11) can be solved selfconsistently. The m odel

has two dim ensionless param eters,the value of �, de-

�ned in eqs.(5,7),and theratio �h
2
=(M l2�0),where�0 is

thecuto� in the spectrum ofthe environm ent,which we

willassum e to be �nite. Note,however,that,for m ost

physicalquantities,thelim it�h
2
=(M l2�0)! 0 iswellde-

�ned.Thescalinggiven in eq.(13)allowsustosetM = 1

and l= 1.

B . A sym ptotic analysis.

W e �rst analyze the selfenergy correction due to the

environm ent, �(!) in eq.(11). At very short tim es,

� � �0�
� 1

0
,the environm ent cannot inuence the par-

ticle,and �(�)= 0.Fortim es� � �0 such thatG (�)is

sm all,

��
�
�~X (�)� ~X (�0)

�
�
�
2
�

� l2.Then:

F

��
�
�~X

�
�
�
2
�

� �

�
�
�~X

�
�
�
2

l2
(20)

In this regim e, the behavior of the system is indis-

tinguishable from that ofan e�ective Caldeira-Leggett
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m odel,and:

�(!) �
�

l2
j!j

G (�) �
l2

�
log

�
��

M l2

�

(21)

This approxim ation is valid provided that G (�) � l2.

This contraint sets a m axim um tim e,�1 � (M l2e�)=�,

beyond which the di�usion ofthe particlecannotbe de-

scribed by eqs.(21).For� � �1,�(!)acquiresa contri-

bution:

�(!)=

Z �1

�0

�

l2

1� ei!�

�2
+ �� � �1(!)�

�

l2
!
2
�1+ �� � �1(!)

(22)

where a a term arising from tim es longer than �1,

�� � �1(!),hasto be added.

�� � �1(!)isdeterm ined by lim u! 1 f(u)in eqs.(7).If

�� � �1(!) goes to zero faster than !2 as ! ! 0,then

G (�) / �. Hence,we can check ifthe asum ption that

G (�) / � leads to a self consistent solution. W e in-

sertthisansatzinto theexpression of�� � �1(�).Atlong

tim es,wehave:

lim
� ! 1

�(�)/
�

�2
lim
� ! 1

f
0[G (�)] (23)

where c is a constant. If f0[G (�)] decays faster than

G (�)� 1,then lim !! 0 �� � �1(!)goesto zero fasterthan

!2.

Thus,iflim u! 1 f0(u)decaysfasterthan u� 1,we can

write:

G (�)�

Z �
� 1

1

0

d!
1� ei!�

M !2 + !2�1=l
2
� l

2
�

�1
� M e

�
� (24)

This equation describes the propagation ofa quantum

particlewith e�ective m assM eff � M e�.

In term softhe action in eq.(4),the previousanalysis

allowsusto describe the dynam icsofthe quantum par-

ticle in term sofa renorm alized e�ective m asswhen the

function which de�nes the coupling to the environm ent

issuch that:

lim
j~X (� )� ~X (�0)j

2

! 1

�

F

��
�
�~X (�)� ~X (�0)

�
�
�
2
��

� o

��
�
�~X (�)� ~X (�0)

�
�
�
� 2
�

(25)

Thisisthe casewhen the environm entisa threedim en-

sionaldirtyelectronliquid,orforashortrangekernel,see

eqs.(7).Itisinterestingtonotethat,for�nitedim ensions

N , eq.(18) im plies that

�

F

��
�
�~X (�)� ~X (�0)

�
�
�
2
��

never

decaysfasterthan

�
�
�~X (�)� ~X (�0)

�
�
�
� N

.

C . V ertex corrections.

The schem eused hereneglectsvertex corrections.Di-

agram s such as the one shown in Fig.[3]give a contri-

bution, �vertex(�) to �(�), and can change the above

resultsifthey decay atlong tim esm oreslowly than �� 3.

The diagram in Fig.[3]goesas:

�vertex(�)� ff00[G (�)]g
2
G
3(�) (26)

IfG (�)� � and f issuch thateq.(25)issatis�ed,then

�vertex(�)decaysfasterthan �
� 3 atlong tim es,and the

correction from the diagram in Fig.[3]does not change

the resultsdescribed above. Itiseasy to show thatthe

sam eisalso valid form orecom plicated vertex diagram s.

This analysisleads us to conjecture that,when the dy-

nam ics ofthe particle can be described in term s ofan

e�ectivem ass,vertex correctionsareirrelevant.

D . Sim ple actions.

The previous analysis allows us to study the sim ple

case where F (~X ) = �nj~X j
2n. The case n = 1 corre-

sponds to the Caldeira-Leggett m odel. For n > 1,we

can m ake the ansatzlim � ! 1 G (�)/ an log
n (�).Then,
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from eqs.(11):

�(�)/
�n

�2
[an log

n (�)]
n� 1

(27)

and:

G (!)/
1

�nj!j[an log
n (!)]

n� 1
(28)

so that:

1

�na
n� 1
n

= an

1+ (1� n)n = n (29)

and,�nally:

lim
� ! 1

G (�)/

�
1

�n
log(�)

�1=n

(30)

Thiscorrelationfunction im pliesthattheparticleisnever

localized,although itcan di�usem oreslowlythan forthe

Caldeira-Leggettm odel. The e�ective m ass diverges at

low tem peratures.The case n = 1=2 correspondsto the

onedim ensionaldirty electron gas,described in eq.(7).

E. N um ericalresults.

W ehavesolved iteratively eqs.(11)fordi�erentchoices

ofthe environm ent. The resulting correlation function

G (�)isshown in Figure[4]forthe cases:

f(x)= 1p
1+ x

(3D dirty electron gas)

f(x)= log(1+ x) (2D dirty electron gas)

f(x)= x (Caldeira� Leggettm odel)

(31)

The dim ensionless param eters in the three cases are

� = 2 and �h
2
=(M l2�0)= 0:05. The unitsare such that

M = 1 and l = 1. The m acroscopic friction coe�-

cient,� = �=l2 isthe sam ein the three cases.Itisclear

that the spatialdependence ofthe retarded interaction

induces signi�cant di�erences in the long tim e dynam -

icsoftheparticle,although look thesam eatsu�ciently

high tem peratures,wherethem ass,and them acroscopic

friction coe�cientarethe only relevantparam eters.

For the Caldeira-Leggettm odel,G (�) increases loga-

rithm ically at long tim es. The e�ects ofthe three di-

m ensionaldirty electron gascan bedescribed in term sof

an e�ectivem ass,which,fortheparam etersused here,is

abouttwoordersofm agnitudelargerthan thebarem ass.

Thetwodim ensionaldirtyelectron gasisam arginalcase,

and thenum ericalresults,likethoseshownin Fig.[6],sug-

gestthatG (�)/ ��,with 0 < � < 1,and � / 1� g� 1,

whereg isthe conductance.

Thee�ectivem ass,when theenvironm entisdescribed

by the dirty three dim ensionalliquid,asfunction ofthe

strength coupling,� is shown in Fig.[5]. The num eri-

calresultssupporttheexponentialdependenceon � dis-

cussed in the preceding subsection.

0
0

3D

0
0

500

2D

0
0

5

CL

FIG . 4: Tim e dependence of the propagator G (�), for

�h
2
=(M l

2
)= 1,l= 1 and � = 2 forthe three cases described

in eq.(31).

FIG .5: D ots: E�ective m ass ofa particle interacting with

a dirty three dim ensionalelectron liquid,as function ofthe

strength oftheinteraction,�.Thefulllineisa�ttoafunction

ofthe typeM =M eff = (c1 + c2�)e
� c3� .

V . R ESU LT S.LO C A LIZED SO LU T IO N S

A . Localattractive potential.

An externalpotential,V ,acting on theparticlecan be

described,usingthepath integralform ulation,by adding
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0 5 10

0

5

10

FIG .6: Log-log plots ofG (�)vs. � for an action which de-

scribesa two dim ensionaldirty electron liquid,eq.(7). From

top to bottom :�= 1;2;4;6.

a term to the action in eq.(4):

Spot =

Z

d�V

h
~X (�)

i

(32)

Thisterm leadsto new nonlineare�ects.W ecan extend

the large-N or variationalschem e described earlier by

using the approxim ateaction:

Svar =

Z

d�
�

2

�
�
�~X (�)

�
�
�
2

(33)

where � isa variationalparam eter. This ansatz,in the

absence ofdissipation,isequivalentto the use ofa vari-

ationalset ofgaussian wavefunctions in order to probe

the existence ofbound states ofthe potentialV (~X ). It

iswellknown thatthism ethod can beused to study the

existence oflocalized solutions for arbitrarily sm allpo-

tentials in one dim ension,while a threshold is required

forthe existenceofa bound statein three dim ensions.

W e now analyze the fullaction,given by eqs.(4) and

(32) using the variationalansatz given by eqs.(15) and

(33). W e will focus on the possible existence of lo-

calized solutions, characterized by a �nite value of �,

in the lim it of a very weak potential V (~X ). Then,

�l2 � �0;�h
2
=(M l2),and the Fouriertransform ofG (�)

is:

G (!)=
l2

M l2! 2

2
+ ��= 0(!)+ �l2

(34)

where��= 0(!)isthe selfenergy calculated when � = 0.

W e now write theexternalpotentialasV (~X )= �V (u),

whereu = j~X j2.Theselfconsistency equation for� is:

� =
@

@G 1



�V (G 1 )

�

var
(35)

The expectation value in the r.h.s. ofthis equation is

to be calculated using the variationalaction,eqs. (15)

and (33). This calculation is sim ilar to that perform ed

in eq.(18).W eareinterested in thelim itwhen G 1 � l2.

Then,forlocalized potentials:

@

@G 1



�V (G 1 )

�

var
�

1

G
N =2+ 1
1

(36)

For the Caldeira-Leggett m odel, G 1 /

�� 1log[�2=(M �)]. Com bining eqs.(35) and (36),

we �nd thatthere is a localized solution with a forany

attractivepotentialV (~X ).Thecorresponding valueof�

is:

� �

�
�

�h

�N =2+ 1
Z

d
N ~X V (~X ) (37)

The value � = �=� can be interpreted as a gap in the

spectrum ofthe excitationsoftheparticle.

If the dynam ics of the particle can be described in

term sofan e�ective m ass,G 1 /

q

�h
2
=(M eff�). Then,

eqs.(35)and (36),lead to:

� / �
N =4+ 1=2

Z

d
N ~X V (~X ) (38)

This equation has solutions for arbitrarily weak poten-

tials only if N = 1, that is, if the particle m oves in

onedim ension,in agreem entwith standard quantum m e-

chanics.

B . C losed orbits.

W e can use the previous m ethod to analyze the m o-

tion oftheparticlewhen itm ovesaround closed circular

loops. W hen the loop is threaded by a m agnetic ux,

thisgeom etry can be used to analyze quantum interfer-

encee�ects[14,26].Thetrajectory oftheparticlecan be

described in term s ofan angle,and j~X (�)j= R,where

R is the radius ofthe orbit. The action in eq.(4) de-

scribes a one dim ensionalnon linear sigm a m odelwith

long range interactions. The case when only quadratic

term s are kept in the expansion in eq.(8) has been ex-

tensively discussed in theliterature[27,28].Thelarge-N

extension ofthism odelcan be analyzed using standard

techniques[29,30]. The constraint can be incorporated

by m eansofa Lagrangem ultiplier,�(�),whose uctua-

tionscan beneglected in thelarge-N lim it.Thisterm in

theaction isgiven by eq.(33),and wecan apply a sim ilar

schem eto thatdiscussed in theprevioussubsection.The

value of�R2 givesthe new energy scale which describes

thedynam icsoftheparticlearound a closed loop.Alter-

natively,�R2 can beinterpreted asan inversecorrelation
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FIG .7:Firstordertransition obtained for�0=(�h
2
=M l

2
)= 1.

The param eters are M = 1 and l= 1,and f(u) = e
� u

in

eq.(5). Fullcurve: � = 6. D otted curve,� = 8. Broken

curve:�= 10.

h /(Ml )2 2∆/

α
FIG .8:Sketch ofthe transition discussed in the text.

tim e[29].Thisapproach describeswellthe phase transi-

tion ofthe m odelwhen the retarded interaction decays

as�� 2+ �[29,30].

The dynam ics of the particle, using the full action

eq.(8),is determ ined by G 1 ,for R � l. The value of

� isgiven by the solution of:

G 1 � R
2 (39)

For the Caldeira-Leggett m odel,this equation leads to

� / e� (�R
2
)=�h, as R=l ! 1 , in agreem ent with pre-

vious calculations[26, 31]. If the m otion of the par-

ticle can be described in term s of an e�ective m ass,

�R2 � �h
2
=(M effR

2), also in agreem ent with earlier

work[26].

C . First order phase transition.

The results discussed in the previous subsections are

valid ifthe high energy cuto� ofthe bath,� 0,is m uch

largerthan theenergyscale�h
2
=(M l2).W hen thesescales

becom e com parable,we �nd a �rst order phase transi-

tion,asfunction of� orR between two regim es:

i)The particle m ovesaway from the region j~X j< lat

tim esshorterthan �
� 1

0
,and,forlongertim es,itdi�uses

likea free particle.

ii)Theparticleistrapped insidetheregion j~X j< lfor

alltim es.

Thistransition isanalogousto thatdescribed recently

in the two dim ensionalnon linear sigm a m odel[32,33,

34]. The transition takes place between two disordered

phases,and itdoesnotviolatetheM erm in-W agnertheo-

rem ,which can also beform ulated forthem odelstudied

here.The phase diagram issketched in Fig.[8].Thereis

a line of�rst ordertransitions,which ends at a critical

point.Thediscontinuityatthephasetransition increases

as the m inim um in the function F (~X ) becom es deeper

and m orelocalized around ~X = 0.

The existence ofa criticalpoint,shown in Fig.[8],im -

pliestheexistenceofphysicalquantitieswith anom alous

decayin thetim edom ain.Followingtheresultsin[33],we

conjecture thatthe energy-energy correlationswillshow

powerlaw correlationsin tim e[35].

V I. C O M PA R ISO N W IT H P ER T U R B A T IO N

T H EO R Y

It is instructive to com pare the results presented in

the previous sections with a perturbative calculation,

which is the schem e m ost widely used when studying

dephasing[4,5,10].W e considera particlein freespace.

The unperturbed states are plane waves,characterized

by a m om entum ~k,and an energy �~k = j~kj2=M . The

inverse lifetim e ofthis state,when the coupling to the

environm entisdescribed by the action in eq.(4),is:

�~k(T)=

Z

d!

Z

d~qF (~q)j!j

h�

1+ e
� !=T

�

�

�

! � �~k + �~k+ ~q

�

+ e
� !=T

�

�

! + �~k � �~k+ ~q

�i

(40)
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whereF (~q)istheFouriertransform ofF

h
~X (�)� ~X (�0)

i

in eq.(4).Thetwo term sin ther.h.s.ofeq.(40)describe

the em ission and absorption ofquanta by the environ-

m ent.

For the case of a dirty electron gas studied earlier,

F (~q) � 1=(j~qj2�D ), where � is the density of states,

and D is the di�usion coe�cient[26]. The integralin

eq.(40)isconvergent,exceptin one dim ension. W e can

de�neselfconsistentlyadephasinglifetim e[4,5,10]where

contributionsfrom low energytransitionsaresuppressed.

Then,when �~k � T,we�nd:

lim
T ! 0

�~k(T)�
�h

M �D lD
T

/ T
D =2 (41)

where lT =

q

�h
2
=(M T). There are logarithm ic correc-

tionsforD = 1,which arise from the divergence in the

integralin eq.(40).

W e can also calculate the realpartofthe selfenergy,

which,atzero tem perature,is:

Re�

�
~k;!

�

=

Z

d!
0

Z

d~q
F (~q)j!0j

! � !0+ �~k � �~k+ ~q

(42)

Q uantitiesassociated to the derivativesofthe realpart

oftheselfenergy,likethee�ectivem assrenorm alization

and the quasiparticleresidue:

�M

M 2
= � r2~k

Re�

�
~k;!

��
�
�
!= �

~k

Z =

2

6
41+

@Re�

�
~k;!

�

@!

�
�
�
�
�
�
!= �

~k

3

7
5

� 1

(43)

aredivergentas~k ! 0,forD= 1,2.

Eq.(41) suggests that quantum e�ects are still im -

portant at zero tem perature. This interpretation,how-

ever,isnotconsistentwith the non perturbative results

for D = 1;2 (see subesections IVD and IVE).In both

cases,we �nd that G (�) increases m ore slowly than �,

so thatthe energy scale forthe Aharonov-Bohm oscilla-

tions in a closed orbit acquire an anom alous R depen-

dence (see IVB).W e can infer an e�ective \dephasing

tim e",from the scale atwhich G (�) reachesits asym p-

totic unconventionalbehavior. In both cases,this scale

is�� / (�h
2
=M l2)� 1,wherelisthem ean freepath in the

environm ent. The unperturbed case is recovered when

l! 1 .

The Caldeira-Leggett m odelleads to F (~q) � �00(~q),

and,for�~k � T,lim T ! 0 �~k(T)�
�h�

M
.Thisresultiscon-

sistentwith thenon perturbative,analysisofthem odel,

which suggests that quantum e�ects are strongly sup-

pressed,even atzero tem perature.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveanalyzed thelow energy propertiesofa quan-

tum particle interacting with dissipative environm ents,

characterizedby an ohm icresponse.By m eansofalarge-

N ,orvariationalapproxim ation,and num ericalcalcula-

tions,we have estim ated tim e correlations which char-

acterize the dynam ics ofthe particle. O ur m ethod al-

lows us to treat both the weak coupling lim it,and the

Caldeira-Leggettm odel,where the coupling to the envi-

ronm ent strongly suppresses the quantum properties of

the particle. The retarded interactions induced by the

coupling to theenvironm entaredescribed by a function,

F

h

j~X (�)� ~X (�0)j2
i

,which depends on the type ofen-

vironm ent,eq.(4). Fora particle propagating freely,we

characterizethe dynam icsofthe particleby the correla-

tion function G (� � �0)=

�h
~X (�)� ~X (�0)

i2
�

.

W e �nd thatohm ic environm entscan be divided into

two broad classes(even ifthey allgive rise to the sam e

m acroscopicdissipativeequationsofm otion):

i)Iflim u! 1 F 0(u)decaysfasterthanu� 1,thebehavior

ofthe particle can be described in term sofan e�ective

m ass,M eff. At long tim es,G (�) / M eff�. W e have

estim ated the renorm alization ofthe bare m ass,which

depends exponentially on the coupling. Environm ents

with these featuresare the clean and dirty three dim en-

sionalelectron liquids,and the shortrangekernelwhere

F (u)/ 1� e� u=l.

ii)Iflim u! 1 F 0(u)decaysm ore slowly thatu� 1,the

e�ectivem assoftheparticlebecom esin�niteatzerotem -

perature. At long tim es,G (�) / log

(�). This is the

behavioroftheCaldeira-Leggettm odel( = 1),and the

onedim ensionaldirty electron gas( = 1=2).

The two dim ensionaldirty electron gasisan interm e-

diate case. O urresultsare consistentwith a powerlaw

dependence,G (�)/ ��,with 0< � < 1,and � / 1� g� 1,

whereg isthe conductance.

W ehavealso considered thepropertiesofa particlein

an externalpotential,or m oving around a closed ring.

W e �nd di�erent qualitative behavior corresponding to

the sam etwo casesdiscused above:

i) If lim u! 1 F 0(u) decays faster than u� 1, a local-

ized potentialm ust exceed a threshold strength before

localized solutionsare possible. The energy scale which

characterize the quantum properties of the particle is

�h
2
=(M effR

2),forR � l,wherelisa length scalewhich

describes the range ofthe uctuations in the environ-

m ent. A m odel characterized by a function F which

uctuates between zero and a �nite value as u ! 1

can be included in thisclass[28].

ii)Iflim u! 1 F 0(u)decaysm oreslowly thatu� 1,a lo-

calized solution existsforarbitrarily weak con�ning po-

tentials. The characteristic energy scale which de�nes

thequantum propertiesaround a ring decays,forR � l,

ase� c(R =l)
2

,wherecand  areconstants.

In som e cases,there is a �rst order phase transition,
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as function ofthe strength ofthe potential,or the size

ofthe orbit,between a weakly and a strongly localized

solution.

Sum m arizing, we �nd that di�erent ohm ic environ-

m ents can inuence the quantum properties of an ex-

ternal particle in di�erent ways: couplings with long

rangespatialinteractions,suchasin theCaldeira-Leggett

m odel,strongly suppress quantum e�ects,while the ef-

fects ofless singular couplings can be qualitatively un-

derstood within perturbation theory.
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