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W e derive a general expression for the conductivity of a disordered conductor w ith electron-
electron interactions (treated w ithin the standard m odel) and evaluate the weak localization correc—

tion ; em plying no approxin ations beyond the accuracy of the de nition of

w1. Our analysis

applies to all orders in the interaction and extends our previous calculation by explicitly taking into

account quantum

uctuations around the classical paths for interacting electrons (pre-exponent).

W e speci cally address the m ost Interesting low tem perature lim it and dem onstrate that such uc—
tuations can only be in portant In the perturbative regin e of short tim es whilke they are practically
irrelevant for the C ooperon dynam ics at longer tines. W e fully con m our conclusion about the
existence of interaction-induced decoherence of electrons at zero tem perature for the problem in
question. W e also dem onstrate irrelevance of a perturbative calculation by A leineretal. AAV) [J.
Low Temp.Phys. 126, 1377 (2002)] and refuite AAV ’s critique of our earlier analysis.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he electron decoherence tim e In disordered oondLl1lc—
tors saturates to a nite value at low tem peratures [ib].
In Ref. @] we o ered an explanation of this e ect at-
tributing it to electron-electron interactions. T his expla—
nation was supported by a detaﬂed nonperturbative cal-
culation [j] and the resuls LZ ]are In a good agreem ent
w ith experim ental ndings @] Subsequently A leiner et
al. AAG) developed an altemative { perturbative in the
Interaction { calculation [4 and clain ed that the results
of the Jatter (i) contradict to our results i, ] and (ii)
yield zero electron dephasihg rateat T ! 0. AAG also
clhined (Sec. 61 and 62 of i4]) that they have found a
\m istake" In our calculation g].

A llthese clain s E4 have been carefully analyzed and
dem onstrated to be in error E] W e have argued that
(@) the perturbative calculation M] yields am biguous re—
sults and, hence, is useless for the problem of electron
dephasing at low tem peratures, (o) even if one adopts
the perturbative strategy ; K] one recovers a nite elec-
tron dephasing tine at T ! 0, (¢) on a perturbative
level our resuls H do agree w ith those ofRef. [4 and
d) the clain Efl] about \m issing diagram s" in our calcu—
lation is wrong. T his discussion and further argum ents
on low tem perature dephasing due to electron-electron
nteractions were reviewed In Ref. t_é].

Recently A leineret al. AAV) U] have m ade another
attem pt to challenge our results and conclusions. One
of the goals of the present paper is to analyze and re-
fute these new criticism s. In particular, we w illpoint out
that the replacem ent of \the density m atrix by itsW igner
transfom ", eq. (5) of {1], chined by AAV as \them ain
source of the m istake" was not perform ed at all n our
derivation of the e ective action, cf. eq. (43) ofRef. fé:].
W ew illalso analyze and prove irrelevant another sugges—
tion of AAV, that the term Sy in the e ective action f_&’]
should contain an im agiary part which { according to

AAV { would be responsible for the wellknown cancella—
tion of \coth" and \tanh" in the rst order perturbation
theory at T ! 0.

Since AAV 'scritique of our calculation isessentially re—
stricted to these two clain s [g, :_é], the above cbservations
are already su cient to conclide this discussion. How -
ever, taking Into account fiindam ental in portance of the
issue, w e have perform ed an additionalanalysisain ed to
construct a com plete solution of the problem . Ourm ain
goalis to evaluate the weak localization W L) correction
to the conductivity in the presence of interactionsm aking
no approxin ations beyond the accuracy ofthe de nition
of this quantity. T his solution is worked out below and
ourm ain result is presented in egs. {_5@)—{_4-2:) .

O ur paper is organized as follow s. A fter brief rem arks
on physics and experim ent (Section 2) we dem onstrate
(iIn Section 3) that AAV ’s perturbative calculation Ej] is
unsuitable for the problem of quantum decoherence of
electrons at Iow T . In Section 4 we brie y recollect our
earlier resuls and, m aking use of general argum ents, ex—
plin why our path integralanalysis B 15 6 ]issu cient
for the problem in question. Them ain resuls ofthis pa—
perare presented In Section 5. W e st derive a form ally
exact expression for the conductivity of an arbirary dis—
ordered conductor in the presence of electron-electron in—
teractions (Sec. 5A) and then use it to explicitly eval-
uate the W L correction to all orders in the interaction
(Sec. 5B and 5C). This analysis con m s our previous
results '_B, r‘§] and extends them by fully accounting for
quantum uctuations around the classical paths for in—
teracting electrons. W e com pare our resultsw ith those of
other authors and present fiirther discussion in Sec. 5D
and 5E . In Section 6 we speci cally address and refute
A AV ’'s critique ij] ofourearlier calculation. A briefsum —
m ary ispresented in Section 7. Som e technicaldetailsare
relegated to A ppendix.
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II. PHYSICSAND EXPERIM ENT

In Ref. H] A AV pointed out that our resuls and con—
cusions ¥, g, &, ] are \physically inconsistent" w ith
the qualitative argum ents Eﬁ] against quantum dephas—
Ing In the zero tem perature lin . A ccording to these
authors quantum decoherence would be In possbl in a
subsystem of any interacting quantum system provided
the latter is close to equilbriim at T ! 0. At thisponnt
w e note that the argum ents 5_4] contradict not only to our
conclusionsbut also to num erous resuls for various other
m odels { including exactly solvable ones { where quan-
tum decoherence of one degree of freedom is obtained as
a resuli: of its interaction w ith otherseven at T ! 0, see,
eg. Qg‘i] Hence, no general proof can be constructed
which would rule out interaction-induced quantum deco—
herence at T ! 0. The conclusion about the presence
or absence of zero tem perature dephasing in any given
m odel can only be obtained from a detailed calculation,
not on the basis of \general argum ents".

AAV also clain ed [1] that there exists an \overw heln —
Ing experin ental evidence" against our statem ents. By
m eans of a detailed com parison w ith the experim ental
data we have dam onstrated that our predictions are in a
good quantitative agreem ent w ith num erous experin ents
(see, eg., Refs. E:g, :_I%,:_é,:_l-ll]) including those (see Section
5 of Ref. E;]) where for som e sam ples no saturation of

+ wasclhined down to T 50 mK . Therefore, a bulk
piece ofexisting experin entalresuls { ncluding very re-
cent ones {_lgi, :_1.3:] { clearly supports the conclusion about
the presence of interaction-induced dephasing at low T
rather than argues against it.

III. INSUFFICIENCY OF AAV'S
PERTURBATIVE APPROACH

In Refs. i_E;, :_é] we have already explained in details
why perturbative in the interaction techniques { espe-
cially if combined with the Golden rule approxin ation
{ are lnsu cient for the problem in question. H owever,
since AAV stillkeep using such techniques, wew illbrie y
repeat our argum ents adopting them to the calculation
1.

In Ref. Ej] A AV have related the dephasingtine . for
an electron in a disordered conductor to the selfenergy
for the C ooperon. E xpressing the C ooperon in the form

=T

1
'. . = 7
cti;Qi) i'+DQ2+ (1;0; ) “

they have de ned the dephasingtineatT = 0 as follow s
St= (1=0;0=0;); @

see the unnum bered equation after eq. 2) of ij.]. This
de nition is am biguous since the selfenergy is a function

of whereas » In our problem is a function of tem per-
ature T but not of . The ambiguiy disappears only at

T ! 0,shceaccordihgtoEq. (1) ofRef. ij.] in this Iim it
oneshould set ! 0.Anotherdrawback ofthe de niion
6'_2.’) is that the selfenergy is evaluated only in the lm it
Q = 0. However, the dependence of on them om entum
Q ineq. @') cannot be a priori neglected.

In addition to the above approxin ations, AAV sug—
gested to replace the exact selfenergy in Eq. ‘_2) by the

result of the rst order perturbation theory in the inter—
action P (1;0; ):

1
AAV
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T his suggestion constitutes their m ajpr m istake. Q uite
obviously, it is not possible to recover the unknown finc-
tion (ih our case ) ifone only evaluates the st order
tem (1) of its Taylor expansion.

In order to illustrate this point i su ces to consider
the follow Ing sin ple exam ple. A ssum g, for Instance, that
the \C ooperon" C'(t) depends weakly on the coordnates
and neglect this dependence. W e also assum e that In the
presence of Interactions this \C ooperon" decays in tin e
as

ChHh= ©ew+ pe (* 1%, @)

w here and are proportional to the interaction

strength, ie (ff) reducesto (t) In the absence of interac—

tions. A fter the Fourder transform ation of (_4) one readily
nds

1

c) = ——;
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Combining (5) w ith the de nition ('@') we obtain

t__*+ T ©)

- 1+ T ’

ie.at T ! 0 one arrives at a non-zero dephasing rate

cl= =2 7

Let usnow evaluate . forthe sam e exam ple follow ing
the approach of AAV . For t'hJs purpose we expand the
exact expression for ~(!) (E_>b In powers of Interaction
and get

2

— + :::: )
il
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Keeping only the rst c'n:der contrbution to the self-
energy, from AAV ‘s eqg. (_3) we nd

1

AAV
v

= T: 9)

This result di ers drastically from the exact one (g) at
su ciently low tem peratures. In particular,atT ! 0 the



dephasing rate g-?l) vanishes, while the exact expression
approaches a non—zero (linear in the interaction) value
6'7.) . Furthem ore, allhigher order term s in the expansion
@:d) do not vanish at T ! 0 and, m oreover, diverge at
anall!.

The reason for the failure of AAV ’'s perturbative ap—
proach is, of course, cbvious from eg. i(d): An expansion
of this expression in powers of and isonly justi ed
for ! + T,ie. In the lin i of high frequencies or
short tim es. W e, In contrast, are Interested in the oppo—
site 1im it of an all frequencies or long tin es. T hus, AAV
sim ply m issed the low tem perature contrbution to the
dephasing rate by Inadequately extending their perturba—
tive expansion of (!;Q; ) to low frequencies, whereas
it can be applied at high frequencies only.

O ursin p]e exam ple, eqg. (5) also illustrates irrelevance
ofthe clain [1] that our approach \Js equjya]ent to calcu—
lating only a single contribution ) to the selfenergy
and using the conventional D yson equation". AAV ar-
rived at this conclision sim ply by observing the com bi-
nation ® © 9 T in their rst order perturba—
tive result (cf. egs. (3,4) in t_“Z]) and com paring i wih
our resul, which contains not only T but also the T -
Independent contribution. The only { super cial { rea—
son for A leiner et al. to perform this com parison and to
qualify our resuls as \purely perturbative" is that our
expression for the dephasing rate \is proportjonalto the

rst power ofthe uctuation propagator" [4.] W ehope it
should be su ciently clear from eq. 5i that linear in the
Interaction expression d) is non-perturoative and, hence,
i cannot be obtained by a sin ple expansion (g) of the
selfenergy ~(! ) in the Interaction.

In order to avoid m isunderstandings [14 let usem pha—
size that the above exam ple (4 is not m eant to be an
explicit solution for the problem wih electron-electron
Interactions. This solution w ill be worked out below In
Sec. 5. Eq. (:_4) is Just an illustration of one of the draw —
backs of the perturbative approach U] to the problem of
quantum dephasing. In the problem with disorder and
electron-electron interactions the situation tums out to
be by far m ore com plicated. For instance, already the

rst order result diverges both wih time and at large
fnequeéches In 1d and 2d system s, see, eg., eg. (70) of
Ref. Kl.

IV. PATH INTEGRALANALYSIS:EXPONENT

An in portant advantage of our path integralapproach
isthe possibility to describe the long-tim e behavior ofthe
C ooperon w ith exponential accuracy, which is su clent
for the problem In question. This approach is fa'ee 'fnom
am biguities inherent to the perturbation theory K, i].

W e de ne the kemel of the evolution on the K eldysh
contour in temm s of the path integral _B,:ﬁ, §]

Z Z Z Z
Dp Dp,

D x1 D x,

3
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Here Sq p;x]= Rotdtofp& g=2m Uy, ()] is the action
of a noninteracting electron in a disordered potential of
In purities and the term s iSg and S: describbe the e ect
of the bath (form ed by all the electrons) on the m otion
of a single electron. This form of the e ective action
for an interacting particle is standard in the Feynm an—
Vemon theory of In uence functionals fl5 T he path
Integral C_l(_) is evaluated w ithin a sem iclassical approx—

In ation controlled by the param eter kp 1 1. For a
d-din ensional conductorwe nd
Ad (t) £ (8)
Cx=0)= @H—————e <%, 11
¢ )= O e 1)

whereD isthedi usion coe cient, A 4 (t) ispreexponent
Ag 1 w ithout interactions), and the function f (t)
isobtained by evaliating the in uence fiinctionalon pairs
of classical tin ereversed paths. T he result can be w rit—
ten in the om [3]

fa o) =

t+ & (T;9; 12)

where the fiunction £ (T;t) is/ T2 rd = 1 and
TthTtford= 2 thelimi Tt 1,while it is/
thtford= 1and / Intin the opposite Im it Tt 1.
The linear dependence f4 (T;t) / Tt strictly applies for
d= 3.
Tt is also Instructive to explicitly indicate the depen—
dence of our resultson the P lank’sconstant h. AtT ! 0
we have

s (cl) t
© )= (t)

hCy (©)=C + Ihphg GO 13)
where S ©Y 7 at is the classical (h-independent) action
on tin ereversed saddle point paths (@ is h-independent
and a=h) and h nA4 represents the quantum cor-
rection to the classical action. This quantum correction
can only be inportant if S ©Y is sn all as com pared to
h, ie. at tines t h=a. The perturbative approach
EJ:, -'j:] applies only in this Im it. O n the other hand, for
nonzero t the quantum correction h nA 4 should vanish
ath ! 0. A Iready because ofthis reason it cannot cancel
the classical part of the action S ©? > h. It is therefore
su cient to evaliate the h-independent partof iSg &
on pairs of classical tim e-reversed paths and obtain the
dephasing tin e from the condition S©¥(,)  h. Fur
them ore, i tums out that Sy vanishes for such paths [_3]
In plying that Sz can only contribute to the pre-exponent
but not to S “Y . Hence, Sg is irrelevant for . and the
dea that quantum uctuations around the tin e-reversed
classical paths generate the Sy -dependent contrbution
to the classicalaction can be refected on generalgrounds
w ithout any calculation flé

T his isthe Iogicsbehind our saddle point analysis [3 -5
which AAV [_7{] attem pted to challenge. The only way to
support the AAV 's argum ents is to prove thatat T ! 0
the temm Sy provides a contribution to A 4 proportional



to exp (@t=h) which grow s exponentially w ith tjrpe and
diverges in the classical lmit h ! 0 [in Ref. [i] such
a contrbution was clain ed to be provided by the tem s
© 91, Below we will explicitly evaluate not only S ¥

but also the quantum correction to the e ective action in
all orders In the Interaction. W e w ill dem onstrate that
{ In contrast to the AAV'’s clain s { the Sy -dependent
preexponent cannot grow at su ciently long tin es and,

hence, In no way can com pensate an exponentially de—
caying contribution from the Si-tem s.

V. DECOHERENCE BY INTERACTIONS
A . Exact results
In the beginning we w ill closely follow the analysis of

Ref. E] w here the interested reader can nd further de—
tails. W e start from the general quantum m echanical

expression for the linear conductivity which can be
w ritten in the form
Z* D E
€ 0 PN 0 Oy 78 40
= o dt’ tr J&)U1 GE) R v ©) U2 50
3ih
1
14)

H ere the current density operator is de ned via

N L he
th:U(X):le: E [rxl X17X XX

x1xL x, xpx] (15)
and h::dy In plies averaging overthe uctuating quantum
edsV* and V which mediate Coulomb interaction
between electrons. In eg. C_l-l_i) and below we in plicitly
assum e averaging over the coordinate x w here the current
density is evaluated. _
T he evolution operators 61;2 in lll_ll) are

Z ¢

o) =Texp = dHip(); @6
h o
w here
A A A l A
Hit=H, A (o) Sh YO ©;
A A l A
H, ) = H o+ SV L 2% ©F 4D

and Hy = p?=2m + Uy, ®) isthe Ham iltonian ofa non-—
interacting electron. Thedensity m atrix (%) cbeysthe
non-linear equation
@ AV A
ih =
et Fo

NV @ %) 18)

Averaging of v (t) over V  yields the exact single
electron density m atrix in the presence of disorder and
Coulomb interactions. The next steps in Refs. f_?., -'_6]

w ere to express the kemels of the operators ]j\]_;g In temm s
of the path integrals and average their product over the
ucl:uat:ng eldsV . A fter that one arrives at the path
Integral Cl(]
Atthispointwedepart from theanalysisofR efs. [_3, '{;] .
W e w ill postpone using the path integrals and continue
exact m anipulations w ith the operators. W e rst note
that the solution of eq. ClS) w ith the mitial condition

N 0)= " L+ &0 =T 1 ! can be expressed I the
follow ing exact form
h X i,
N B = 1+ aoe™ a0 19
where we have de ned
7.
l A
Gt = Texp — d Hip() 20)
h
and
ff"l;z =H, ) gt & O=: 1)

W e then observe that the operators [;All;z satisfy the
Schrodinger equation

jhgt?l ) = H, 00 Gt); 0,50 = 1;

@t

Jh%ﬁz 1) = G, (50, 0; 0,50 = 1: @2

T he solutions of {_2-51‘) can be found exactly. T hey are
Uit =01 ¢ OmEGOL YO
U0=01 %] 'l Ok @3)

Combining these expressions wih eq. C_l-gl) one can

rew rite the operators C23:) n the ollow Ing identical form

U ) = (@

U, %50 = G a

Y ENa 50+ v e 501 7
YN+ 4 GOy )] F:e4)

Egs. C24 is our key technical result. Together w ith egs.

C_lé_l,:_lﬁ) this result provides a Hm ally exact expression
for the linear conductivity ofan arbitrary disordered con—
ductor In the presence of electron-electron interactions.
A 1lthe diagram s of the perturbation theory in all orders
in the interaction are fully contained In the above ex-
pressions and can be recovered by expanding £4) in V

w ith subsequent averaging overthese elds. For instance,
expanding 6_24) to the second order in V., after aver—
aging one arrives at contrdbutions of the type WW* Vv * i
andiW* (I 27V iwhich yield respectively \coth" and
\tanh" tem s In the perturbation theory [4, tjp]

Thus, making no approxin ations we have dem on-—
strated that the tim e evolution ofthe single electron den—
sity m atrix in the presence of interactions is determ ined
by the operators 4, (t;t0) d_2d) which do not contain the
density m atrix % atall. W e also note that the operators
U1, @é_l‘) depend on the density m atrix ~, taken at the
initialtin e t° only but not at Jater tin em om ents. B elow
we willm ake use of these features and evaluate the W L
correction to conductiviy to allorders in the interaction.



B . Quasiclassics

Let us rst prepare the m ain building blocks of our
calculation of the W L correction. This calculation will
then be com pleted in Sec. 5C . _

To begin wih, we notice that in egs. {_24) relative
contributions of the evo]utjon operators Ui, (t; t9 are
\weighted" by the factors1  § %) and & ¢°). Tn the low
tem perature 1im it alm ost at any e]ect:con gnergy one of
these factors dom inates over the other tl9] Hence, one
of the two operators ¢; or @; In €24) can be neglected
exoept ifthe eigenvalues of &, (%) are close to 1/2. Con-
sider, eg., an all eigenvalues of this operator. T his situ-
ation describes electrons w ith energies above the Fem 1
kevel. Tn this case term s containing % (%) in @4) can be
neg]ected and we arrive at the llow ing contribution to
e 1 GO B Y @10 €50 Red

Z 7

dzidzohy 11 (650) 7 dhz, 11, (50 ko1

hz 98 N ) 1%21s (25)

Let us express the m atrix elem ents of the operators ¢ 2
via the path integrals
212

hyi e GO Fapi= Dx( )&k, (26)
Yi;2
where Sq. ;2 are the exact actions pertaining to the H am it
tonians Qll)

Z t

Si2=So+e d V' (;x())
tO

vV o(ix())=2]; @7)

Z
¢ mx?()
SO= -

Unp &()) :(28)
0 2 P

W e em phasize again that egs. {_2- §—2-§') are exact and they
do not contain the electron density m atrix %, atall. W e
should now (@) evaluate the path integrals C_2-§‘) and then
) average the com bination (_2-5) over the uctuating
eldsV

Evaluation of the m atrix elem ents. Let usm ake use of
the fact that the W L correction to conductivity isde ned
w ithin the accuracy kr 1 1. This Inequality is usually
well satis ed In disordered m etallic conductors. Henoce,
we can evaluate them atrix elem ents {_2§') quasiclassically.
Since the actions éj) do not depend on y one can con—
veniently em ploy a regular expansion ofS;;; in powersof
h. The path integrals are then easily evaliated and we
arrive at the weltknown van V leck formula

12 jﬁsl;z ) Fa 0
X i 3 @25 (n)

= o deti
2 h @x1,2Q@zZ1;2

RS ; 29)

n

(n) (n)

w here Sl(Z) Sl(Z) tt X1(2)121(2)) = 51(2) kln (zn)]and

%1, are the exact least action paths obeying the equa-—
tions

S1e) Bin@n)iV F Rnen = 0 (30)
with the boundary conditions %1, on) €) = %1, and
E1p 2n) ©) = Z1 ). In general there exist several or even
m any di erent classicalpaths satisfying the above condi-
tions. Here and below the index n labels all such paths.

C learly, eq. (2- g:) acocountsnot only forthe saddle point
tra pctordes (exponent) but also orquantum uctuations
around ®ip;2n () (preexponent) or arbitrary V. . It is
also com pltely obviousthat there isno way how the pre-
exponent can cancel the exponent for any con guration
ofthe eldsV . Hence, such cancellation is In possible
also after averaging over these elds no m atter what the
details of this averaging procedure are.

Averaging over the uctuating elds. In general av-
eraging of the combination C_2§‘) over V. involves path
Integrals {Z—\ ],) over these elds at all tin es from zero to
t. This is because & %) is nonlocal in time: A ccord—
ng to eqg. C19 it depends on tin es between zero and
. How ever, w ith the accuracy kr 1 1 one can perform
averaging in (25) at tin es sm allerand largerthan t° sepa—
rately. This splitting isachieved by expressing y ) {9
via the path Integrals, m aking use ofeqs {26 28) and av—

eraging the whole com bination C_2§) overV atalltimes
between 0 and t. O ne arrives at the e ective actions con—
taining nonlocal in tin e contrbutions Sg ;1 (t ;) which
vanish for all the tra gctories relevant in the quasiclassi-

callimitky 1l 1providedt; > t% t, < tYand vice versa.
Asa result we obtain
7 Z

dz1dzpJ1p Gt 1 05712) @ 2) (@iz2); (1)

J12 = Heg 3 6) 3 dhee 31 €50 Koddy + (32)

Here we used hz; jR; "1 @ 2z) @iz), where
A= hy )iy is the exact equilbbriim electron density
m atrix In the presence of interactions. W e can also add
that, as it was explained in Sec. 4 ofRef. [], with the
sam e accuracy kr 1 1 one can replace

N L p= e TR (33)
already before averaging overV . A fter that the factor-
ization C_3]_}) with ! ) is, of course, an exact proce—
dure.

W hat rem ains is to_average the product of the two
m atrix elements in (33). This averaging is carried out
In a standard m anner. If the eldsV vary at scales
exceeding the elastic mean free path, one can neglect
the dependence of both the classical paths x%1;;, and the
preexponent in eqg. @-9‘) on the eldsV . This approx—
In ation is su cient for evaluation of the W L correction
to the conductiviy.

Then averaging w ith the action Q—i_ﬁ:) can be perform ed
exactly. We rst integrate over V'Y . As both actions



@2) and £7) are linear in V*, this integration yields

the finction
vV (:x) V( ix;7n (8)ixom (8));
where
7t
Vo ( ;X;%n (8);%om (8))= e dsR (s i%n (8) X)
tO
R (s % (8)  x)] (34)

and the finction R (5;x) isde ned .n @ 4). Due to this
finction the subsequent J'ntegrzi;:jon overV also be-
com es trivialand we obtain Ji, = o Jig , where
s
(n)
am 1 @2s,
¥ @2 n)y3

e%(iso[xlnl iSo [kom ] iSR® Be1n i%om 1 St1lein i%om 1) .

e2s ™

@Xz@Zz

@X1@21

(35)

I eq. {35 the temtm S; is identical to one derived in
Ref. B] (see eq. (55) of that paper) whilke the action
Sk is obtained from eq. (54) of E] by form ally setting
the function n (p;r) equalto zero in that formula. The
action Sy ispurely realforany pairofpathsx;, and %,y .
T hus, together with the tem s 1Sy i can only provide
oscillations ofthe kemel J and in no way can com pensate
itsdecay J75" / exp( S=h).Asiwasalready discussed
inRef. [j and elsew here, the action St isrealand positive
for any pair of tra ctories (except for identical ones in
which case St = 0). The length of electron tra fctories
In ametalalways grow s w th tin e since electrons m ove
w ih a constant velocity ¥ . Hence, for any pair of
tin ereversed paths =1, (s) = %o, £+ t© s) the action
S1 grow sw ith tin e aswell. This In tum im plies that for
such paths the kemel J7J' decays w ith tin e and vanish
in the ong tine Iimitt € ! 1 at any temperature
Incliding, ofcourse, T = 0.

In the above analysis we neglected the evo]utJon op-
erator @, (@;) In the exact expression for 01 (Uz) (24
This is correct at Iow T and for the electron energies
above the Fem i level. Below the Fem ienergy, on the
contrary, one can drop tem s containing 1 % ) be-
cause in this case the eigenvalues of *, (°) are close to
one. Then the whol analysis is repeated, one should
only interchange the operators @; and @,. In this way
one again arrives at eg. C35 wih Sz ! Sk ) which
again decays asexp ( S=h). The rem aining options are
to neg]ect either @; or @, In both expressions br Ul 2
C24 One again nds the contributions / exp( Sr=h).
Since In all these cases S; ram ains the sam e, one con—
cludes that if the operators @; and @, yield com parable
contridbutions (in which case the exact form of C_2-4_:) should
be used) they willalso decay asexp ( S=h) on any pair
of tin ereversed paths. Below we present an explicit cal-
culation of the W L correction which fully con m s this
conclusion.

C . Pre-exponent and weak localization correction

W e are now prepared to evaluate the conductivity. A s
before, we assum e that kg 1 1 and that the eldsV
vary In space at scales exceeding the elastic mean free
path 1. In this case quasiclassical electron tra fctories
are not disturbed by interactions, and the contributions
ofthe uctuating eldsV add up independently. T here-
fore, we can approxin ately split the operators

1, GY) 1 G GOISEGEV sy Vo =2);  (36)
where 8 ;%) isthe evolution operator pertaining to the
non-interacting H am iltonian and

L Z
S5V ) = g (DT exp El d €, & () 67
tO
W ithin the sam e accuracy we can replace
oGtV agthvt)
Z
l A A4
=Texp -— dHo & ()] :38)
h o
Combining (36)-G8) with £4) we obtain
Gt © athvt) @ 4 e Tethv =2)
8 T vo=2)
U, %0 7 st v =22 4 )
+e8G5V =N ) T eGuv ) (39)

Substiuting C_ig) nto eq. C_l-l_l‘), evaliating the m atrix
elem ents of the operatoru ;t%V ") by m eans ofthe van

Vleck formula CZQ) and Jntegrat:ng over the uctuating
edsV exactly as in Sec. 5B QO],we nd

2x %t zZ Z
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A s before, the paths %1, and =%, satisfy the Newton
equation ¢30 wih V = 0) and the boundary condi-
tions %1y o ) ) = vi) and %, on ) © = X1 ) -

Egs. {40)-{42) represent the central result of this pa—
per. They determ ine the linear conductivity of an arbi-
trary disordered conductor to all orders in the electron—
electron interaction. T he above equations are based on
the exact resuls CZ4) and are valid In the quasiclassical
Imit kgl 1.Wewould like to em phasize that no qua—
siclassical approxin ation for the electron density m atrix
was em ployed during our derivation and no averaging
over In purities was perform ed at all.

Let us brie y analyze egs. Cfl-(_)')—Cfl-Zj). A ccording to
the standard argum ents tw o types of classical paths =i,
and o, , dentical and tin ereversed ones, play an in —
portant role in the quasiclassical 1im it kg 1 1. Fora
pair of identical paths Xin (s) = =, (s) the two actions
Sp In the exponent C4]1 cancel each other, the term St
vanishes identically and them atrix elem ents A 1;, reduce
to —fnctons A7) = (i 7,,) because Vj 0 In
this case. In this way we recover the well known prop—
erty that the di uson does not decay In tin e even in the
presence of interactions.

Here we are interested in the quantum ocorrection
to conductivity arising from the tim exeversed paths
K (S) = ¥on €+ t°  s). For any pair of such paths
the actions Sy cancelagain but the Interaction term St is
now positive, it grow sw ith tin e and yields (exponential)
decay of the quantity J°™ (41) in the long tine lin i.
Them atrix elem entsA 7}, also depend on the nteraction
and on tin e in this case. It is cbvious, how ever, thatA‘l‘“g
cannot grow at long tin esbecause the fiinction Vy (:34
purely realand, hence, 8 t;t% p=2) are the unitary op—
erators. The m atrix elem ents of such operators can only
oscillate provided the fiinction Vg changesin tin e. Hence,
no com pensation of decaying J°™ / exp( St ©)=h)
can be expected forsu cintly larget  t° and thewhole
expression under the integral over t° in eq. {40) decays
exponentially together with J"™ for any pair of tin e~
reversed paths. O bviously, the m atrix elem ents (42. ) also
cannot grow if one formm ally takesthe Iimit h ! 0,whike
J"™ vanishes In this lin it. A1l that inplies that { In
full agreem ent w ith our generalargum ents (Sec. 4) { one
can indeed obtain the dephasing tine from the condi-
tion Sy (/) h which does not depend on the density
matrix %, and identically reproduces our earlier resuls

g d 5, e

A Yhough In principle one can proceed further and un—
der certain approxin ations evaliate the m atrix elem ents
Cfl-%l) for pairs of tim exeversed paths, we will not do it
here. T he reason for that is cbvious from the above dis—
cussion: Particular valies of A7), are irrelevant for de-
phasing. Tt su cesto observe that these m atrix elem ents
do not grow at long tin es.

D . Relation to other results

Tt isusefiilto com pare egs. C4d {_52_5 ) w ith the resultsof
som e earlier calculationsoftheW L correction. A kshuler,
A ronov and K hm ehitskii AAK) I_Z-}'] considered the elec—
tron dephasing by a uctuating extemal eld. T heir re—
suls are easily recovered from our ca]cu]atJon if one sets
v 0. Then one again arrives at egs. 40 4:? w ith
ATS (y;2 2;).AAK farthem ore applied their re-
sults to the problem of interacting electrons identifying
an extemal eld wih one produced by uctuating elec—
trons (the ed V* i ouranalysis). In order to account
for Pauli blocking AAK suggested a phenom enological
procedure which am ounts to keeping only the classical
part of this eld and to cutting out its quantum m odes
with frequencies ! > T (le. allmodesat T ! 0). This
last step has no analogy in our calculation.

An attem pt to Jastify the procedure Q]:] was recently
undertaken by AAG {4]w ithin the fram ew ork ofthe rst
orderperturbation theory in the nteraction. O urgeneral
expressions, if expanded to the rst order, yield eg. (!E;ZG)
which can be written in the form

©) 4 I(l) + 1;\El) @3)
Here © isthe non-nteracting contribution de ned by
the rsttem in @:_é:), 1(1) corresponds to the temm s in
@:6) which contain the product V*V* (S;-tem s), while
él) isgiven by the term scontainingV* (1 24)V  and
(U8 o)\? A (SR ~termm s). A swe have already shown
in Ref. 5], eq. IA Ei) is exactly equivalent to one derived
by AAG Eff]. In parthu]ar, it contains the com bination
ooth
tenns 1(1) and F({l). .
The perturbative result A 6) is reproduced at every
stage of our analysis.

In order to cbtain :_76:6) one can jist evaliate the
operators[fl 2 pertuﬂoatjye]y starting directly from
their de nition 616) Substituting the result in eqg.
Cl4) and replacing % ) ! o In {14 one arrives

at @4).

A]rematjye]y, one can also expand the exact ex—
pressions for Ul 2 (:241) nvVv O ne recovers the
sam e result @_6)

One can also expand approxin ate expressions for
U1, @9) with the sam e resul.

F inally, one can perform a perturbat:ye expansion
of the quasiclassical result €40) O ne should ex-—
pand J"™ to the rst order in S: and Ai”g to
the rst order In V. One obtains temm s propor-
tional to the finctions W*Vv*i ! I [@A3) and
W*v i! R {@a4). The structure of this st
order quasiclassical result is identicalto that ofeq.
QZ:\ 6), In the latter one should jist use the quasi
classical form {_2§ for the m atrix elem ents of the



operators t;;; and replace the coordinates in the
argum ents of the elds V * by the classical paths,
V* (35i%3) ! VT (5i%in2m (5)). Note that this
substitution should be perform ed neither for the

eld V  nor for the elctron density matrix 7
because no quasiclassical approxin ation was em —
plyed wih this m atrix. Further details are pre-
sented in A ppendix.

E. Pauliprinciple and dephasing in the ground
state

Tt is som etin es argued that electron decoherence at

= 0 is In possible because of the Pauli principle: E lec—
tron at the Fem i surface can neither lose nor gain en—
ergy, hence, it cannot decohere. Cancellation of \coth"
and \tanh" term s in the rst order perturbation theory
is considered by som e authors as a form al consequence
of this energy constraint and, on the contrary, indepen-
dence of + on \tanh" tem s is interpreted as a sign of
physicalinconsistency ofthe calculation (\Pauliprinciple
is lost by approxim ations").

Our analysis { which fully accounts for the P auliprin—
ciple { does not support the above point of view . Our

nal resul, egs. 645) 642;) does depend on the Fem i
function, however, this dependence enters on]y Into the
pre-exponent via them atrix elem ents A7} C42 which In
tum depend on the electron density m atrix % . Thus,
the Pauli principle does not have any signi cant in pact
on the dephasing process. A s we have already explained
in Ref. 3] and elsew here, electron dephasing at ow T is
only caused by uctuations ofthe ed V* . Such uc-
tuations are described by the Siterm in the e ective ac—
tion which is not sensitive to v at all. In the presence
of Interactions the electron energy uctuates and it re—
m ains conserved only on average. At the sam e tin e elec—
trons cannot, of course, in niely decrease their energies.
W ithin our form alisn such process is prevented by the
dissipative temm s which explicitly depend on v . For in—
stance, eq. (99) ofRef. B] dem onstrates that electrons
above the Fem i level decrease energies, how ever, for en—
ergiesbelow e ective \dam ping" produced by the elec—
tron bath becom es negative, and the holes are pushed up
to the Fem isurface. Such processes give rise to the tim e
dependence of the preexponent contained In the m atrix
elem ents AT} {a3).

In the argum ents against quantum dephasingatT = 0
thePauliprincipl isused m erely asan energy constraint.
T herefore such argum ents are not speci c to Fem isys—
tem s 23] and can be tested for any quantum partick in-
teracting w ith a disspative quantum environm ent. It is
only im portant to ensure that the whole Interacting sys—
tem \particle+ environm ent" is in its true ground state
at T = 0. Onepossbl way to conduct such a test is to
study the equilbriim e ect of persistent currents P C)
for a particle on a ring in the presence of interactions.
Since nonvanishing PC can only exist in the presence of

quantum ooherence, (partial) suppression of its am pli-
tude by Interactionsm ay signal quantum dephasing.

Such a problem has recently been investigated by var-
jous authors and suppression of PC by (long range) in—
teractions was dem onstrated even at T = 0 [_l-]‘, :_l-§', :_2-4]
(see also fll- In particular, for the m odel ofa di usive
electron gas [_1], :_1-§'] one ndsthatP C gets suppressed by
Interactions exactly In the ground state provided the ring
perin eter exceeds a nite dephasing length L. . This
length tums out to be fully consistent with one found
from ourW L analysis.

W ithout going into further details ket us brie y ad—
dress only one pont directly related to our discussion. A
non-perturbative instanton analysis of the problem [_1§']
dem onstrates that suppression of PC by interactions is
controlled by the param eter

X]’.‘
kay r: 44)
k=1

Here = 3=(@8kZ¥) 1 isthe dinensionlss interac-
tion strength, ax are the Fourder coe cients of the in—
teraction kemel (ax 2= rYyh@E=k) orl k< r and
ayx 0 otherwise) and r = R=1 1 with R being the
ring radiis. P rovided the param eter l44I is large, PC is
strongly suppressed even at T = 0. T he dephasing ]ength
L, isderived from the condition «r 1 which yJe]ds.[lB]
L. = . _

Up to a num erical prefactor the param eter Cflé_j) is just
the instanton action describing tunneling between two
di erent topological sectors of the problem . The result
£44 cannot be correctly reproduced w ihin the pertur-
bation theory. Indeed, ket us expand the ux-depending
part of the free energy and PC to the rst order in
Then at T = 0 PC is found to be proportional to the
follow ing com bination fl8

. kay In kt 2 « 45)
_ a e S
* 2 Tk 2,
k=1
where 05< 4 05 is the extermal ux (nom alized
to the ux quantum ) piercing the ring. Foran all 1

one can expand the logarithm and reduce z_4-§) to

Xr f
kax : 46)

x 1 2
k

k=1

T he factors k in the num erator and denom J'ngtor cancel
and one is leftonly w ith a smallcorrection 2 _, ax
1. The above cancellation in eq. (46) obtaied

w ithin the M atsubara technique is to m uch extent anal-
ogous to \coth-tanh" cancellation in the real tin e ap—
proach. In both cases this cancellation is not com —
plte, but the rem aining term  is am all and does not give
the correct answer which can only be obtained by non-
perturbative m eans.

T he above exam ple provides yet one m ore illustration
of insu ciency of AAV ’'s perturbative approach. For in—
stance, ollow ing AAV ’s logics one could qualify (:fl-é_i') as



\an incorrect perturbative rather than a nonperturba-
tive" result only because this param eter is proportional
tothe rstpowerof butdoesnotagreew ith onederived
from the perturbation theory {45). P roceeding firther
along these lines, one could also \thh]Jght" a \m istake"

In our non-perturbative analysis [18] In OIdeli?tO do so,
one could observe that the sam e com bination k=1 Kax

enters into both non-perturbative C44 and perturbative
@5 ) expressions, how ever the latter also contains the log—
arithm which ism issing In the form er. Follow iIng the log-
icsofRef. [_7:] one would then be led to conclude that the
lIogarithm \is om itted in all orders of perturbation the-
ory" and the resul C44 ) pisequivalent to calculating only
a sihgl contrbution" -1 kax. In thisway AAV ar-
rived at their conclusion about m issihg diagrams © 9

In our calculation.

Fortunately, a detailed M onte Carlo sinulation pro-
vides a com plete num erical solution for the problem ﬁ18]
It unam biguously rules out the perturbative result @3)
and dem onstrates that PC is indeed strongly suppressed
for r levenexactlyatT = 0,see gs. 1and2ofRef
ﬁ18] Sim ilarly, our present results, egs. C40) (42.), allow
to discard perturbative calculations ofthe W L correction
to conductivity at low tem peratures.

VI. REMARKSON AAV'SCRITIQUE

The analysis of the previous section not only rules
out the AAV’s clain about vanishing dephasing rate at
T ! O but also dem onstrates that their critique of our
calculation B,:_ﬂ] is irrelevant. N evertheless, for the sake
of com pleteness we w ill reply to both critical points (1)
and (ii) ofRef. [11.

A . D ensity m atrix

In Ref. “] A AV stated that in egs. (43) of our paper
B Jwe \J:ep]aoe the denSJi:y m atrix by its \W igner trans-
form "", eq. (6) ofRef. d] This AAV ’s statem ent isnot
oo::lzect The only replacem ent perform ed in egs. (43)
of E] as com pared to the exact egs. (40) of that paper
(or egs. Cﬁ) of this paper) is de ned by our present eg.
d33 where

"0 ©i2) = n Mo ©;1) @7
andn( )= 1=Eexp('= ) + 1] is the Fem i function. In
otherwords, in Ref. S] we used the ollow ing expressions

p%=2m + Upp @)
2T

48)

hry 4L tanh —  (r1)

o7 (r2); 49)

292i=

w here and (r) are the ejgenva]ues and the eigen—

finctions of the Ham ittonian Hy. E {flS) was used in
(43) of ﬁ] and furtherwhile oonstructmg the e ective
actJon Eq. {49) wasused in Section 4 and Appendix A of
Ref. ﬁ ] (cf. eq. (54) ofthat paper) while perform ing the
rst order perturbative calculation of the conductance.
W ith the aid of the om (‘A9 in Ref. ﬁ ] we have proven
(partial) cancellation of \coth" and \tanh" tem s in the
rstorderat T ! 0 and reproduced the results ). A lso
thecombination1 2n (o;r) Inegs. (52), (54) and (68) of
B] hasnothing to do w ith the \W igner transform " ofthe
density m atrix, but issim ply equaltotanh H o (o;r)=2T).
This form yieldspurely realSg forallpathsand Sg = 0
for any pair of tin ereversed classicalpaths.

Let us com pare our egs. 647') C49') wih eq. () of
Ref. [_1]. T he latter equation (4] de nes an objact 104,
which is neither an operator (cf our egs. l47,48)) nor
the electron density matrix o (;r%) = hr; Jo¥ei (f
our 9. @9‘)). W e conclude that eq. (5) ofRef. fj] has
nothing to do with our analysis. Since AAV's clain of
our \m apr m istake" and their subsequent critique are
based on their eq. (5), both this clain and critique can
be proven irrelevant already by a direct com parison w ith
what was actually done in our paper '_ 1.

B . E ective action and com m utation relations

In Ref. [j] AAV pointed out that while constructing
our e ective action we disregarded the P oisson brackets
or, which isthe sam e, the com m utation relationsbetw een
the operators %y and \% entering the H am ittonians {_i]‘) .
AAV furthem ore argued that if one takes care about
ordering of these operators, one arrives at the e ective
action di erent from ours. A though the form ofthisac—
tion wasnot speci ed, it wasclaimed in Ref. [_72] that the
term Sy is not anym ore real, but contains an in aginary
part. According to AAV this In aghary part provides
nonzero contrbution to Sy evaluated on pairs of time
reversed paths and \in perturbation theory ensures that
the ultraviolt divergence in iSg cancels that ofS:".

T he latter statem ent of AAV is false. T he correct one
is just the opposite: Tt isthe ralpart of Sy that gives rise
to \tanh"-tem s which com pensate \coth"-contributions
In the st order perturbation theory at T = 0. AAV
seem not to appreciate the fact that the tetm iSg In
the exponent of the In uence fiinctional and the m atrix
elem ents generated by this term in the perturbation the—
ory aredi erent m athem aticalob ects. T he perturbative
contrbution from a purely In aginary tem iSy can and
does cancelthe contribution from a purely realterm St in
the rstorderatT ! 0 wihin the Golden rule approx—
In ation. This is a general property not speci c to any
particular calculation. Form ore inform ation we refer to
the textbook @5] w here the derivation of the perturba—
tion theory from the n uence functionalwasanalyzed in
details, see egs. (12-104) to (12-108) ofthat book.

As to the commutation relations, everything is, of



course, correct w ith them in our path integral analysis.
In order to dem onstrate that one should only keep track
of correct ordering for the operators in the perturbation
expansion. O neway could be to proceed directly w ith the
Ham iltonians {11) w here ordering isde ned uniquely and
no am biguity can occur. A ltematively, the ullperturba—
tion theory can be recovered by expanding the n uence
functional in powers of iSg + S;. In this case one should
(@) replace the m om entum and coordinate variables by
the operatorsp ! ¥, r! £ and (b) specify the proper
way of ordering ( xed by egs. Q7- ) in addition to the
expression for the e ective action [.'25-]

Furthem ore, as it was dem onstrated above, in order
to nd - atT ! 0 i issu cient to correctly derive the
classical h-independent) part of the action only. O bvi-
ously, while deriving S ©? there is no need to take care of
the comm utation relations at all. This action is always
real and is obtained from the quantum Ham iltonian by
replacing the operators by the corresponding cnum ber
finctions. For instance, from {_ij) (after the replacem ent
v B! %) weobtain

Px —  Upp® + eV’ ( ;x)

+0 2m

1
ED 2n Ho Eix))EV  ( ix) : 50)

T hese actions are real and insensitive to the ordering of
eV and1l 2% . Hence, the action Sy i_3'] obtained from
Sl(czD by averaging over V. ; is realas well. On top of
that, Sg vanisheson pairs oftin ereversed paths. Hence,
it can only contrbute to the preexponent. The latter
represents the quantum ocorrection which is sensitive to
the ordering of the operators. H owever, this correction
is om ally sm aller In the param eter h, and, as we have
already discussed in Sec. 4, it can never cancel S ©? as
long as the latter exceeds h.

In our problem it is not convenient to apply the van
Vleck formula C29) directly to the Ham iltonians Hi;,
Cli T his is because the latter contain the sharp func-
tion of the electron m om entum 1 2n Hy ;%)) which
e ectively tums uctuations around the classical paths
non-G aussian. This { purely technical { com plication is
circum vented by egs. C_Z-A_i) and the subsequent analysis
of Sec. 5. T his analysis dem onstrates that non-G aussian

uctuations give rise to the p]:e—exponentJal factors A 1,
In the expression for the conductivity (40 W e have
proven In Sec. 5 that these factors are irrelevant for de—
phasing because they do not grow at long tin es and,
hence, cannot cancel the term Sj.

VII. SUMMARY

In summ ary, we have derived a com plete expression for
the weak localization correction to the conductivity of
a disordered conductor in the presence electron-electron
Interactions. O ur analysis has been carried out w ithin
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the standard m odel for an interacting electron gas in dis—
ordered conductors w ith no approxin ations beyond the
accuracy ofthede nition oftheW L correction. In partic—
ular, Interactions have been treated non-perturbatively,
no quasiclassical approxin ation for the electron density
m atrix hasbeen em ployed and no disorder averaging has
been perform ed at all. W e have fully con m ed our ear—
lier results H, d, @, 6] and extended them by explic-
itly taking Into account quantum uctuations around the
classical paths for Interacting electrons. W e have proven
that such uctuations, w hilke practically irrelevant for the
calculation of  , do contribute to the C ooperon dynam —
ics at short tin es causing, for instance, partial cancella—
tion of the well known \coth" and \tanh" tem s in the
rst order perturbation theory. W e have also dem on—
strated the failure of a perturbative calculation 1] in
the problem of quantum dephasing of electrons at low
tem peratures. F nally we have refiited AAV ’s critique of
our previous calculation B, :5] observing that (i) P oisson
bracketsare irrelevant forthe problem ofelectron dephas-
Ing by interactionsand (ii) no \W igner transform " ofthe
electron density m atrix was perform ed in our derivation.
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N ote added. A fter this paperhad already been subm it-
ted there appeared an independent work 26 addressing
the sam e issue. In this work von D elft vD ) has success—
fully rederived our In uence functional for interacting
electrons '[j] and argued that (@) our approach \properly
ncorporates the Pauli principle" and () \the standard
K eldysh diagram m atic expressions for the self energy of
the C ooperon can be obtained from iSy + S;", ie. from
our In uence functional. Thus, it is now veri ed not
only In ourwork but also independently by other authors
D6, 27] that our path integral result (10) ] contains all
RPA diagram s to all orders in the electron-electron in-
teraction.

The observations @) and () are In portant because
they allow to restrict the whole discussion to just one {
purely m athem atical { issue, ie. how to correctly evalu—
ate the path integral C_l-g) . W e believe that the analysis
presented in Sec. 5 of this paper should elim nate all
doubts l_2§l] conceming the role of Sg -tem s for quantum
dephasing of electrons at low tem peratures. T his analy—
sis, for instance, nvolves none of the approxim ations de—
noted In l_2-§] as (i), () and (i) . In particular, it rulesout
vD ’s con ecture that w ithin our approach we \neglect all
the diagram s of F ig. 2b" of [Zé Quite on the contrary,
our nalresul, egs. ('AOn) (:4_12) explicitly accounts for all
these diagram s (giving rise to the \tanh"-contribution

@ 9) in the rstorder) aswellas or in nitely m any di-
agram s of allhigher orders not presented in Ref. f_Z-é]



Several additional comm ents are In order: (i) The
statem ent ﬁ26 that the rst order perturbative result
contains no ultraviolt UV ) divergences is explicitly in—
correct for 1d and 2d system s, see, eg., eq. (70) ofRef.
E]. (i) We dJsagreewn:h vD ’s concture (see the foot—
note 16 in Ref. 126]) that diagram s w ith crossed and
overlapping interaction lines can be neglected [_2§] 111)
Further evidence that the above concture is problem —
atic is provided by the resulks Il8] which we also address
in Sec. 5E £9]. Tn that problm the rst order diagram s
yield negligile contrbution C4G and, hence, the correct
result {44 is dom inated by all the rem aining diagram s
w ith crossed and overlapping interaction lnes. (iv) The
argum ent presented by egs. (10-11) of [2-6] is lnconclu—
sive, since it isbased on an in proper appJJcatJon ofqua-—
siclassicalm ethods to Fem isystem s B(] TIf one expands
the electron density m atrix ¢ In powers ofh one indeed
gets a series of tem s diverging at T ! 0. However, this
observation can only im ply that the Taylor expansion of
the step function (ie. the Fem ifunction at T ! 0 and
energies close to ) is essentially useless. A much m ore
usefiil strategy isto retain ( which is, of course, always

nite and not large) in its full quantum m echanical form
and to apply quasiclassics only to those m atrix elem ents
which donot contain (. This strategy was in plem ented
In Sec. 5. ) In contrast to vD ’s con gcture In the oot—
note 23 of l_2-§] our result C_i(_i)—{_éigi) does not diverge at
T ! 0.

APPEND IX A

Here wew ill sum m arize severalexpressionsused in our
calculation and present som e perturbative in the interac—
tion resuls for the conductiity.

Averagihg overthe uctuating eldsV  im pliescalcu—
lating the doubl path integral

Z

5
h:i:dy = DV DV (m)exp ESEM YA @a1)
HereSgy can beunderstood asa form ally exacte ective
action for the Hubbard-Stratonovich eldsV , see, eg.,
eq. (10) ofRef. [;%]. For the situation discussed here it is
su clenttoexpand S gy to the second order in V. Then

one nds

a*K k2 K)_,
Sem IV 1= C )4V ( K)TV ®)
Z
+E —d4K vV ( K )7]{2311 ® )Oothh—!V K) @A2)
2 @) 4 2T !
where K = (! ;k): This action allow s to detem ine the

correlation fiinctions

"oVt 0;0)i= hIr)
d*K 4 h! .
=h ——n th—e % ;@3
ey ok ) Thor© @3
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W' v (0;0)i= ihR ()
o d'K 4 K% g
)R ®)© ’
W &rv (0;0)i= 0: @A5)
Herewehavede ned_X_ = (Gr);andK X = 't kr:Em-

ploying the action [ 2) is equivalent to descrbing the
electron-electron interaction within the random phase
approxin ation.

Let us expand the resuls C_l-é_i,g-é_l') to the st non-
vanishing order in the interaction (second order n V. )
and replace &y ) = % . Then we cbtain

Zt E

—  df tr &), G R; Yo €50
3h v

Zt Zt Z1

=  a’ d; d,m tr jR)GE 1)

+ . “ } R
Vi (1) (17 2) V (2)+2(1 290V (2)

@ (2;2) R; %I €5t

N A+ 1 A
e JE 5 2) V() S A 28V (2)
o (20 R; %10 % VT (1) (1570 (A6)

v

A fter averaging over V. the latter expression coincides
w ith the result derived in Ref. [ff]. T he tem p]:opoﬁjonal
toc:o‘ch}z‘—T an erges from the average H7* (1) Y (5)d,
2%.

Further details can be fund in Ref. fl.

Note, that eq. @ 4) represents the exact rst order
result obtained w ithout any evaluation of the path inte-
grals. Eq. @Q‘) is valid to all orders in the interaction,
but i wasderived by evaluating the path integrals in the
quasiclassicallin it ky 1 1. Let us expand J"™ C4]1) to
the rst order n S; and A}Y C42 to the rst order in
Vo . Then w ith the aid of eq. C40) we reproduce eg. @ §)
w ith trivialm odi cations as described tow ards the end
ofSec. 5D .

Let usnow identically transform our rst order quasi-
classical results for I(lR) to a som ewhat di erent form .

For that purpose lt us express the electron density m a—

trix o as follow s:
hzy o Foi= o (21722)
Zl nw #
1 iT
=< dsz @)t ———F5 W 2iziz)iA7)
2 h sinh [5>2]
1
where up ( s;3;22) = hz1 1y (0;8) 21 is the m atrix ele—

m ent of the evolution operator for non-interacting elec—
trons. In addition we note that the functions I (t;r) @_3)



and R (;r) {_ﬁé) are related to each other by m eans of
the dentity
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M aking use of the above identities we arrive at the fol-
w

Jow ing expressions for R :

T coth =51
IX)= dslThLR(t $iD+R( t g0l
|
7 Z Z
o et X t 40 +1 s g Go-d iT? coth[ T s;=h] )
= s;ds r -
1 12nh . L T N T e [ Teohy 0 Tl
s
1 @28 (et %1 5v1) det@zso(rn " €0 x25v2)
(2 h)3 @xl@yl @Xz@Yz
exp ESS“’ €t x15v1) Eso(m ) 5 %25y2)
Z t Z t
d dz R (1 2 S5%n (1) Ha(2)+R (1 2 Si%m (1) 2 (2))
+0 +0
R (1 2 S5%na (1) 2n (2)) R 2 Si%m (1) =®a(2))
&  »luo( 95v15v2) (A 8)
and
Z Z Z
L e4 X t 0 ! T iT
R = at dSl dSZ dy1 dY2 dzdr . .
12m h o 1 1 hsinh[ Ts;=h]hsinh[ Ts;=h]
’ s
(n) (m)
@2s 0% ; 9%, ;
(e, Tu) oo, - det ( 1iv1) det ( 2iY2)
@ h) @x1@y1 @x2@y2
i
ep —So" Gxiv)  TSg Gixeiy)
Z t Z t
di do w® 2 siviio) R (1 2;i%1n (1) 1)
0 0
R(1  2i%m (1) Du(z LGrzE pu( sizive)
@ 2w siviiz)uo®  2;z;ir) R(1 2% (1) 1)
R(1  2/%m (1) Duw(z £ si5v) @9

Egs. @:8) and {_P:_él) have a very sin ilar structure. T hese
tw o expressions are, how ever, not fiillly identical even at
T ! Oand, henoe, they do not cancelexactly in the rst
order result 643), see also Sec. 4 ofRef. 5

Further evaluation of egs. C_A_E{ ) and @_ﬂ) m akes little
sense because the rst order perturbation theory can-—
not provide any usefil inform ation about the electron
dephasing tin e at low tem peratures. N everthelss, the
above expressions are ofa certain interest, since they help
to ilustrate the relation between perturbative and non—
perturbative resuls at the stage when the quasiclassical
approxin ation has already been perform ed. W e cbserve,
for instance, that all the rst order tem s, both \coth"
and \tanh" contributions, are filly reproduced from our
path integralanalysis. A nother observation concems the

relation between the quasiclassical paths em erging from
the path Integrals and those entering the rst order re—

sults or . The W L correction to the conductivity
is de ned on pairs of tim ereversed path, and only such
paths (plus uctuations around them ) are relevant for
the path integralanalysis ofthis quantity. O foourse, the
sam e paths enter if the general result is expanded to the
rst order in the interaction before the transform ation
@_’2) . However, after this transform ation there appear
additional m atrix elem ents ugy of the electron evolution
operator. P roceeding quasiclassically, one can evaluate
thesem atrix elem entsby m eans ofthe van V leck form ula
£9), ie. to write
(k)

0
/e}%o

w2 8inio) © 2 =0 @10



and sim ilarly for otherm atrix_elm ents. Substituting uog
in the orm A 1() into egq. @ 9) one can interpret the
result in temm s of the electron m otion along additional
classical paths %y (s), say, rst from y; to r and then
from r to z (som e of these paths violate the requirem ent
ofcausality, sseFig. 3 ofRef. i_E:] and related discussion).
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Thiscould In tum create an illusion that these additional
paths are m issing in the path integral form ulation. The
above analysis clearly indicates the origin of such an illu-
sion. It also dem onstrates that { in contrast to Ref. @] {

the whole issue hasnothing to do w ith disorder averaging
which is not perform ed here at all.
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