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On the \non-perturbative analysis" of zero-tem perature dephasing:
I.D yson equation and self energy.
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of a \non-perturbative analysis" by \purely m athem atical m eans" is incom patible with the very

de nition of the selfenergy.

R ecent paper 'E.'] by G olubev and Zaikin, called a \re-
ply" to our comm ent g], contains nothing new but at—
tem pts to justify and improve the calculation of the
preexponential factors for som e \path integrals" having
nothing to do w ith the contrbutions identi ed in the sec—
ond part of Ref. ﬂ’_i]. For this reason, we do not acospt
it as a regponse to our ob fctions, and w ill not analyze
the calculation of R ef. [’;l:] here. However, sihce GZ m is—
represent basic notions of eld theory m ethods :_IB] rather
than only their applications to disordered system s, we

nd it necessary to m ake several comm ents. Below , we
w ill show that Egs. (5) and (8) ofRef. E:] [copied below
asEgs. @) and 4_3)], used by G Z to explain \why pertur-
bative In the Interaction techniques are insu cient for
the problem in question", contradict the construction of
D yson equation. For pedagogical reasonswe recallABC
of Dyson selfenergy rst, and then analyse GZ argu—
m ents.

ABC ofDyson selfenergy | A ccording to D yson E],
any propagator, such asan electron G reen function G (! ),
ora Cooperon in the present case, is connected to tsbare
form , Gy (!),and a selfenergy  (!)
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where ! is a schem atic notation for energies and m o—
m enta of the particle or C ooperon. It should be em pha-
sized that  is not an \ambiguous" quantity de ned by
an expression = 1=G;, 1=G butratherisawellde ned
m athem atical ob ct { sum ofall onepartick irreducible
graphs, seeFig.1 (a—<) Prthe lowest order contributions.

The signi cance ofthe Introduction of is the follow -
ing: the expansion of Eq. ('_]:) In powers of the Interac—
tion strength contains poles of higher and higher orders,
Go(h).

In contrast, (!) Includes one particke irreducble
graphs only and does not contain contributions propor-
tional to G§ (!') { each of the contrdbutions is a non-
factorizable Integral over intermalm om enta and energies.

T hese iIntegrations either elimn inate or substantially re—
duce the singularities of . In particular, when the in—
tegrals are ultraviolkt (detem Ined by large energies and
m om enta and proportional to som e power of the high-
energy cuto ) (!)is nieat! ! 0,and isexpansion
In powers of the Interaction coupling constant is a well
de ned asym ptotic serdes.

T he conventionalschem e does not assum e that one de-
term Ines G (! ) by som e m eans (hon-perturbative anal-
ysis) and then evaliates (!) through Eq. {}). Quite
contrary, if G (! ) can be expanded in tem s of the In—
teraction strength, each of these tem s should be also
possble to obtain from the diagram m atic expansion for

(!). As Iong as the two approaches give di erent re-
suls, i is the "non-perturbative analysis" rather than
the diagram m atic expansion to be questioned.

G olubevZaikin’s selfenergy { Let us discuss the self
energy of the C ooperon, presented by GZ in Ref. @]:
Eq. (6) ofRef. {I)
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\w here and are proportional to interaction
strength fl]". Since  (!) from Eq. @) at any nite !

can be expanded In term s of and , it is perturoative

and should ke accessbk by usualdiagram m atic approach.
O n the other hand this expansion is sngularat ! ! O0:

Eq. (8) ofRef. {l))
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note that each term in this expansion is proportional to
a power of interaction constant. Once again, Egs. @)
and G_Ei) are the equations used by GZ to dem onstrate
that the \ perturbative in the Interaction technigques are
Insu cient for the problem in question".

In GZ scheme, isdeterm ined by ultraviolt ntegral
and proportional to the high energy scale 1= o, which is
supposed to be much bigger than T ;1= and any other
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scale in the problm K]. The om ofthe second tem in
the right hand side of Eq. @) in plies that this tem

(1) is the second order expansion in  of the selfenergy,

e Fig. 1b<);

(1) contains the sam e pol asbare G reen function (pare
C ooperon) ;

(iii) is determm ined by factorizable product of the ultravi-
okt divergent integrals.

A s we have already explained such answer is hardly
feasible for a one particle irreduchble self energy. In the
second order of the perturbation theory, there is an ob—
ct which has a chance to possess such a structure, see
Fig.1l(d). However, it does not belong to the selfenergy.

The self-energy diagrams
can not be separated by cutting one electron line:

a) b) c)

This diagram is not in the self-energy:

M m Second order
/;'an be cut here

FIG.1l:First (@) and second order (b-d) diagram s.

C onclusion | The equation for the self energy pre—

sented by GZ (i) hasa wellde ned perturbative expan—
sion in the Interaction and (ii) contradicts the conven-—
tionaldiagram m atic m ethods. T herefore, the argum ents
of GZ about insu ciency of the perturbative expansion
lack the substance.

Such a discussion could beonly justi ed, provided that
G Z explicitly evaluate the irreducible diagram s of topol-
ogy ofFig. 1 (b-¢), and dem onstrate that 1=! divergence
appears In a doubl ulraviolkt integral. W e do not re-
quire a full scale second order calculation of all the dia—
gram sw ith num ericalcoe cients, wewould like to see at
Jeast one irreducible graph which is double ultraviolet
and 1=! divergent at the sam e tim e.
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4] G Z stilldid not revealtheirm ethod of evaluating the cut—
o of their non-logarithm ically divergent ultraviolet inte—
grals except by declaring that the \divergence of the in—
tegral at high frequencies is cut at 1= . because a
classical path needs a tim e exoeed:ng e to retum to the

w ithin se]f—energy)
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