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Q uantum D ots w ith D isorder and Interactions: A Solvable Large-g Lim it
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W eshow thatproblem ofinteracting electronsin a quantum dotwith chaotic boundary conditions

is solvable in the g ! 1 lim it,where g is the dim ensionless conductance ofthe dot. The critical

pointofthe g = 1 theory (whose location and exponentare known exactly)thatseparatesstrong

and weak-coupling phasesalso controlsa widerfan-shaped region in thecoupling-1=g plane,justas

a quantum criticalpointcontrolsthe fan in atT > 0.The weak-coupling phase isgoverned by the

UniversalHam iltonian and the strong-coupling phase is a disordered version ofthe Pom eranchuk

transition in a clean Ferm iliquid. Predictions are m ade in the various regim es for the Coulom b

Blockade peak spacing distributions and Fock-space delocalization (reected in the quasiparticle

width and ground state wavefunction).

73.50.Jt

The union ofinteractions and disorder in electronic

system s poses a nasty problem : Techniques that work

when only one or the other is present failwhen they

coexist. Here we discuss a class ofproblem s involving

quantum dots(Q D’s)wheretheeviltwinscan betam ed,

thanksto a sm allparam eter1=g,g being thedim ension-

less conductance ofan open Q D.The problem is inter-

esting for experim ents in the Coulom b Blockade (CB)

regim e1{4.

W econsiderd = 2dotscharacterizedbyE F ,theFerm i

energy,E T ,theThoulessenergy (which istheam ountby

which the uncertainty principle broadens the electronic

energy levelsin thetim eittakestotraversethedot),and

�,theaveragesingleparticlelevelspacing,with E F > >

E T > > �.E T also m easurestheband around theFerm i

energy wherein the energy levels and wave functions (g

in num ber) m ay be described statistically5 by Random

M atrix Theory (RM T)6;7. The random ness here is due

to the chaotic boundary conditions,with the m ean free

path lequaltothesam plesizeL,and E T ’ E � ’ �hvF =L,

whereE � isthe levelwidth due to scattering.

O urham iltonian is:

H =
X

�

 
y
� �"� +

1

2

X

���

V���  
y
� 

y

�
  � (1)

where"� aresingle-particlelevelsthatobey RM T statis-

tics,have a m ean spacing � and range from � g�=2 to

g�=2.In thefollowingwewillsupressspin forsim plicity,

pointing outhow itsrestoration m odi�esvariousresults.

Choices for V��� range in previouswork from allof

them being independentgaussian variables8 to the Uni-

versalHam iltonian9{11,wherein V���� = u0 �,(alloth-

erszero). The sole param eteru0 clearly couples to Q
2,

Q being the totalcharge. For the spinfulcase a term

coupling to total~S2 isalso included.

W eem ploy thechoicem adeby M urthy and M athur12

(M M ) who appealto the Renorm alization G roup (RG )

approach developed by oneofus13,whereoneintegrates

out m odes that lie outside a narrow band centered on

the Ferm ienergy to expose the low-energy physics.In a

clean system theRG leadstoLandau’sFerm iLiquid (FL)

param eters14 as �xed-point couplings13. W ith disorder

oneexpectsthisRG to work tillwecom e down to E � ’

E T ,stillleading to FL couplings since E T < < E F . At

thispointdisorderisincluded exactly by switching from

the k basisto the disorderbasis:

V��� =
�

4
X

kk0

u(� � �
0)
�
�
�
�(k)�

�
�(k

0)� �
�
�(k

0)���(k)
�
� (�� ! �)

where � and �0 are the anglesofthe m om entum vectors

k and k0and V��� isjustthetranscription oftheFerm i

liquid interaction VF L = E T

2g

P

kk0 u(� � �0)nknk0. W e

willFourier resolve the interaction as u(� � �0)= u0 +P 1

m = 1
um cos[m (� � �0)]. The constantu0 controlsV ’s

with nonzero averagehV���� i= �

g2

P

kk0u(�;�
0)= u0�.

Allcouplingshavenonzero uctuationsgiven by

hV
2

��� i� hV��� i
2 =

� 2

4g2

X

m = 1

u
2

m : (2)

Couplings with zero average are discarded in the Uni-

versalHam iltonian9{11.Can thesecouplingsbe relevant

in the RG sense and dom inate low-energy physics,de-

spite their sm allsize in the originalHam iltonian? To

answer this,M M 12 resorted to further ferm ionic RG 15

within E T . Their one-loop �-function yielded a critical

pointatu�m = � 1=ln2 form > 0.(Upon including spin

theinstabilitiescan occurin thechargeorspin channels,

the criticalcoupling being � 1=2ln2 for each channel.)

Forum > � 1=ln2,the ow led to the UniversalHam il-

tonian,while forum < � 1=ln2 there wasa runaway to

strong coupling. The two phasesseem ed clearly related

to two typesofbehaviorin levelspacingsand thenature

ofquasiparticles. However,uncertainty surrounding the

natureofthestrong-couplingphaseand even itsvery ex-

istence,predicated asitwason aone-loopcalculationand

a �xed pointoforderunity,im peded furtherprogress.
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FIG .1. D iagram m atic proofofthe large-N (with N = g)

nature ofthe theory.D isorder-averaging internallinesforces

l= m with a free sum .

W ehaveveri�ed thatthetheory issolvable in thelim it

g ! 1 ,with 1=g playing theroleof1=N in large-N theo-

ries.Thekey idea isillustrated by proving thatthefour

pointfunction G ��� isjusta sum ofrepeated particle-

holebubblediagram s.Recallthatin theorieswith inter-

action V = �=N (
P

i
 
y

i i)(
P

j
 
y

j j),only such iterated

bubblessurvive,since only they havea free sum overN

foreach extra loop. The situation here issim ilar. Con-

sider the one-loop diagram sin ourtheory. Each vertex

carriesa sum over two m om enta ( k and k
0 in Fig. 1a

forthe bare vertex),and each propagatorisdiagonalin

the disorder eigenvalue index,but not the k index. In

Fig. 1b, the internalstates involve a sum over term s

ofthe form ���(l)��(m )���(m )��(k) Replacing the sum

(over�;�;l;m )by the ensem bleaveragesusing

h�
�
�(k1)��(k2)�

�
�(k3)��(k4)i=

�12�34

g2
+ O (1=g3) (3)

(and neglecting uctuations down by 1=g)we �nd that

m = land thatthereisa freesum overg valuesofeither

one ofthem . (An exception occurs when either vertex

involvesu0 which doesnotow
12.) Thereaderm aycheck

that other possible one-loop particle-hole and particle-

particle diagram sare down by 1=g because one orm ore

oftheexternalk labelscreep intothediagram .Thesam e

logic holds for higher orders. Consequently,M M ’s one-

loop �-function and criticalexponent� = 1=�0(u�)= 1

are exactand the phase transition is real. W e now ask

whatitcorrespondsto.

Letusconsiderjustoneum < 0 and factorize:

exp

"

�

2

X

kk0

jum jcos(m � � m �
0)

#

=

Z

d� exp

�

�
j�j2

2jum j�
� � �� � M��  �

�

where� = (�1 ;�2)hastwo com ponents,asdoesM :

(M 1
;M

2)=
X

k

�
�
�(k)��(k)(cosm � ;sinm �) (4)

Integrating outtheferm ionswegetan e�ectiveaction

S = �
j�j2

2jum j�
+ Trln[(i! � "�)I� � � M ] (5)

where I is the unit m atrix. The quadratic part ofthe

action is

S0 = �

Z

d�

�
_�2

4g� 3
+
j�j2

2�

�
1

jum j
� ln2

��

(6)

upon using the disorder-averaged result

*
X

��

N � � N �

"� � "�

+

=
2

� 2

Z g�

2

0

d"1d"2

"1 + "2
=
2gln2

�
(7)

whereN � isthe Ferm ioccupation factoroflevel�.The

_�2
term isvalid forfrequencieswellbelow �.(W e shall

notbeinterested in fasterm otion ofthecollectivem ode.)

To recon�rm the large-g natureofthetheory,onede-

�nes �� = �=g and evaluates the Trln,term by term ,

and �ndsthatS hasa g2 in front,which playstheroleof

1=�h.If1=g2 = 00�h
00
= 0,wearein the classicallim itand

spontaneoussym m etry breaking is possible (even)fora

singledegreeoffreedom ,whileif1=g2 > 0,thisisim pos-

sible due to \quantum " uctuations.Ifwe include m ore

um ’s,thecorresponding �’swillm akeadditivecontribu-
tionsto S.Assoon asoneofthem breakssym m etry,the

restwillnotm atter.

The phase diagram isshown in Figure 2. Letus�rst

focus on 1=g = 0. For um > u�m ,h�i = 0. For um <

u�m ,h�i 6= 0 with a M exican hat m inim um located by

balancingthequadraticterm wehaveabovewith therest

ofS.Thisleadsto hj�ji= C g
p
jrjwhereC isa num ber

oforderunity and r = u�1m � (u�m )
�1 . At1=g = 0 there

areno uctuationsand � can sitanywhereon a circle.

W hathappensat1=g > 0 followsfrom itsrole asthe

pre-factor in the action of ��: the criticalpoint can be

feltwithin a critical"fan" justasa T = 0 criticalpoint

can inuenceT > 0 physics16.Thefan isV -shaped since

both r and 1=g scalewith exponent1.

For1=g > 0 the sym m etry ofthe M exican hatvalley

isexplicitly broken by sam ple-speci�ccorrectionsto next

order in 1=g yielding a unique m inim um at som e angle

�. The stability ofthis m inim um to "quantum " uctu-

ations (at nonzero 1=g) is exam ined by reading o� the

ham iltonian for� from Eqn.(6)forthe e�ective action.

Theangularpartof� isgoverned by

H � =
L2

g
+ gV (�) (8)

where L is the angular m om entum conjugate to �,and

factorsotherthan g are suppressed. The radialpartof

< � > ’ g which appearsin both kinetic and potential

term sisrepresented by itsaveragevalueoforderg.The

potentialterm dom inatesatlargeg and ensuresthatthe

wavefunction islocalized nearthem inim um ofV .Unlike

in thetwo phases,thecriticalpoint(and fan region)has

very largeuctuationsin �:From the ham iltonian

H � = gP
2 +

�4

g2
(9)

we estim ate the ground state wave function to have a

width O (g1=2)in �.Astheinteraction increaseswecross
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FIG . 2. Schem atic showing the critical point at

u
�
m

= � 1=log2 in the g ! 1 lim it on the x-axis. As g

decreases one m ovesin the y-direction and the criticalpoint

controlsthe behaviorofallphysicalquantitiesin a \fan".

overfrom the UniversalHam iltonian phase through the

criticalregion to the sym m etry-broken phase.

W hat does the order param etercorrespond to? In a

pure system when any Landau param eter um < � 2 (

< � 1 with spin),the Ferm isurface undergoesa Pom er-

anchuk shape transition14;17. Forexam ple ifm = 2 the

shape is an oval17,with the directorbeing a G oldstone

m ode. The present transition is the disordered version

ofthis,with sm alldisorderterm sm aking the G oldstone

m ode m assive. (An anisotropic gap at the Ferm isur-

face could also arise when considering instabilities in

the spin channel18). Note that the phenom enology de-

scribed above can occur on top ofa m esoscopic Stoner

transition19;9;10.

The phase diagram clari�esatleasttwo issues.First,

we can relate the uctuations of � to \delocalization

in Fock space"20,which concerned the crossoverofthe

quasiparticlewidth to a Breit-W ignerform asa function

ofitsenergy.Note that� actsasa background �eld for

the ferm ionsin the Hartree-Fock Ham iltonian

H H F =
X

��

 
y
� ["���� + h�i� M�� ] �: (10)

O utsidethecriticalfan H H F iscontrolled by onesharply

peaked value of < � > (either zero or som ewhere on

the M exican hat’s valley)and states are descendantsof

a single Slater determ inant. In the fan � su�ers large

criticaluctuations. Thus we expect the ground state

to go from being localized to delocalized and back to

localized as we raise the coupling at �xed g. This re-

entrance has been seen in num erics21. W e connect the

quasiparticle width20 to its energy ",by arguing that "

playsthe sam e role as1=g orT,and thatthere willbe

a fan in the u � " plane. As the quasiparticle energy

increasesin eitherphase,onehitsthecrossoverfan with

itsdelocalized states.

Second,wecan understand thedependenceoftheCB

peak spacing distribution on u22;23.H H F (Eqn.(10)isa

sum oftwo random Ham iltonians whose widths can be

added in quadratureto yield an e�ectivelevelspacing

� 0=
p
� 2 + 6< � > 2 =g2 (11)

In the weak-coupling phase < � > = 0 and there is no

m em ory ofum .In the broken sym m etric phase we have

< � > = C g�
p
r,and thee�ectivelevelspacingincreases

with r,and thusum .Thereisa crossoverbetween these

two regim esin the criticalfan.

Let us now briey analyze the relevant experim ents.

The Sivan etal1 and Pateletal2 experim ents are done

on gated G aAs2DEG sam ples,forwhich rs � 1� 1:2 in

thebulk.Using thearea ofthesam pleand thefactthat

these dots are in the ballistic lim it we can �nd both �

and E T ,and thence�nd g � 7� 14.Sivan etal1 �nd that

theCB peak spacing isabout5 tim esbroaderthan that

predicted by theUniversalHam iltonian,which describes

theweakcouplingregion ofourphasediagram .However,

Pateletal2 �nd itto be in accord with thisprediction,

after accounting for \experim entalnoise" which is de-

term ined by m easuring the m agnetic�eld asym m etry of

the CB spacings2 (which indicatesm otion ofthe dopant

atom s, or som e other scram bling ofthe single-particle

potential).Thus,thePateletaldata2 seem to lie in the

weak-couplingregion.Accountingforexperim entalnoise

could also putthe Sivan etaldata in the weak-coupling

region,consistentwith the equality ofparam etersin the

two experim ents.

Theexperim entsby Sim m eletaland Abusch-M agder

etal3 are perform ed on Siquantum dots.Including val-

ley degeneracy one�ndsrs � 2:2,and g � 18.W hileone

cannot directly relate rs to um ,one expects that som e

um m ight becom e m ore negative as rs increases. (For

rs � 2 localcharge density correlations develop in the

dot24,sim ilarto theclassicallim it25.W hilea Ferm isur-

face distortion isnota chargedensity wave,itenhances

the susceptibility for one,and could thus be a precur-

sor).Indeed,two signaturesofthe criticalfan arefound

in this experim ent3. The CB peak-spacing distribution

is found to be 7-8 tim es wider than expected from the

UniversalHam iltonian (assum ing spin degeneracy).The

m oststriking featureofthedata isthatthewidth ofthe

CB peaksdoesnotvanish3 asT ! 0. Thisisjustwhat

isexpected fora system waslocated in the criticalfan:

Theground and low-lying excited statesare\Fock-space

delocalized",and single-particlestatesarebroad even at

low energy.

Therearem any problem sonecan attack usingourap-

proach. The d = 2 disordered,interacting bulk system ,

which showsexperim ental26 and theoretical27 indications

ofundergoingam etal-insulatortransition,with aStoner-

typeinstability thatoccursforarbitrary negativetriplet

u0t
28,can bem odeled asad = 2latticeofquantum dots.

In the strong-coupling phase,each dot willhave a slow

collective degree offreedom ,which could lead to phase-

breakingand lack ofcoherentbackscatteringofquasipar-

ticles at very low energies. Persistentcurrent m easure-

m ents in system s with a ux,which have resisted the-

oreticalexplanation29,m ay succum b to our treatm ent,

asm ay disordered gaplesssuperconductorsexhibiting a

novelm etal-insulator transition30, since the eigenvalue

and eigenvectorstatisticsoftheirgrainsare expected to

be governed by one offour newly discovered RM T uni-

versality classes31. E�ects of�nite T on the CB peak

spacing32 in the strong-coupling phase constitute a nat-

uralextension ofourwork.
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In sum m ary, by identifying a sm all param eter 1=g,

we have m anaged to controlthe problem of electrons

subject to interactions and disorder in ballistic quan-

tum dots. At 1=g = 0 the (exact) saddle-point result

shows that order param eter � acquires a nonzero aver-

age past a criticalcoupling,and the correlation length

exponentis� = 1,resultscoinciding with M M ’sresults

based on the one-loop �-function12. The transition is

the disordered version ofthe Pom eranchuk transition of

the Ferm isurface14;17;18. For1=g > 0 the criticalpoint

controlsa criticalfan in which � uctuateswildly,lead-

ing to a ground statenotoriginating from a singleSlater

determ inant,and a broad quasiparticlepeak even atlow

energy(which hasbeen seen in experim ent3).ThusFock-

spacedelocalization isjust� delocalization.Thenonzero

h�i ’ O (g) in the strong-coupling phase is seen to ex-

plain the signi�cant dependence ofthe CB peak spac-

ing distribution on the interaction,just as h�i = 0 in

the weak-coupling regim e m akes the distribution insen-

sitive to interaction. Finally,note that the increase of

thee�ectivelevelspacingleadstoan enhancem entofthe

persistentcurrent33.
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