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M any-body interactionsin e�ective �eld theoriesfordisordered interacting electronsare consid-

ered.Itisshown thatthree-body and higherinteraction term saregenerated in perturbation theory,

and som e ofthe physicalconsequences ofthese interactions are discussed. Itis shown in particu-

larthatthey willin generalbe im portantforany e�ectsgoverned by strong-coupling �xed points.

This im plies that the usualgeneralized nonlinear sigm a-m odelfor disordered electron system s is

incom plete,and notsuitable forstudying strong-coupling e�ects.

PACS num bers:71.10.-w;71.27.+ a;71.30.+ h

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

E�ective �eld theoriesare a very usefultool,both in

statisticalm echanicsand in particle physics.1 The basic

idea is to constructan \e�ective" theory,valid atlarge

length scalesand long tim es,which containsonly those

degreesthatareim portantin thisregim e,while alloth-

ershave been integrated out. Since the e�ective theory

issim plerthan the underlying fundam entaltheory that

contains alldegrees offreedom explicitly,it is easier to

solve.Ifthefundam entaltheory isknown,asisthecase

in condensed m atterphysics,e�ectivetheoriescan bede-

rived from it. Ifitis notknown,asin particle physics,

the e�ective theory can be guessed with feedback from

experim ents.In eithercasethee�ectivetheory in general

containsfeaturesthatare notpresentin the fundam en-

talorm icroscopictheory.Forinstance,interactionevents

between particlesthataresequentialoccurencesoffunda-

m entalinteractionson m icroscopic scaleswillappearas

basic interactionson the coarse-grained length and tim e

scalesofthe e�ective theory. An exam ple from particle

physicsistheFerm itheory ofbeta decay,which assum ed

a point-like interaction between the particles involved.2

Later,in m ore m icroscopic theories ofthe weak inter-

action,it becam e clear that there is internalstructure

in Ferm i’s interaction related to the exchange ofgauge

bosons.3

In condensed m atter physics,the only interaction in

the m icroscopic theory is the Coulom b interaction. W e

willbe concerned with electron-electron interactions in

disordered m etals,and thereforewetakethe\fundam en-

tal" interaction to be the screened Coulom b interaction.

Letusconsiderprocessesin which two electronsinteract

at som e point in space and tim e,and som e tim e later

a third electron interactswith one ofthe two som e dis-

tance away from the �rstinteraction point. In an e�ec-

tivetheory thathasintegrated outthebehavioratshort

length and tim e scales,such a process willappear as a

\fundam ental" interaction between threeelectrons,since

the e�ective theory can no longerresolve the individual

m icroscopicinteraction processes.In classicalstatistical

m echanics the im portance ofsuch e�ective m any-body

interactionsiswellknown.An exam pleisthe expansion

oftransportcoe�cientsin powersoftheparticlenum ber

density. To obtain the contribution atany given (su�-

ciently high)orderin the density one needsto consider

collisionsbetween arbitrarily m any particles.4 Analogous

e�ectshavebeen considered form any-electron system s,5

although the connection with e�ectivem any-body inter-

actions was not m ade explicit. Furtherm ore,the con-

struction ofa com pletee�ectivetheory requiresthatany

m any-body interactionsthatare generated in perturba-

tion theory beincluded in furtheriterationsoftherenor-

m alization process that integrates out the short-range

degreesoffreedom . This has never been done;existing

e�ective theories for disordered m any-electron system s

contain two-body interactionsonly.6

In the present paper,we show explicitly that m any-

body interactions in such system s are generated under

renorm alization.The m any-body interactionsgenerated

are oflong range in space and tim e due to the di�usive

electron dynam ics.Asa consequenceoftheirlong-range

nature,the naive renorm alization-group (RG ) scale di-

m ensionsoftheseterm svanish in two-dim ensions,which

im plies that they should be im portant in theories of

the Anderson-M ottm etal-insulatortransition neartwo-

dim ensions.6 W ewillclarifyin whatsensethisisthecase.

W e willfurthershow thatthese m any-body interactions

can lead to qualitatively new scaling behaviorifthe in-

teractionsarestrong enough.

The organization ofthis paper is as follows. In Sec.

II we give sim ple physicalargum ents for the existence

ofe�ective m any-body interactions and their expected

structure. In Sec.IIIwe perform an explicitcalculation

showing thatsuch term sareindeed generated in pertur-

bation theory,starting with a m odelthathastwo-body

interactionsonly.In Sec.IV wediscussthephysicalcon-
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sequencesoftheseterm s,and in particulartheirrelevance

forstrong-coupling problem s.Section V containsa con-

clusion,and in the appendix we discusssom e aspectsof

�4-theorythatareanalogousin som erespectstoourper-

turbativecalculation.

II. P H Y SIC A L A R G U M EN T S FO R T H E

EX IST EN C E O F EFFEC T IV E M A N Y -B O D Y

IN T ER A C T IO N S

Let us consider an ensem ble ofinteracting electrons

in the presence ofquenched disorder.Forsim plicity,we

willm odelthe screened Coulom b interaction by an in-

stantaneous,point-likem odelinteraction whosecoupling

constant we denote by K (2). The action willtherefore

contain a term

S
(2)

int
= K

(2)

Z

dx dy

Z �

0

d� n(x;�)�(x � y)n(y;�)

= K
(2)

Z

dx dy T
X

n

n(x;
n)�(x � y)n(y;� 
n):

(2.1)

Here n is the electron num ber density �eld, which is

a function of position x and im aginary tim e �, and

� = 1=T is the inverse tem perature. W e use units

such that ~ = kB = 1. In the second line we have

perform ed a Fourier transform from im aginary tim e to

bosonicM atubara frequencies
n = 2�Tn.

If neither the disorder nor the interaction is too

strong,19 the dynam icsofthe electronswillbe di�usive.

This m eans there are particle-hole excitations,or di�u-

sons,thataredescribed by a di�usive propagator

D n(x � y)= �(x � y)(� D r2 + j
nj)
�1

: (2.2)

Theexchangeofdi�usonsthen providesan e�ectivelong-

ranged interaction between the electrons. Consider,for

instance,threeelectronsthatarepairwisecoupled by dif-

fusion propagators,seeFig.1.Each two-bodyinteraction

carriesan am plitude K (2),and we therefore expectthis

x y

z

D(x−y)

D(z−x) D(y−z)

FIG . 1: An e�ective three-body interaction m ediated by

three di�usion propagators.

(x−y)δ

D (y−z)
2

z

x y

FIG .2: An e�ectivethree-body interaction m ediated by two

di�usion propagators.

processto contributea term to the e�ective action,

S
(3;1)

int
=

�

K
(2)

�3
Z

dx dy dz

Z �

0

d� T
X

m

n(x;�)

� D m (x � y)n(y;�)Dm (y � z)n(z;�)

� D m (z � x) : (2.3)

Here we have localized the di�usons in im aginary tim e,

i.e.,we have neglected theirdependence on the external

frequency argum ents. This im plies an e�ective three-

electron interaction am plitude,de�ned in analogy to Eq.

(2.1),thatisgiven by

K
(3;1)(x;y;z) =

�

K
(2)

�3
T
X

m

D m (x � y)D m (y � z)

� D m (z � x) (2.4a)

In an e�ectivetheory thatcannotresolvethepositionsx,

y,and z,K (3;1) willappearasa point-likethree-electron

interaction.Forlaterreferecewenotethatin m om entum

space,and with theexternalm om enta putequalto zero,

K (3;1) reads

K
(3;1) =

�

K
(2)

�3
T
X

m

1

V

X

k

(D m (k))
3

: (2.4b)

Noticethatthefrequency-m om entum integralin thisex-

pression is infrared divergent in allspatialdim ensions

d � 4.Thissingularity willbecuto� by any nonzero ex-

ternalm om enta and frequencies. Physically,thism eans

thatthe three-body interaction isoflong rangein space

and tim e,aswasm entioned in theIntroduction.W ewill

com eback to thispointin Secs.IIIand IV below.

W hile K (3;1) is perhaps the m ostobvious three-body

interaction term ,itis easy to see thatthere are others,

including term sthatareonly quadraticin the two-body

interaction am plitude K (2). Consider the situation in

Fig.2,wheretwo electronscoupled by theoriginalshort-

ranged two-body interaction interact with a third one

by exchanging di�usons. Since there are two electrons

at the sam e point in space in this process,we expect

thelong-ranged e�ectiveinteraction to bem ediated by a
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di�uson squared.Thisleadstoan e�ectivethree-electron

interaction am plitude,atzero externalfrequencies,

K
(3;2)(x;y;z)=

�

K
(2)

�2
�(x � y)(Dn= 0(y � z))

2
:

(2.5)

Itisobviousthatthere cannotbe any three-electron in-

teraction term sthatarelinearin K (2).

Analogousargum entslead totheconclusion thatthere

are four-electron interaction term s, starting at order
�
K (2)

�3
,etc. In the following section we willascertain

theexistenceofsuch m any-bodyinteractionsbym eansof

an explicitperturbativecalculation fora speci�c m odel.

III. G EN ER A T IO N O F M A N Y -B O D Y

IN T ER A C T IO N S IN P ER T U R B A T IO N T H EO R Y

A . G eneralized nonlinear sigm a-m odel

W e now turn to an explicit calculation that shows

how m any-body interactionsaregenerated by renorm al-

izing m odels that contain two-body interactions only.

For de�niteness,we take as our starting point the gen-

eralized nonlinear sigm a-m odelfor disordered,interact-

ing electrons7 that has been used extensively to de-

scribem etal-insulatortransitions,6,8,9 aswellasm agnetic

transitions6 in solids.The action reads,

A =
� 1

2G

Z

dx tr

�

r Q̂ (x)

�2
+ 2H

Z

dx tr

�


 Q̂ (x)

�

+ A
(2)

int
[̂Q ] : (3.1a)

Here Q is a herm itian m atrix �eld subject to the con-

straints

Q̂
2(x)= 1 ; trQ̂ (x)= 0 : (3.1b)

Them atrixelem entsQ ��
nm carryferm ionicM atsubarafre-

quency labelsn;m ,and replica labels� to dealwith the

quenched disorder. The m atrix elem entsare them selves

four-by-fourm atricesto allow forspin and particle-hole

degreesoffreedom .They constitute the soft-m ode com -

ponents ofan underlying m atrix �eld Q that com prises

bilinear products offerm ionic �elds � and  according

to the correspondence

Q 12
�=

i

2

0

B
B
B
B
@

�  1"
� 2" �  1"

� 2# �  1" 2#  1" 2"

�  1#
� 2" �  1#

� 2# �  1# 2#  1# 2"

� 1# � 2" � 1# � 2# � 1# 2# � � 1# 2"

� � 1" � 2" � � 1" � 2# � � 1" 2# � 1" 2"

1

C
C
C
C
A

:

(3.2)

Here all�elds are understood to be taken at position

x,and 1 � (n1;�1),etc.,com prisesboth frequency and

replica labels. Itisconvenientto expand the 4� 4 m a-

tricesin a spin-quaternion basis,

Q̂ 12(x)=

3X

r;i= 0

(�r 
 si)
i
rQ̂ 12(x) : (3.3)

Here �0 = s0 = 112 is the 2 � 2 unit m atrix, and

�j = � sj = � i�j, (j = 1;2;3), with �1;2;3 the Pauli

m atrices. In this basis,i = 0 and i = 1;2;3 describe

thespin-singletand thespin-triplet,respectively.An ex-

plicitcalculation revealsthatr= 0;3 correspondsto the

particle-hole channel(i.e.,products �  ),while r = 1;2

describestheparticle-particlechannel(i.e.,products � � 

or  ). In this basis,the electron num ber density �eld

as a function ofx and a bosonic M atsubara frequency


n isrepresented by

n(x;
n)=
X

r= 0;3

(
p
� 1)r

X

m

tr(�r 
 s0)Q m ;m + n(x) :

(3.4)

G and H in Eq.(3.1a)are coupling constantsthatrep-

resentthe disorderstrength and the frequency coupling,

respectively.Theirbarevaluesareproportionaltothere-

sistivity in Boltzm ann approxim ation,and to thedensity

ofstates in self-consistent Born approxim ation,respec-

tively.
 isa frequency m atrix with m atrix elem ents


12 = (�0 
 s0)�12 2�T(n1 + 1=2) ; (3.5)

The �nalterm in Eq.(3.1a) describes the two-body

electron-electron interaction. From Eqs.(3.2,3.4) it is

clearthatitm ustbequadraticin Q̂ .Ifoneseparatesthe

interaction into a spin-singletinteraction between num -

berdensities,and a spin-tripletinteraction between spin

densities,A int reads

A
(2)

int
= A

(2;s)

int
+ A

(2;t)

int
; (3.6a)

with

A
(2;s)

int
=

�T

4
K

(2;s)

Z

dx
X

r= 0;3

(� 1)r
X

n1;n2;m

X

�

�

h

tr

�

(�r 
 s0)Q̂
��
n1;n1+ m

(x)

�i

�

h

tr

�

(�r 
 s0)Q̂
��
n2+ m ;n2

(x)

�i

;(3.6b)

A
(2;t)

int
=

�T

4
K

(2;t)

Z

dx
X

r= 0;3

(� 1)r
X

n1;n2;m

X

�

3X

i= 1

�

h

tr

�

(�r 
 si)Q̂
��
n1;n1+ m

(x)

�i

�

h

tr

�

(�r 
 si)Q̂
��
n2+ m ;n2

(x)

�i

; (3.6c)

Here K (2;s) and K (2;s) are the spin-singlet and spin-

triplettwo-body interaction am plitudes,respectively.In

general, there also is an interaction am plitude in the

particle-particlechannel,which weneglecthere.

Finally,forexplicitcalculationsitisconvenienttoelim -

inate the constraints given by Eq.(3.1b). This can be

doneby m eansofthe block m atrix param etrization

Q̂ =

� p
1� qqy q

qy �
p
1� qyq

�

: (3.7)
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Here the four block m atrices represent,clockwise from

upperleft,them atrixelem entsofQ̂ with frequencylabels

n1;n2 > 0,n1 > 0;n2 < 0,n1;n2 < 0,and n1 < 0;n2 >

0.

From Eq.(3.4) it follows that a point-like,instanta-

neousthree-body interaction term involving three num -

berdensity 
uctuationswould takethe form

A
(3)

int
=

�2T 2

24
K

(3;s)

Z

dx
X

r;s;t= 0;3

�p
� 1

�r+ s+ t X

n 1;n 2;n 3
n 4;n 5;n 6

� �n1+ n3+ n5;n2+ n4+ n6

X

�

�
tr(�r 
 s0)Q

��
n1n2

(x)
�

�
�
tr(�s 
 s0)Q

��
n3n4

(x)
� �
tr(�t
 s0)Q

��
n5n6

(x)
�

:

(3.8)

W e willnow show thatsuch a term is indeed produced

by renorm alizing the bareaction A given in Eq.(3.1a).

B . Loop expansion

To proceed,we expand the action A ,Eq.(3.1a),in

powers ofq. To G aussian order we obtain a quadratic

form whoseinversedeterm inestheG aussianpropagators.

In Fourierspace,the latterread

h
i
rq12(p1)

j
sq34(p2)i=

G

8
�rs�ij

i
rM

�1

12;34
(p1) ; (3.9a)

with

i
0;3M

�1

12;34
(p) = �1�2;3�4

�

�13 D n1�n 2
(p)+

�� 1� 2

n1 � n2

�

�

D
�i
n1�n 2

(p)� D n1�n 2
(p)

��

; (3.9b)

i
1;2M

�1

12;34
(p) = � �13 �24 D n1�n 2

(p) : (3.9c)

Here �0 = s, �1;2;3 = t, and we have introduced the

propagators

D n(p) = 1=
�
p
2 + G H 
n

�
; (3.9d)

D
s
n(p) = 1=

�

p
2 + G (H + K

(2;s))
n

�

; (3.9e)

D
t
n(p) = 1=

�

p
2 + G (H + K

(2;t))
n

�

; (3.9f)

which areproportionalto the basic di�usion propagator

de�ned in Eq.(2.2).

W enow perform asystem aticloop expansion,and con-

centrateon therenorm alizationsoftheinteraction term s.

For sim plicity,we consider only the particle-hole chan-

neldegrees offreedom ,i.e.,we neglect the propagators

with r = 1;2 above. A physicalsituation that realizes

this approxim ation is,e.g.,a system with m agnetic im -

purities,which give the particle-particle channelpropa-

gatorsam ass,sothey drop outofthesoft-m odee�ective

theory.6,8

FIG .3: D iagram sthatrenorm alizethetwo-body interaction.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG .4: D iagram sthatcan generate an e�ective three-body

interaction.

Atone-loop order,thetwo-bodyinteractionsgetrenor-

m alized,and they acquirefrequency and m om entum de-

pendences in the process. This e�ect is due to the dia-

gram sshown in Fig.3,and ithasbeen studied in detail

before.6 However,there also are three-body interactions

generated in theprocess.Letusconcentrateon thepure

spin-singletterm given by Eq.(3.8). To lowestorderin

powersofq,itwillm anifestitselfin particularin a term

(4�T)2
X

n 1;n 2;n 3
n 4;n 5;n 6

�n1+ n3�n 5;n2+ n4�n 6

R
dx dy dz

� ~K (3;s)
n1n2n3;n4n5n6

(x;y;z)0
0q

��

n1n2

(x)00q
��

n3n4

(y)00q
��

n5n6

(z):

(3.10)

Here we have allowed fora frequency and real-spacede-

pendence ofthe three-body interaction am plitude,and

forsim plicity weonly considerthe 0
0q com ponentsofthe

m atricesq.A vertex with thestructureofEq.(3.10)can

in principle be generated by any ofthe three diagram s

shown in Fig.4.

It is easy to see that diagram (a) in Fig.4 does not

contribute to a three-body interaction;the realizations

ofthis diagram that have the correct replica structure

do not have a frequency structure consistent with Eq.

(3.10).Thisisconsistentwith ourconclusion,in Sec.II,

that there are no contributions to K (3) that are linear

in K (2). O fthe rem aining two diagram s,(c) is atleast

ofcubic orderin K (2),and in particularproducesterm s

thathavethe structureofK (3;1) in Eq.(2.4a).Diagram

(b) has contributions ofthe correct structure that are

ofO ((K (2))2),as wellas contributions ofhigher order.

Theeasiestcheck fortheexistenceofK (3) thereforecon-

sistsofa system atic calculation ofdiagram (b),keeping

only term s ofsecond order in the two-body interaction

am plitude K (2;s).Such a calculation yields
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~K
(3;s)

123;456(x;y;z)= K
(3;s)

123;456(x;y;z)+ K
(3;s)

341;256(y;x;z) (3.11a)

whereK (3;s) reads,in Fourierspace,

K 123;456(k1;k2;k3) = (G K s=8)
2

Z

p

�

n

� 2�(5� 1� 4)
�
(p + k1)

2 + (p + k2)
2 + G H 
1�2 + G H 
3�2

�
(D 3�2 (p))

2
D 1�4 (p � k3)

+ 2�(5< 1� 4)
�
(p + k1)

2 + (p + k2)
2 + G H 
1�4 + G H 
3�4

�
(D 1�4 (p))

2
D 3�2 (p � k3)

+ 2�(5> 1+ 3) [D 5�1 (p)D 1�6 (p � k3)+ D 5�3 (p)D 5�4 (p � k2)]

� 2�(5� 1+ 3) [D 5�2 (p)D 2�6 (p � k3)+ D 3�6 (p)D 4�6 (p � k2)]

� 2�(5� 3� 2) [D 5�3 (p)D 3�6 (p � k3)+ D 5�3 (p)D 5�4 (p � k2)]

+ 2�(5< 3� 2) [D 5�4 (p)D 4�6 (p � k3)+ D 3�6 (p)D 4�6 (p � k2)]

� 2�(5� 1� 2)D 5�4 (p)D 5�4�1+ 2 (p � k1)+ 2�(5< 1� 2)D 1�6 (p)D 1�6�3+ 4 (p � k2)

+ 2D 5�4 (p)D 5�4+ 1�2 (p + k1)� 2D 1�6 (p)D 1�6+ 3�4 (p + k2)

o

: (3.11b)

Here
R

p
=

R
dp=(2�)d,1 � n1,etc.,and the sym bols

�(5 � 1� 4)� �(n 5 � n1 + n4),etc.,with the second

� denoting the usualHeavyside step function,express

constraintsam ong the frequencies.

This resultdem onstrates that a term with the struc-

ture of K (3;2), Eq. (2.5), gets indeed generated upon

renorm alization ofan action with a pure two-body in-

teraction. In addition, there exist term s that repre-

sentK (3;1),Eq.(2.4a),aswellasspin-tripletand m ixed

singlet-tripletthree-bodyinteractions.Itisalsoplausible

thatfour-and higher-body interaction term sare gener-

ated by the sam e m echanism ,and the existence ofpar-

ticulardiagram swith the appropriatestructureiseasily

veri�ed.

W e note that the m om entum integralin Eq.(3.11b)

divergesforsm allexternalwavevectorsk,orsm allexter-

nalfrequencies
,as1=k 2 or1=
,in agreem entwith the

rem ark after Eq.(2.4b). The RG interpretation ofthis

divergenceisgiven in the nextsection.

IV . P H Y SIC A L EFFEC T S D U E T O EFFEC T IV E

M A N Y -B O D Y IN T ER A C T IO N S

A . Structure ofrenorm alization-group 
ow

equations

Sincestructurally new term shaveappeared in ourac-

tion underrenorm alization,we need to add these term s

to the action and startthe renorm alization processover

again. The action as given by Eqs.(3.1,3.6)thus m ust

beaugm ented by Eq.(3.8).20 Therenorm alization ofthis

action then proceedsalong standard lines. The resultis

obviously a generalization ofthe known 
ow equations

for the m odelwith two-particle interactions only. For

ourpresentpurposesweareinterested only in thegeneral

structureofthese
ow equations,which can beobtained

withouta detailed calculation.

W e choose the scale dim ension of a length L to be

[L]= 1,and that ofim aginary tim e � to be [�]= d in

d spatialdim ensions.21 The �eld q(x) we choose to be

dim ensionless. The bare scale dim ension ofG is then

d � 2 � �,the bare scale dim ensions ofH ,K (2;s) and

K (2;t) are zero.The barescale dim ension ofK (3) is� d,

due to the extra factor ofT that appears in the three-

body interaction term ,Eq.(3.8),com pared to the two-

body interaction. Ifwe denote the renorm alized,scale

dependentcounterpartsofthesecoupling constantsby g,

h,ks,kt,and k3,respectively,we thushaveto zero-loop

order

dg

d‘
= � �g ; (4.1a)

dh

d‘
=

dks

d‘
=
dkt

d‘
= 0 ; (4.1b)

dk3

d‘
= � (2+ �)k3 : (4.1c)

Here ‘ = lnb,with b the renorm alization-group length

rescaling factor.

To �nd the higher-loop orderterm sexplicitly requires

a detailed calculation. For k3 = 0,the result is known

com pletely to one-loop order,and selectively to two-loop

order.6 Foralluniversality classes,the structureis,

dg

d‘
= � �g+ g

2
f
(1)
g (
s;
t)+ g

3
f
(2)
g (
s;
t);(4.2a)

dh

d‘
= hgf

(1)

h
(
s;
t)+ hg

2
f
(2)

h
(
s;
t) ; (4.2b)

d
s

d‘
= gf

(1)
s (
s;
t)+ g

2
f
(2)
s (
s;
t) ; (4.2c)

d
t

d‘
= gf

(1)

t (
s;
t)+ g
2
f
(2)

t (
s;
t) ; (4.2d)
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where 
s,t = ks,t=h. W e note that � 1 � 
s < 0,and


t > 0,and the variousfunctions f are well-behaved in

the lim it
s,t ! 0.6

In the presence ofk3,we need to consider,�rst,the

in
uence of k3 on the 
ow of the other coupling con-

stants,and,second,the k3-
ow equation itself. Sim ple

counting argum ents show that k3 cannot produce sin-

gular (in d = 2) one-loop renorm alizationsofthe other

coupling constants.Forinstance,considerthesecond di-

agram in Fig.3 with one ofthe vertices replaced by a

three-body interaction. Due to the additionalfactor of

T in Eq.(3.8)com pared to Eqs.(3.6)thisdiagram will

havean extrafrequency integration com pared to thedia-

gram with both verticesgiven by two-body interactions,

and willthusnotbe infrared singular. The structure of

the 
ow equation for k3 itselfis therefore m ore im por-

tantthan them odi�cationsofEqs.(4.2a -4.2d),and the

crucialquestion iswhetherisitpossibleto overcom ethe

negative bare scale dim ension ofk3. The m ostinterest-

ing term istherefore the one-loop renorm alization ofk3
thatis proportionalto k3 itself. Such term sexist;they

arerealized,e.g.,by diagram s(b)and (c)in Fig.4 with

one ofthe three-pointverticesreplaced by a three-body

interaction. Sim ple counting argum ents show that the

structureofthe k3-
ow equation to one-loop orderis

dk3

d‘
= � (2+ �)k3 + k3gf

(1)

3 (
s;
t)+ g
2 ~f

(1)

3 (
s;
t;h) :

(4.2e)

Note that the last term on the right-hand side ofEq.

(4.2e) is independent ofk3. It represents the contribu-

tionsthatgeneratek3 in the�rstplace,forinstance,the

onegiven by Eqs.(3.11).

In general,adding a new RG variable to a setof
ow

equationscan have any one ofthree e�ectsby virtue of

the new eigenvalue it adds to the set ofequations lin-

earized aboutany �xed point. First,itm ay be truly ir-

relevantin thesensethatitdoesnotqualitatively change

any aspectsoftheRG 
ow in itsabsence.Second,itm ay

be irrelevantwith respectto a �xed pointthatexistsin

itsabsence,butchangethe
ow outsideofthebasin ofat-

traction ofthis�xed point.(Itwillin generalalsochange

thesizeofthisbasin ofattraction.) Third,itm ayberele-

vantwith respecttotheoriginal�xed point.In thelatter

two cases,outside ofthe basin ofattraction ofthe origi-

nal�xed point,ifany,itm ay eitherlead to a new �xed

point,orto 
ow towardsstrong coupling. W ith this in

m ind,we next discuss possible types of�xed points of

the above
ow equations.

B . W eak-coupling �xed points

In the usualperturbative RG treatm entone looksfor

�xed pointsofthe 
ow equations,Eqs.(4.2),where g is

sm allofO (�),and 
s and 
t are atm ostofO (1). This

isourde�nition ofa weak-coupling �xed point.22 Itfol-

lowsfrom Eq.(4.2e)thatthenew scaling operatorintro-

duced by the presence ofk3 willhave a scale dim ension

of� 2 + O (�) with respect to such a �xed point. This

isassured by the bare scale dim ension ofk3,[k3]= � d,

which cannot be overcom e by the sm allone-loop term .

In this contextitis im portantto m ention thatk3 itself

doeshave a com ponentthatism arginalin d = 2. This

followsfrom thefactthattheone-loop term in Eq.(4.2e)

hasa contribution thatisindependentofk3,see the re-

m ark afterthatequation,and Eqs.(3.11).However,this

com ponentjustre
ectsthescaling behavioroftheother

coupling constants,g,h,ks,and kt,and itdoesnotlead

to a new eigenvalueofthe linearized RG 
ow equations.

In otherwords,k3 isnota properscaling operator,and

the scaling operator related to k3 has the com ponents

thatare m arginalin d = 2 projected out.An analogous

phenom enon in �4-theory isdiscussed in the Appendix.

W e also note that,alternatively,one could treat the

three-bodyinteraction generatedbyEqs.(3.11)asatruly

long-ranged interaction with a bare scale dim ension of

� 2�. Such a procedure would lead to the sam e conclu-

sion,since the partthatism arginalin d = 2 would just

re
ect the scaling behavior ofthe two-body interaction

am plitudes. The one-loop term independent ofk3 thus

re
ectsthelong-rangenatureoftheRG -generated three-

body interaction;see also the rem ark atthe end ofSec.

III.Thisobservationjusti�esourusingapoint-likethree-

body interaction am plitudedespitethefactthattheone

generated in perturbation theorywaslong-ranged.In the

Appendix we discussa sim ilarfeatureof�4-theory.

W e conclude thatthe m any-body interactionsare in-

deed im portant for weak-coupling �xed points, as one

would have expected. However,since they do not lead

to new m arginal(in d = 2) scaling operators,the rele-

vantphysicsisalready contained in the renorm alization

of the two-body interaction constants. W eak-coupling

�xedpointswillthusalwaysbeperturbativelystablewith

respectto k3,and alsowith respectto higherm any-body

interactions,i.e.,they have a �nite basin ofattraction.

Thisin turn im pliesthatthecoupling ofk3 to the other

coupling constants cannot change the criticalbehavior,

itwillm erely lead to power-law correctionsto scaling.In

particular,alloftheperturbativem etal-insulatortransi-

tion �xed pointsthatareknown to existforthegeneral-

ized nonlinearsigm a-m odelde�ned in Sec.IIIarestable

with respectto k3.

C . Strong-coupling �xed points

Let us now consider strong-coupling �xed points,

where the ratio ofsuccessive term s in the loop expan-

sion is not necessarily som e power of�. This can hap-

pen ifthe �xed point value of
t is large,ofO (1=�),or

in�nite,even ifg isstillofO (�).O fcourse,anotherpos-

sibility is that g = O (1). No controlled theories exist

ofm etal-insulatortransitionsthatare governed by such

�xed points,but they are structurally clearly possible.

Explicit,ifuncontrolled,exam plesof�xed pointswhere

both g and an interaction coupling constantare ofO (1)
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have been given in Refs.10 and 11.23 Itisalso believed

thatstrong-couplingphysicsgovernsthebehaviorin cer-

tain 2-d sytem s,where the interaction strength m ay be

the dom inantenergy scalein the problem .12

The argum ents in the previous subsection that en-

sure the irrelevanceofk3 obviously break down forsuch

strong-coupling �xed points. W e stress that this m ay

be true even ifthe �xed-point value ofg is stillsm all.

The pointisthatwith,e.g.,g = O (�)and 
t = O (1=�),

g
t = O (1),and hence the one-loop term in Eq.(4.2e)

can overwhelm thebarescaledim ension ofk3.Thesam e

argum ents hold for the higher m any-body interaction

term s,although toalesserdegree,sinceforthem alarger

negativebarescaledim ension m ustbeovercom ein order

to m akethem relevant.

W e conclude that the m any-body interaction term s

cannot be dism issed a priori in any strong-coupling

regim e,where the dim ensionless interaction am plitudes

are large,even ifthe disorderis stillsm all. In particu-

lar,they arelikely to play a rolein the resolution ofthe

two-dim ensionalm etal-insulatortransition problem .

V . SU M M A R Y ,A N D C O N C LU SIO N

Tosum m arize,wehaveshownthatm any-bodyinterac-

tionsaregeneratedunderrenorm alizationofan action for

interacting disordered electrons that contains two-body

interactionsonly.Such interactionsturn outto be irrel-

evantwith respectto the perturbative �xed pointsthat

describe m etal-insulatortransitionsin d = 2+ �. How-

ever,they need to be exam inated,and they likely con-

tribute to the leading behavior,in any strong-coupling

theory. This im plies in particular that even ifstrong-

coupling solutions for the generalized nonlinear sigm a-

m odelwith two-body interactions could be found,such

solutions would be incom plete,and probably physically

wrong.The task ofdeterm ining the strong-coupling be-

haviorofsuch system s,and in particularthesituation in

d = 2,isthuseven harderthan previously assum ed.

W econcludeby recapitulatingtwoaspectsofourtech-

nicaldevelopm entthatcan easilylead toconfusion.First

ofall,letuscom e back to the infrared divergenceofthe

integralin Eq.(3.11b).Naively,thisinfrared divergence

seem sto o�settheextra factoroftem peraturecom pared

to the two-body interaction,m aking the three-body in-

teraction m arginalby power counting in d = 2. The

sam e argum entappliesto higherm any-body interaction

am plitudes,which carry additionalfactors oftem pera-

ture,butcom e with even m ore divergentloop integrals.

Asweshow explicitly by analyzingan analogouse�ectin

�4-theory in theappendix,thissim pleargum entisfalla-

ciousand them any-body interactionsareperturbatively

irrelevant,butthey are likely to play an im portantrole

in nonperturbative regim es. Second,we have focussed

on one particular three-body interaction term ,nam ely,

a spin-singletthree-body interaction. Forthisterm ,we

have calculated allcontributions to second orderin the

spin-singlet two-body interaction within a well-de�ned

m odel. This proves the existence ofm any-body inter-

actions in e�ective �eld theories for electrons,but our

calculation is sensitive to only a sm allsubclass ofsuch

term s. M any-body interactionscoupling four and m ore

electrons, spin-triplet interactions, and term s coupling

singlet and triplet density 
uctuations certainly exist,

and they allneed to be exam ined in order to system -

atically dealwith strong-coupling e�ects.

Finally,wenotethatexistingtheoriesoftheAnderson-

M otttransition seem to lead to the conclusion thatitis

very sim ilarto an Anderson transition.24 However,itis

reasonableto assum ethatin strongly correlated system s

them etal-insulatortransition should m oreclosely resem -

ble a M ott transition.13 This suggests the existence of

a saddle in param eterspace separating the �xed points

thatdescribe the two transitions. The disordered M ott

transition is likely described by a strong-coupling �xed

point. As discussed after Eqs. (4.2), on the strong-

coupling sideofsuch a saddlethem any-particleinterac-

tionsarelikelytobeim portant,even iftheweak-coupling

Anderson orAnderson-M ott�xed pointislocally stable

with respectto them .In thiscontextitisinteresting to

note thata Landau theory forthe Anderson-M otttran-

sition in high dim ensions(d > 6)14,15 found indeed that

forweak interactions,an Anderson transition takesplace

with increasingdisorder,whileforstronginteractionsthe

m etal-insulator transition has a di�erent nature. It is

likely thatthe m any-body interactionsdiscussed in this

paperare im portantfor understanding the m issing link

between this theory in high dim ensions,and the usual

treatm entofthem etal-insulatortransition problem near

two-dim ensions.
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A P P EN D IX A :G EN ER A T IO N O F

H IG H ER -O R D ER T ER M S IN �
4
-T H EO R Y

In this appendix we recallsom e aspects of�4-theory

that are analogous to the generation ofm any-body in-

teractionsdiscussed in the m ain partofthe paper. See

Refs.16,17,18 fora derivation oftheresultssum m arized

below.

Considerscalar�4-theory,with an action

S[�]= �
1

2

Z

dx �(x)[r� r
2]�(x)�

u4

4

Z

dx �
4(x) :

(A1)

Upon renorm alization,a �6-term with a coupling con-

stant u6 is generated by m eans ofthe diagram shown

in Fig.5. This diagram represents a m om entum inte-
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FIG .5: D iagram thatgeneratesa �6-term from �
4-term s.

graloverthreepropagators.In perturbation theory,and

atcriticality,thisintegralisstrongly infrared divergent.

Naively,thisraisesthequestion whetheru6 can really be

irrelevantwith respectto the W ilson-Fisher�xed point.

To investigate this,we consider the RG 
ow equations.

Adding a �6-term to the action,one easily �nds,within

a m om entum -shellRG ,and to one-loop order,

dr

d‘
= 2r+

3u4

1+ r
; (A2a)

du4

d‘
= �u4 �

9u2
4

(1+ r)2
+

10u6

1+ r
; (A2b)

du6

d‘
= � 2(1� �)u6 �

45u4u6

(1+ r)2
+

27u3
4

(1+ r)3
;(A2c)

where � = 4 � d. Linearization of these 
ow equa-

tions aboutthe W ilson-Fisher�xed point(r�;u�4;u
�
6)=

(� �=6+ O (�2);�=9+ O (�2);�3=54+ O (�4))yieldsthreeRG

eigenvalues

�1 = 2� �=3+ O (�2) ; (A3a)

�2 = � � + O (�2) ; (A3b)

�3 = � 2� 3� + O (�2) : (A3c)

�1 = 1=� > 0 is the inverse correlation length ex-

ponent,�2 is the scale dim ension ofthe leastirrelevant

operator,and �3 is irrelevant even for � = 0. The in-

frared properties of the triangle diagram thus do not

lead to another(besides�2)eigenvalue ofO (�). Thisis

true even though it does lead to a leading scaling be-

havior of u6 that is given by u6(b ! 1 ) � b�� , as

can be seen by solving the 
ow equations. However,

this just m eans that u6 is not a proper scaling opera-

tor, since it couples to u4. W ith �u4 = u4 � u�4 and

�u6 = u6 � u�6,thepropernext-to-leastirrelevantscaling

operator is g6 = �u6 � (�2=2)�u4 + O (�3). Its scale di-

m ension is[g6]= �3,so g6 isindeed irrelevantwith scale

dim ension � 2 in d = 4.

This phenom em on of the generation of a new oper-

ator that is irrelevant with respect to the perturbative

�xed point in d = 4� � is com pletely analogousto the

irrelevanceofthe three-body interaction with respectto

theperturbativem etal-insulatortransition�xedpointsin

d = 2+ �,and theanalogyextendstothelong-rangedness

ofthenew interaction.Itisinteresting to note,however,

thatthereisnogenerala prioriguaranteethatg6 willno

be relevantin,say,d = 3.Indeed,the barescale dim en-

sion ofu6 is � 2+ 2�,which naively im plies a m arginal

operatorin d = 3. The one-loop correction switchesthe

sign ofthe O (�) correction,see Eq.(A3c),so the one-

loop approxim ation to �6 m akesg6 m oreirrelevantwith

increasing �,notless. However,it is im portantto keep

in m ind that,(1) this change ofsign is a specialprop-

erty of�4-theory,which can beseen only by m eansofan

explicit calculation,and,(2) there is no guarantee that

high-orderterm sin the �-expansion willnothavea pos-

itive sign and m ake �3 positive in d = 3. In �4-theory

thereareno indicationsthatthisisthecase,butitcould

happen in a di�erent,m orecom plicated �eld theory.
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