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M any-body interactions in e ective eld theories for disordered interacting electrons are consid-
ered. It is shown that threebody and higher Interaction tem s are generated in perturbation theory,
and som e of the physical consequences of these Interactions are discussed. It is shown in particu-—
lar that they will in generalbe in portant for any e ects govemed by strong-coupling xed points.
This in plies that the usual generalized nonlinear sigm a-m odel for disordered electron system s is
ncom plete, and not suitable for studying strong-coupling e ects.
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I. NTRODUCTION

E ective eld theories are a very usefiil tqpl, both In
statisticalm echanics and in particle physics® T he basic
idea is to construct an \e ective" theory, valid at large
length scales and long tin es, which contains only those
degrees that are in portant in this regin e, while all oth—
ers have been Integrated out. Since the e ective theory
is sin pler than the underlying fiindam ental theory that
contains all degrees of freedom explicitly, it is easier to
solve. If the fundam ental theory is known, as is the case
In condensed m atter physics, e ective theories can be de—
rived from it. If i is not known, as in particle physics,
the e ective theory can be guessed with feedback from
experim ents. In either case the e ective theory in general
contains features that are not present in the fundam en-
talorm icroscopictheory. For instance, Interaction events
betw een particlesthat are sequentialoccurencesof finda—
m ental Interactions on m icroscopic scales w ill appear as
basic interactions on the coarsegrained length and tin e
scales of the e ective theory. An exam pl from particle
physics is the Ferm itheory ofbeta decay, which assum eg
a point-like Interaction between the particles involved 2
Later, n m ore m icroscopic theories of the weak inter-
action, it becam e clear that there is intemal structure
in Fem,i's Interaction related to the exchange of gauge
bosons?

In condensed m atter physics, the only interaction in
the m icroscopic theory is the Coulomb interaction. W e
w ill be concemed w ith electron-electron interactions in
disordered m etals, and therefore w e take the \fuindam en—
tal" interaction to be the screened C oulom b interaction.
Let us consider processes in w hich two electrons interact
at som e point in space and tine, and som e tin e later
a third electron interacts w ith one of the two som e dis—
tance away from the st interaction point. In an e ec—
tive theory that has integrated out the behavior at short
length and tin e scales, such a process w ill appear as a

\fiindam ental” Interaction betw een three electrons, since
the e ective theory can no longer resolve the individual
m icroscopic nteraction processes. In classical statistical
m echanics the im portance of such e ective m any-body
Interactions iswellknown. An exam ple is the expansion
oftransport coe cients in pow ers of the particle num ber
density. To obtain the contrbution at any given (su —
clently high) order in the density one needs,to consider
collisionsbetw een arbitrarily m any particlesf A nalogous
e ects have been considered ©orm any-electron system s,2
although the connection w ith e ective m any-body inter-
actions was not m ade explicit. Furthem ore, the con-
struction ofa com plete e ective theory requires that any
m any-body interactions that are generated in perturba-
tion theory be included in further iterations ofthe renor—
m alization process that integrates out the short—range
degrees of freedom . T his has never been done; existing
e ective theordes for disordered m gny-electron system s
contain twodody interactions only?

In the present paper, we show explicitly that m any—
body Interactions in such system s are generated under
renom alization. T he m any-body interactions generated
are of long range in space and tin e due to the di usive
electron dynam ics. A s a consequence of their long-range
nature, the naive renom alization-group RG) scale di-
m ensions of these term s vanish in two-din ensions, which
Inplies that they should be important in theories of
the Anderson-M ott m etal-nsulator transition near two-
din ensions? W e w illclarify in what sense this isthe case.
W e will further show that these m any-body Interactions
can lead to qualitatively new scaling behavior if the in—
teractions are strong enough.

T he organization of this paper is as follows. In Sec.
IT we give sin pl physical argum ents for the existence
of e ective m any-body interactions and their expected
structure. In Sec. :]]-;t we perform an explicit calculation
show ing that such tem s are ndeed generated in pertur-
bation theory, starting w ith a m odel that has two-body
Interactionsonly. In Sec. :_I\-[: w e discuss the physical con—
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sequences ofthese tem s, and in particulartheir relevance
for strong-coupling problem s. Section 'y; contains a con—
clusion, and in the appendix we discuss som e aspects of

4 -theory that are analogous in som e respects to ourper—
turbative calculation.

II. PHYSICALARGUMENTS FOR THE
EXISTENCE OF EFFECTIVE MANY BODY
INTERACTIONS

Let us consider an ensemble of interacting electrons
In the presence of quenched disorder. For sin plicity, we
w il m odel the screened Coulomb interaction by an in—
stantaneous, point-like m odel interaction w hose coupling
constant we denote by K ?'. The action w ill therefore
contain a term
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Here n is the electron number density eld, which is
a function of position x and inaghary tine , and

= 1=T is the inverse tem perature. W e use units
such that ~ = kg = 1. In the second line we have
perfom ed a Fourder transform from im agihary time to
bosonic M atubara frequencies , =2 Tn.

If neither the disorder nor the interaction is too
strong 29 the dynam ics of the ekectrons w illbe di usive.
T his m eans there are particle-hole excitations, or di u-
sons, that are described by a di usive propagator

Dol y)= & y)(Dr’+3j,.j" @2)
T he exchange ofdi usonsthen providesan e ective long—
ranged Interaction between the electrons. Consider, for
nstance, three electrons that are pairw ise coupled by dif-
fiision propagators, seeF Jg:}' E ach two-body interaction
carries an am plitude K @), and we therefore expect this

FIG.1l: An e ective threebody interaction m ediated by
three di usion propagators.
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FIG.2: An e ective threebody interaction m ediated by two
di usion propagators.

process to contribute a tem to the e ective action,
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Here we have localized the di usons in in agihary tine,
ie., we have neglected their dependence on the external
frequency argum ents. This Inplies an e ective three—
electron interaction am plitude, de ned in analogy to Eqg.
@), that is given by
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In an e ective theory that cannot resole the positions x,
y,and z,K ©1) ywill appearas a point-like three-electron
Interaction. For later referece w e note that in m om entum
space, and w ith the extemalm om enta put equalto zero,
K ©1) reads
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N otice that the frequency-m om entum integralin this ex—
pression is nfrared divergent in all spatial din ensions
d 4. Thissihgularity willbe cut o by any nonzero ex—
temalm om enta and frequencies. P hysically, this m eans
that the threebody interaction is of long range in space
and tim e, aswasm entioned in the Introduction. W e w ill
com e back to this point in Secs.'TIf and Vi below .

W hile K ¢ is perhaps the m ost cbvious three-body
Interaction tem , it is easy to see that there are others,
Incliding tem s that are only quadratic In the two-body
interaction amplitude K ?'. Consider the situation in
F jg.:_Z, w here tw o electrons coupled by the originalshort—
ranged two-body interaction interact wih a third one
by exchanging di usons. Since there are two electrons
at the sam e point In space In this process, we expect
the longranged e ective interaction to bem ediated by a



di uson squared. T his leadsto an e ective three-electron
Interaction am plitude, at zero extermal frequencies,
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Tt is obvious that there cannot be any three-electron in—
teraction tem s that are lnear in K @),
Analogous argum ents lead to the conclusion that there
are Purelectron interaction tem s, starting at order
K @ 3, etc. In the fllow ing section we will ascertain
the existence of such m any-body Interactionsby m eansof
an explicit perturbative calculation for a speci cm odel

K 2 ;y;2) =

ITII. GENERATION OF MANY-BODY
INTERACTIONS IN PERTURBATION THEORY

A . G eneralized nonlinear sigm a-m odel

W e now tum to an explicit calculation that shows
how m any-body interactions are generated by renom 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 odel or disordered, nteract-
ing electrong’ that has been uged, extensively to de-
scribem etla,l—jnsﬂatort:nansjijons,@@f aswellasm agnetic
transitiond® 1 solids. The action J:eaczls,
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Here Q is a hemn itian matrix eld sub gct to the con-
straints
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Them atrix elem entsQ ,,, carry form lonicM atsubara fre—
quency labelsn;m , and replica labels to dealw ith the
quenched disorder. T he m atrix elem ents are them selves
fourby-our m atrices to allow for soin and particle-hole
degrees of freedom . T hey constitute the soft-m ode com —
ponents of an underlying m atrix eld Q that com prises

bilinear products of ferm ionic elds and  according
to the correspondence
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Here all elds are understood to be taken at position

x,and 1 (n1; 1), etc,, com prises both frequency and
replica labels. Tt is convenient to expand the 4 4 ma-—
trices iIn a spin—quatemion basis,
X3
G2 x) = (v 5012 &) (33)

Here o = s9 = 1, is the 2 2 unit matrix, and
5 = Sy = i jr (j = 1;2;3), w ith 1;2;3 the Pauli
m atrices. In this basis, i= 0 and i = 1;2;3 describe
the spin-singlet and the spin-triplt, respectively. An ex—
plicit calculation reveals that r = 0;3 corresponds to the
particle-hole channel (ie., products ), whie r= 1;2
describes the particle-particle channel (ie., products
or ). In this basis, the electron num ber density eld
as a function of x and a bosonic M atsubara frequency
n is represented by
X X
n)= (p l)r
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G and H in Eq. @:l:a:) are coupling constants that rep—
resent the disorder strength and the frequency coupling,
respectively. T heirbare values are proportionalto the re—
sistiviy in B oltzm ann approxin ation, and to the density
of states In selfconsistent Bom approxin ation, respec—

tively. isa frequency m atrix w ith m atrix elem ents
12= (0o S0) 122 T+ 1=2) ; (35)
The naltem in Eq. @;1;9:) describes the two-body
electron-electron interaction. From Egs. C_S-;Z,;’:_%) it is
clearthat it m ust be quadratic in ¢ Ifone separates the
Interaction into a spin-singlet interaction between num -
ber densities, and a spin-triplet interaction between spin

densities, A i+ reads
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Here K ¥® and K %® are the spin-sihglkt and spin-
triplet two-body interaction am plitudes, respectively. In
general, there also is an interaction am plitude in the
particle-particle channel, which we neglect here.

F inally, forexplicit calculations it is convenient to elim —
nate the constraints given by Eq. {3:121). This can be
done by m eans of the block m atrix param etrization
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Here the four block m atrices represent, clockw ise from
upper keft, them atrix elem ents ofQ with frequency labels
ni;ny, > 0,n; > 0;ny < 0,ny;n, < 0,and n; < O;ny >
0.

From Eqg. {_3-;2{) i follow s that a point-like, Instanta—
neous threebody interaction term involving three num —
ber density uctuationswould take the form
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W e willnow show that such a tem is indeed prgc_il,loed
by renom alizing the bare action A given n Eq. §_3_.1_ei) .

B. Loop expansion

To proceed, we expand the action A, Eq. {:3:1:8',), in
powers of g. To G aussian order we obtain a quadratic
form whose nverse determ inesthe G aussian propagators.
In Fourier space, the latter read
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Here o = s, 1;2;3 = t, and we have introduced the
propagators
Dnf) = 1=p°+ GH , ; (3.9d)
Di) = 1= P+ GH +K %) . ; (39)
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w hich are proportional to the basic di usion propagator
de ned n Eq. (2-;2)

W enow perform a system atic loop expansion, and con—
centrate on the renomm alizations ofthe Interaction tem s.
For sin plicity, we consider only the particle-hole chan—
nel degrees of freedom , ie., we neglect the propagators
wih r = 1;2 above. A physical sittuation that realizes
this approxim ation is, eg., a system w ith m agnetic in —
purities, which give the particleparticle channel propa-
gators a ; ass, so they drop out ofthe soft-m ode e ective
theory £

() <

FIG .3: D iagram sthat renom alize the tw o-body interaction.
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FIG .4: D iagram s that can generate an e ective three-body
interaction.

At one-loop order, the tw o-body Interactionsget renor-
m alized, and they acquire frequency and m om entum de-—
pendences in the process. This e ect is due to the dia-
gram s ghown in Fig., and i hasbeen studied i detail
bere?® However, there also are threebody interactions
generated in the process. Let us concentrate on the pure
soin-singlet tem given by Eq. {_3-;3) . To lowest order In
powers of g, i willm anifest itself in particular in a tem
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Here we have allowed for a frequency and realspace de—
pendence of the threebody interaction am plitude, and
for sin plicity we only consider the gq com ponents of the
m atrices q. A vertex w ith the structure ofEq. (:3;15) can
In principle be generated by any of the three diagram s
shown in Fig.d.

Tt is easy to see that diagram (@) in Fjg.-r_4 does not
contrbute to a threebody interaction; the realizations
of this diagram that have the correct replica structure
do not have a frequency structure consistent with Eq.
@.1d). This is consistent w ith our conclusion, in Sec. II,
that there are no contrioutions to K ) that are linear
in K ®. 0fthe rem aining two diagram s, () is at Jeast
of cubic order n K @), and i particular produces tem s
that have the structure ofK ¢#) in Eq. €.48). D iagram
(o) has contributions of the correct structure that are
of 0 (K ©)?), as well as contributions of higher order.
T he easiest check frthe existence ofK ¢ therefore con—
sists of a system atic calculation of diagram (b), keeping
only tem s of second order in the two-body interaction
am plitude K @, Such a calculation yields
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Here | = dp=Q )%, 1 n;, etc., and the symbols
(& 1 4) M 5 ni+ ng), etc.,, wih the second

denoting the usual Heavyside step fiinction, express
constraints am ong the frequencies.

This result dem onstrates that a tem w ith the struc—
ture of K ©?), Eq. £3), gets indeed generated upon
renom alization of an action wih a pure two-body in-
teraction. In addition, there exist temm s that repre-
sentK O, Eq. £2.43), aswellas spin-trplkt and m ixed
sihglet-triplet three-body interactions. It isalso plausble
that four- and higherbody interaction tem s are gener—
ated by the sam e m echanisn , and the existence of par-
ticular diagram s w ith the appropriate structure is easily
veri ed.

W e note that the m om entum Integral in Eqg. @-;l-_l-l_]')
diverges for an a]lextemalw avevectors k, or an allexter—
nal frequencies , as 1 =k ? orl= , In agreem ent w ith the
rem ark after Eq. @ 4b) The RG Interpretation of this
divergence is given In the next section.

IV. PHYSICAL EFFECTSDUE TO EFFECTIVE
MANY-BODY INTERACTIONS

A . Structure of renom alization-group ow
equations

Since structurally new tem s have appeared In our ac—
tion under renom alization, we need to add these tem s
to the action and start the renom alization process over
again. The action as given by Egs. .1,3.64) thus must
be augm ented by Eq. {3.8) 24 T he renom alization ofthis
action then proceeds along standard lines. T he resul is
obviously a generalization of the known ow equations
for the m odel w ith two-particle interactions only. For
ourpresent purposeswe are Interested only in the general

structure of these ow equations, which can be obtained
w ithout a detailed calculation.

W e choose the scale dimension of a length L to be
L]1= 1, and that of,m aghary tine tobe [ ]= d i
d spatial din ensions?) The ed gx) we choose to be
din ensionless. The bare scale dim ension of G is then
d 2 , the bare scale din ensions of H , K “* and
K @® are zero. The bare scale din ension of K @) is 4,
due to the extra factor of T that appears in the three—
body interaction tem , Eq. C3.E§), com pared to the two-—
body interaction. If we denote the renom alized, scale
dependent counterparts of these coupling constantsby g,
h, ks, k¢, and ks, respectively, we thus have to zero-loop
order
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Here ' = Inb, wih b the renom alization-group length
rescaling factor.

To nd the higherJoop order tem s explicitly requires
a detailed calculation. For k3 = 0, the resul is known
com pletely to one-loop order, and selectively to tw o-loop
order'6 For alluniversality classes, the structure is,
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where ¢ = kgt=h. We note that 1 s < 0, and
¢ > 0, and the various functions £ are welkbehaved in
the limit 4. ! 0%

In the presence of k3, 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. Sinpl
counting argum ents show that k3 cannot produce sin-—
gular (in d = 2) one-loop renom alizations of the other
coupling constants. For instance, consider the second di-
agram in Fig. :3 w ith one of the vertices replaced by a
threebody_interaction. D ue to the additional factor of
T in Eq. {3.8) compared to Egs. {3.4) this diagram w ill
have an extra frequency integration com pared to the dia—
gram w ith both vertices given by two-body interactions,
and w ill thus not be Infrared singular. T he structure of
the ow equation for k3 itself is therebre m ore in por-
tant than them odi cations ofEgs. (4 .2a .4 .20’I and the
crucialquestion is whether is i possible to overcom e the
negative bare scale dim ension ofk;. The m ost interest—
ng tem is therefore the one-loop renom alization of kj
that is proportional to k3 itself. Such tem s exist; they
are realized, eg., by diagram s (o) and (c) in Fjg.:ff w ith
one of the threepoint vertices replaced by a threebody
Interaction. Simple counting argum ents show that the
structure of the k3— ow equation to one-loop order is

dks
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Note that the last termm on the right-hand side of Eq.
¥ 24) is independent ofk;. It represents the contribu-
tions that generate k3 iIn the rstplace, for nstance, the
one given by Egs. @3 .11.)

In general, adeng anew RG variabl to a set of ow
equations can have any one of three e ects by virtue of
the new eigenvalue it adds to the set of equations lin-
earized about any xed point. First, it m ay be truly ir-
relevant in the sense that it doesnot qualitatively change
any agoectsoftheRG ow In itsabsence. Second, itm ay
be irrelevant w ith respect to a xed point that exists In
itsabsence, but changethe ow outside ofthebasin ofat—
traction ofthis xed point. (It willin generalalso change
the size ofthisbasin ofattraction.) Third, tm ay be rele-
vant w ith respect to the original xed point. In the latter
tw 0 cases, outside of the basin of attraction of the origi-
nal xed point, if any, i m ay either lead to a new xed
point, orto ow towards strong coupling. W ih this n
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 ent one looks for
xed points of the ow equations, Egs. (,2_1-._5:), where g is
sanallofO ( ), and sand arcatmostofO (). This
is our de nition of a weak-coupling xed pojnt.gz: It ol
Iow s from Eq. {42q) that the new scaling operator intro—
duced by the presence of k3 will have a scale din ension

of 2+ O () wih respect to such a xed point. This
is assured by the bare scale dim ension ofks, ks;l= d,
which cannot be overcom e by the sm all one-loop tem .
In this context it is in portant to m ention that ks itself
does have a com ponent that ism arghalin d = 2. T hJS
follow s from the fact that the one-doop term in Eq. 64 .2@)
has a contrlbution that is Jndependent of ks, see the re—
m ark after that equation, and Egs. (-3 .li H owever, this
com ponent just re ects the scaling behavior of the other
coupling constants, g, h, ks, and k¢, and it does not lead
to a new eigenvalue of the linearized RG ow equations.
In other words, ks is not a proper scaling operator, and
the scaling operator related to k3 has the com ponents
that arem argihalin d = 2 profcted out. An analogous
phenom enon in  *~theory is discussed in the Appendix.

W e also note that, altematively, one qo_u_]d treat the
three-body interaction generated by Egs. 3.11) asa truly
longranged interaction wih a bare scale din ension of

2 . Such a procedure would lead to the sam e conclu—
sion, since the part that ism arginalin d= 2 would just
re ect the scaling behavior of the twobody interaction
am plitudes. The one-doop term independent of k3 thus
re ectsthe long-range nature ofthe RG -generated three—
body interaction; see also the rem ark at the end of Sec.
@. T hisobservation justi esourusing a point-like three—
body interaction am plitude despite the fact that the one
generated in perturbation theory was long-ranged. In the
Appendix we discuss a sin ilar feature of *-theory.

W e conclide that the m any-body interactions are In—
deed Im portant for weak-coupling xed points, as one
would have expected. However, since they do not lead
to new marghal (n d = 2) scaling operators, the rele—
vant physics is already contained in the renom alization
of the twobody interaction constants. W eak-coupling

xed pointsw illthusalw aysbe perturbatively stablew ith
respect to ki3, and also w ith respect to higherm any-body
Interactions, ie., they have a nie basin of attraction.
This in tum in plies that the coupling of k3 to the other
coupling constants cannot change the critical behavior,
it willm erely lead to power-aw correctionsto scaling. In
particular, all of the perturbative m etal-insulator transi-
tion xed points that are known to exist for the general-
ized nonlinear sigm a-m odelde ned in Sec.'T} are stabk
w ith respect to ks.

C . Strong-coupling =xed points

Let us now consider strong-coupling xed points,
w here the ratio of successive term s in the loop expan-—
sion is not necessarily som e power of . This can hap-
pen if the =xed point value of + is large, 0£0 (1= ), or
In nite, even ifg is stillofO ( ). O £course, another pos—
sbility is that g = O (1). No controlled theories exist
ofm etakinsulator transitions that are govemed by such
xed points, but they are structurally clearly possble.
E xplicit, if uncontrolled, exam ples of xed points where
both g and an Interaction coupling constant are ofO (1)



have been given in Refs. [0 and 1123 It is also believed
that strong-coupling physics govems the behavior in cer-
tain 2-d sytem s, where the Interaction styength m ay be
the dom inant energy scalke in the problem 24

The argum ents In the previous subsection that en—
sure the irrelevance of k3 obviously break down for such
strong-coupling xed points. W e stress that this m ay
be true even if the xed-point value of g is still an all.
The point isthatwih,eg.,g= O ( ) and = O (1= ),
gt = 0 (1), and hence the onedoop term in Eq. @:.2-_6'3)
can overw heln the bare scale din ension ofk;. The same
argum ents hold for the higher m any-body interaction
term s, although to a lesser degree, since for them a larger
negative bare scale dim ension m ust be overcom e in order
to m ake them relevant.

W e conclude that the m any-body interaction temm s
cannot be dismissed a priori n any strong-coupling
regin e, where the dim ensionless Interaction am plitudes
are large, even if the disorder is still an all. In particu-
lar, they are lkely to play a role in the resolution ofthe
tw o-din ensionalm etal-insulator transition problem .

V. SUMMARY,AND CONCLUSION

To sum m arize, we have show n thatm any-body interac—
tions are generated under renom alization ofan action for
Interacting disordered electrons that contains two-body
Interactions only. Such interactions tum out to be irrel-
evant w ith respect to the perturbative xed points that
describe m etakinsulator transitionsin d= 2+ . How—
ever, they need to be exam inated, and they lkely con—
trbute to the lading behavior, in any strong-coupling
theory. This inplies in particular that even if strong—
coupling solutions for the generalized nonlinear sigm a—
m odel w ith twobody interactions could be found, such
solutions would be incom plete, and probably physically
wrong. T he task of determ ining the strong-coupling be—
havior of such system s, and in particular the situation in
d= 2, is thus even harder than previously assum ed.

W e conclude by recapitulating tw o aspects of our tech—
nicaldevelopm ent that can easily lead to confusion. F irst
of all, let us com e _b:ack to the infrared divergence of the
integralin Eq. @.11k). Naively, this infrared divergence
seam s to o set the extra factor of tem perature com pared
to the twobody interaction, m aking the threebody in—
teraction m arginal by power counting n d = 2. The
sam e argum ent applies to higher m any-body interaction
am plitudes, which carry additional factors of tem pera-
ture, but com e w ith even m ore divergent loop integrals.
Aswe show explicitly by analyzing an analogouse ect in

4 theory in the appendix, this sin ple argum ent is falla-
cious and the m any-body interactions are perturbatively
irrelevant, but they are lkely to play an im portant role
In nonperturbative regin es. Second, we have focussed
on one particular threebody interaction tem , nam ely,
a soin-singlet threebody interaction. For this tem , we
have calculated all contributions to second order in the

soin-singlet two-body interaction within a welkde ned
model. This proves the existence of m any-body inter-
actions in e ective eld theories for electrons, but our
calculation is sensitive to only a sm all subclass of such
term s. M any-body interactions coupling four and m ore
electrons, spin-triplet interactions, and tem s coupling
singlet and triplt density uctuations certainly exist,
and they all need to be exam ined in order to system —
atically dealw ith strong-coupling e ects.

F inally, we note that existing theories ofthe A nderson-
M ott transition seem to lead to the conclusion that it is
very sin ilar to an Anderson transition 24 However, i is
reasonable to assum e that In strongly correlated system s
the m etal-insulator transition should m ore closely resem —
bl a M ott transition 23 This suggests the existence of
a saddle In param eter space separating the xed points
that describe the two transitions. T he disordered M ott
transition is lkely described by a strong-coupling xed
point. As discussed after Egs. {_5;%), on the strong—
coupling side of such a saddle the m any-particle interac-
tions are Ikely to be in portant, even ifthe w eak-coupling
Anderson or Anderson-M ott xed point is locally stable
w ith respect to them . In this context it is interesting to
note that a Landau theory for the Anderson-M ott tran—
sition in high din ensions @ > 6)t4%% Hund indeed that
forweak Interactions, an A nderson transition takesplace
w ith increasing disorder, w hile for strong interactions the
m etakinsulator transition has a di erent nature. It is
likely that the m any-body interactions discussed in this
paper are in portant for understanding the m issing link
between this theory in high din ensions, and the usual
treatm ent of the m etalinsulator transition problem near
tw o-din ensions.
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APPENDIX A:GENERATION OF
HIGHER-ORDER TERM S IN ‘-THEORY

In this appendix we recall som e aspects of *-theory
that are analogous to the generation of m any-body in-
teractions discussed in the m ain part of the paper. See
Refs. :_l-é,:_i:},:_l-ij for a derivation ofthe results sum m arized
below .

Consider scalar “-theory, w ith an action

Z Z

dx ®EF r’] x) — dx ‘&)

4
@l
Upon renom alization, a °-tem with a coupling con—
stant ug is generated by m eans of the diagram shown
n Fjg.:zi. This diagram represents a m om entum inte—

S[ 1= 1
2
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FIG .5: Diagram that generatesa btem from ‘-temm s.

gralover three propagators. In perturbation theory, and
at criticality, this integral is strongly nfrared divergent.
N aively, this raises the question whether ug can really be
irrelevant w ith respect to the W ilson-F isher xed point.
To Investigate this, we consider the RG ow equations.

Adding a b +ermm to the action, one easily nds, within
amom entum shellRG , and to one-loop order,
dr ot 31.14 (AZ )
— = 2r ; a
ar 1+ r
dug 9u42 10ug
= — ; 2b
a e 1+ r? 1+r ®.2b)
dug 45u4ug 27}
= 21 ;A 2c
ar ( Yo 1+ r)? 1+ r)3 ®.20)
w here = 4 d. Linearization of these ow equa—

tions about the W ilson-Fisher xed point (r ;u,;ug) =
( =6+0 (2); =9+ 0 (?); =54+ 0 (%)) yieldsthreeRG
eigenvalues

1= 2 =3+0(* ; @ 3a)
2 = +0 (%) ; @ 3b)
5= 2 3 +0(¢ @ 30)

1 = 1= > 0 is the nverse correlation length ex—
ponent, , is the scale din ension of the least irrelevant
operator, and 3 is irrelevant even for = 0. The in-
frared properties of the triangle diagram thus do not

lead to another (pesides ;) eigenvalie ofO ( ). This is
true even though it does lad to a lading scaling be-
havior of ug that is given by ugo ! 1) b , as

can be seen by solving the ow equations. However,
this jist m eans that ug is not a proper scaling opera—
tor, since it couples to ugs. W th w = us uy, and

Us = U Ug, the proper next-to-least irrelevant scaling
operator isgs = u (?=2) w + O (3). Its scale di-
mension is [gg]= 3, SO ge is Indeed irrelevant w ith scale
dinension 2 inhd= 4.

T his phenom em on of the generation of a new oper-
ator that is irrelevant w ith respect to the perturbative
xed point in d = 4 is com pletely analogous to the
irrelevance of the threebody interaction w ith respect to
the perturbativem etalinsulatortransition xed pointsin
d= 2+ ,and the analogy extends to the longrangedness
ofthe new iInteraction. It is interesting to note, however,
that there isno generala priori guarantee that g¢ w illno
be relevant In, say, d = 3. Indeed, the bare scale din en—
sion ofug is 2+ 2 , which naively inplies a m argihal
operator n d = 3. The one-loop correction sw itches the
sign of the O ( ) correction, see Eqg. -12—\_31%:), so the one-
Joop approxim ation to ¢ m akes gg m ore irrelevant w ith
Increasing , not less. However, i is in portant to keep
In m ind that, (1) this change of sign is a special prop—
erty of “-theory, which can be seen only by m eans ofan
explicit calculation, and, (2) there is no guarantee that
high-order term s in the -expansion w ill not have a pos—
itive sign and make 5 positive n d = 3. In  *-theory
there are no Indications that this is the case, but it could
happen in a di erent, m ore com plicated eld theory.
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In perturbation theory is longranged. See Sec. IV 1_3: and
the Appendix for a jisti cation. ' -
W ithin the spirit of standard phase transition theory,'i(‘:
one would choose H In Eq. d_3;l§) to be m arginal, which
would m ake [ ]= z,wih z the dynam icalexponent.H ow —
ever, traditionally the scale dim ension [ ]ofthe in agihary
tin e has been xed in descriptions of the A nderson-M ott
transition, with the scale din ension of H m aking up for
the di erence between [ ] and ZE The choice [ 1= d is
m otivated by the fact that [ ]= z = d at the Anderson
m etakinsulator transition of noninteracting electrons, and
that for all known universality classes of the A nderson-
M ott m etaldnsulator transition of interacting electron in
d=2+ ,[1=d+0¢().

M ore generally, at a weak-coupling xed point successive
tem s In the loop expansion of the ow equations becom e

23

24

an aller by som e power of . It is conceivable that this con-
dition m ight be violated for ! 1, eg. by powers of
1=(1+ ) occuring at som e order in the loop expansion,

although no exam ples of such behavior are known.

A thoughM dV illan’s paper, R ef. El_', contained a technical
m istake, this should not distract from the attractiveness of
the structure of his scaling theory.

Even though there are qualitative di erences between an

A nderson-M ott transition and an A nderson transition,
eg., the form er has a critical density of states, this state—
m ent is true In the follow ing sense: Both transitions are
driven by di usive m odes, and the lower critical dim en—
sionality is equalto 2. T he presence of the interaction jast
m odi es the di usive m odes. A M ott transition, by con—
trast, w ith orw ithout disorder, is fuindam entally driven by
interactions.



