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A bstract

T he degenerate Fem i gas coupled to a random potential is used to
study m etakinsulator transitions in various dim ensions. W e rst recast
the problem in the sea-boson language that allow s for an easy evaluation
of Im portant physical attrbbutes. W e evaliate the dynam ical num ber-
num ber correlation fiinction and from this com pute the a.c. conductivity.
W e nd that the d.c. conductivity vanishes in one and two din ensions.
For a ham iltonian that forbids scattering of an electron from w ithin the
Fem isurface to another state w ithin the Fem isurface we nd that there
is no m etakinsulator transition in three dim ensions either.

1 Introduction

In a serdes of published works 'E,'] '_[2], and a recent preprjntt_’j’], we showed how

to extract the anom alous exponents in case of the Luttinger m odel using sea-
bosons. This paves the way for application of the am ended sea-boson theory
that now ispowerfiilenough to reproduce m ost of the exactly known resuls in
1d, to other system s such as electrons w ith quenched disorder w ith and w ith-
out Coulom b interactions in various din ensions. T he relevant literature on this
sub ect isvast and we shallnot attem pt to be exhaustive in surveying it. A nder—
son’s pioneering work on localization E_4] was ollowed by the work of Abraham s
etal ['§'] and later on a m ore rigorous form ulation of the notion of disorder av—
eraging was given by M cK ane and Stonei_d]. T his relates to a single electron in
a disordered potential. T he classic review ofLee and R am akrishnan ij] includes
m any references on the literature conceming the degenerate electron gas in a
disordered potential. A m ore recent review isby Abraham set. al E].

cond-mat/0306037v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 2 Jun 2003

arxXiv


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306037v1

2 NumberN um ber C orrelation Function

Eventually, we would lke to com pute the a.c. conductivity at absolute zero.
Unfrtunately this quantity is rather di cult to com pute. This is because it

Involves st calculating the dynam ical num bernum ber correlation function.
T his latter function has proved very di cult to evaliate. Before we evaluate

this quantity wewould like to say a few wordsabout how the dynam icalnum ber-
num ber correlation enters into the picture. &t is de ned as ollow s.
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N otice that the a.c. conductivity is related to the dynam ical totalm om entum —
m om entum correlation function. T his form ula wasderived in an ear]jerpreprjntﬁ].
The m om entum -m om entum correlation function In tum m ay be related to the

dynam ical num bernum ber correlation function.
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In a recent p]:epn'nt[;], we provided som e hints as to how m ight go about com -
puting the num bernum ber correlation function for the interacting system . It
Involves finctional di erentiation of the average m om entum distribution with
respect to sources that couple to the num ber operator. W hen this is done care—
fully we nd the follow ing appealing form of the dynam ical num ber-num ber
correlation fiinction.
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H ere the various quantities are de ned recursively. First herem ;n= A;B),
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One could take the point of view that Srg 0 (kt;koto) is evaluated by assum —
ing that ax (@) are canonical bosons, dropping all the square roots and so on.
T he reason being that the corrections caused by uctuations in the m om entum
distrbutions are included in the exponential prefactors. These quantities are
de ned recursively.
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wherem ;n= A;B.



3 The Toy H am iltonian

Here we couple the free Ferm igas to a disorder potential and com pute the ac.
conductivity. T he diagonalization is rendered trivial in the sea-boson language.
H owever, the form ula for the dynam ical num bernum ber correlation function in
term s of the bosons is very nontrivial and can therefore be expected to lead to
nontrivial results.
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T he above ham ilttonian describes electrons close to the Fem isurface interacting
w ith the disorder potential. H ow ever, notice that no extemally chosen cuto is
needed. A natural am ooth cuto eam erges by not linearizing the bare ferm ion
dispersion. In the Fem i language, Eq.( :g) is equivalent to the follow ing ham i~
tonian.
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toy ham ilttonian Eq.( -'_Sli) describes electrons coupling to the disorder potential
near the Fem isurface in such a way that processes that take an electron below
the Fem i surface and place it in another state also below the Femm i surface
or both above the Fem 1 surface are forbidden. W e shall see that In this case
there is no m etal insulator transition in any dim ension. H ow ever, w e reproduce
the results that in one and two dim ensions, the d.c. conductivity is zero. T his
ham iltonian m ay be trivially diagonalized by the follow ing transform ation.
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Thus we have,
D E

Vais@F m?
AY @)Aa = = =" n =2)(1 n + g=2 11
x @Ax @) v (kq)ZF(k g=2) ( r k+ g=2)) 11
A Iso for the num ber uctuations,
D v y 0 0 0 0 E D y ED v 0 0 0 0 E
Ay @iHAx @A @ jt)A0 (g it) Ay @iDAx @it) A, @ it)A 0@ it)

Pais (q)f m 2 e ik e )

k;k0 q;qOHF (k q:2) (l np (k + q=2)) (12)

\4 (k x)?
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In an earlier preprint we show ed that the realpart ofthe a.c. conductivity m ay
be w ritten as,
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4 A C.Conductivity

T he disorder averaged a.c. conductiviy for G aussian disorderm ay be w rittten
as
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UsingM athem atica™ we nd,
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In one din ension, further sim pli cation is not possible. Hence we w rite,
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In two spatialdin ensions we have,
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In three spatial din ensions we have,
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In two dim ensions we have,
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Thism ay be approxim ately evaluated as follow s.
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Tt can bee seen that the zero frequency lim it ofthe above expression is zero since
the integralvanishesexponentially fast e ©='=!2, Thusthed.c. conductiiy



of a two din ensional system is zero and the frequency dependence is rather
nontrivial. Sin ilarly wem ay expect that in one din ension the d .c. conductivity
vanishes. Unfortunately or a sin ilar reason we nd that the d.c. conductivity
in three dim ensions also vanishes. T hism eans we have to include tem s beyond
whatE q.(:_é) does. P erhapsthe reader can do thisorat least o erto collaborate
w ith the author. P lease contact m e at gsetlur@ in scres.dn

5 Som e TechnicalM usings

Tt appears that the m athem atical literature on the sub fct of quantum par-
ticles In random potentials is vasti_‘jl]. Tt is possble, indeed lkely that m any
m athem atically rigorous results are known regarding this problem . But this
does not prevent the authors from m aking som e rem arks that m ore know ledge—
able readersm ay choose to critique. In particular, the author is uncom fortable
w ith the notion of disorder averaging. N ature chooses its potentials based on
the distrbution of in purities, defects and so on. This potential is xed and
welkde ned for a particular distribution of these in perfections. T he physicists’
Ignorance of the precise nature of this potential is not a license to average over
these potentials. N ature does not average, people do. But are people justi ed in
averaging ? In other words can averaging sin plify the problem w ithout washing
out essential physics ? In order to answer this question we have to m ake the
follow ing con gctures.

D em0 : LetUq be the set ofallpotentialsU x) in a xed gpatialdin ension d.
Defml : LetFy be the set ofallpotentialsU (x) In a xed spatialdin ension d
that has the follow ing property. They all lead to the sam e exponent for the
frequency dependence of the a.c. conductivity. In other words, each of these
potentials predicits that Re[ (!)] ! (In som e region of ! with possibly som e
additive part independent of ! ) w ith the sam e

Conjcture 1 :Fy4 isdense in Uqy.

IfC on cturel isvalid, then onem ay average over allthese su ciently er—
ratic’ potentials and expect to extract which isallthat physicists care about. Tt
ispossblethat may be extracted from a num erical solution ofthe Schrodinger
equation using a speci ¢ U that belongs to the sst F 4. But this would involve
using the com puter orm ore than checking one’s em ail, and not everyone likes
that.

Dem?2 : Let M 3 be the set of allpotentials U (x) In spatialdin ension d = 3
that has the follow Ing property. They all lead to the sam e exponent for the
m obility edge exponent. In other words, each of these potentials predicit that
d:c: Er E¢) Er E.)wihthesame .Howeverfordi erentpotentials,
E . —the m obility edge, m ay be di erent.
Conpcture 2 : F3 isdense in Uj.
If C on ecture2 is valid, then one m ay average over all these su ciently



erratic’ potentials and expect to extract

T hus the validity of the process of averaging over potentials rests crucially
it seem s, on all these su ciently erratic potentials predicting the sam e expo—
nents and on these su ciently erratic potentials spanning nearly all possible
potentials.

If both these are satistifed then one m ay average over all potentials and
extract the exponents, or, if one is better at program m ing, choose a particular
potential from this set, num erically solve the Schrodinger equation and extract
the exponent from there. In either case we should get the sam e answer. A nal
con Ecture seem s appropriate.

Conpcture 3 :LetM 03 have an exponent * and FCOi have an exponent 0,
then = 'and = .Tn other words, these exponents are unique.

W ih powerfiil com puters now available, purely analyticalm ethods such as
this work m ay seem passe, but a closed form ula for the a.c. conductivity that
one can stare at (and one that is hopefully right) and adm ire has a cham that
a cold data I on the hard disk is unable to duplicate. Besides, w ith Coulom b
interaction, the problem becom es intractable num erically, however, one m ay
expect to com bine the sea-boson m ethod w ith the present one to extract the
exponents analytically.
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