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A bstract

The degenerate Ferm igas coupled to a random potentialis used to

study m etal-insulator transitions in various dim ensions. W e �rst recast

the problem in the sea-boson language thatallowsforan easy evaluation

of im portant physicalattributes. W e evaluate the dynam icalnum ber-

num bercorrelation function and from thiscom putethea.c.conductivity.

W e �nd that the d.c. conductivity vanishes in one and two dim ensions.

Fora ham iltonian that forbids scattering ofan electron from within the

Ferm isurfaceto anotherstatewithin theFerm isurfacewe�nd thatthere

isno m etal-insulatortransition in three dim ensionseither.

1 Introduction

In a seriesofpublished works[1][2],and a recentpreprint[3],we showed how

to extractthe anom alousexponents in case ofthe Luttinger m odelusing sea-

bosons. This paves the way for application ofthe am ended sea-boson theory

thatnow ispowerfulenough to reproducem ostoftheexactly known resultsin

1d,to othersystem s such aselectronswith quenched disorderwith and with-

outCoulom b interactionsin variousdim ensions.Therelevantliteratureon this

subjectisvastand weshallnotattem pttobeexhaustivein surveyingit.Ander-

son’spioneering work on localization[4]wasfollowed by the work ofAbraham s

et.al.[8]and lateron a m orerigorousform ulation ofthe notion ofdisorderav-

eraging wasgiven by M cK aneand Stone[6].Thisrelatesto a singleelectron in

a disordered potential.Theclassicreview ofLeeand Ram akrishnan [7]includes

m any references on the literature concerning the degenerate electron gas in a

disordered potential.A m orerecentreview isby Abraham set.al.[8].
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2 N um ber-N um ber C orrelation Function

Eventually,we would like to com pute the a.c. conductivity at absolute zero.

Unfortunately this quantity is rather di�cult to com pute. This is because it

involves �rst calculating the dynam icalnum ber-num ber correlation function.

This latter function has proved very di�cult to evaluate. Before we evaluate

thisquantitywewould liketosayafew wordsabouthow thedynam icalnum ber-

num bercorrelation entersinto the picture.Itisde�ned asfollows.

N (kt;k
0

t
0

)= < nk(t)nk0(t
0

)> � < nk(t)> < n
k
0(t

0

)> (1)

Notice thatthe a.c.conductivity isrelated to the dynam icaltotalm om entum -

m om entum correlationfunction.Thisform ulawasderivedin anearlierpreprint[3].

The m om entum -m om entum correlation function in turn m ay be related to the

dynam icalnum ber-num bercorrelation function.
D

�P̂ (t)� �̂P (0)

E

=
X

kk
0

(k � k
0

) [hnk(t)nk0(0)i� hnk(t)ihnk0(0)i] (2)

In a recentpreprint[3],weprovided som ehintsasto how m ightgo aboutcom -

puting the num ber-num ber correlation function for the interacting system . It

involvesfunctionaldi�erentiation ofthe average m om entum distribution with

respectto sourcesthatcoupleto thenum beroperator.W hen thisisdonecare-

fully we �nd the following appealing form ofthe dynam icalnum ber-num ber

correlation function.

N (kt;k
0

t
0

)= (1� nF (k))(1� nF (k
0

))SA A (kt;k
0

t
0

)+ nF (k)nF (k
0

)SB B (kt;k
0

t
0

)

� (1� nF (k))nF (k
0

)SA B (kt;k
0

t
0

)� (1� nF (k
0

))nF (k)SB A (kt;k
0

t
0

) (3)

Herethe variousquantitiesarede�ned recursively.First(herem ;n = A;B ),

Sm n(kt;k
0

t
0

)= e
� 2< Ŝm (k)>

e
� 2< Ŝn (k

0

)>
S
0

m n(kt;k
0

t
0

) (4)

O ne could take the point of view that S0m n(kt;k
0

t
0

) is evaluated by assum -

ing that ak(q) are canonicalbosons,dropping allthe square roots and so on.

Thereason being thatthecorrectionscaused by 
uctuationsin them om entum

distributions are included in the exponentialprefactors. These quantities are

de�ned recursively.

ŜA (k;t)=
X

q

A
y

k� q=2
(q;t)A k� q=2(q;t) (5)

ŜB (k;t)=
X

q

A
y

k+ q=2
(q;t)A k+ q=2(q;t) (6)

S
0

m n(kt;k
0

t
0

)=

D

Ŝm (k;t)Ŝn(k
0

;t
0

)

E

�

D

Ŝm (k;t)

E D

Ŝn(k
0

;t
0

)

E

(7)

wherem ;n = A;B .
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3 T he Toy H am iltonian

Herewecouple the freeFerm igasto a disorderpotentialand com pute the a.c.

conductivity.Thediagonalization isrendered trivialin thesea-boson language.

However,theform ula forthedynam icalnum ber-num bercorrelation function in

term softhe bosonsisvery nontrivialand can thereforebe expected to lead to

nontrivialresults.

H =
X

kq

k:q

m
A
y

k
(q)A k(q)+

X

q

Udis(q)
p
V

X

k

h

A k(� q)+ A
y

k
(q)

i

(8)

Theaboveham iltonian describeselectronsclosetotheFerm isurfaceinteracting

with thedisorderpotential.However,noticethatno externally chosen cuto� is

needed. A naturalsm ooth cuto� em erges by not linearizing the bare ferm ion

dispersion.In the Ferm ilanguage,Eq.(8)isequivalentto the following ham il-

tonian.

H =
X

k

�kc
y

k
ck +

X

k;q

Udis(q)
p
V

[�k(� q)+ �k(q)]c
y

k+ q=2
ck� q=2 (9)

Here�k(q)= nF (k+ q=2)(1� nF (k� q=2))and nF (k)= �(kF � jkj).Thusthe

toy ham iltonian Eq.( 9) describes electrons coupling to the disorderpotential

neartheFerm isurfacein such a way thatprocessesthattakean electron below

the Ferm isurface and place it in another state also below the Ferm isurface

orboth above the Ferm isurface are forbidden. W e shallsee that in this case

thereisno m etalinsulatortransition in any dim ension.However,wereproduce

the resultsthatin one and two dim ensions,the d.c.conductivity iszero.This

ham iltonian m ay be trivially diagonalized by the following transform ation.

A k(q;t)= A
0

k(q)e
� i

k :q

m
t
�
Udis(q)
p
V

m

k:q
(10)

Thuswe have,

D

A
y

k
(q)A k(q)

E

=
jUdis(q)j

2

V

m 2

(k:q)2
nF (k � q=2)(1� nF (k + q=2)) (11)

Also forthe num ber
uctuations,

D

A
y

k
(q;t)A k(q;t)A

y

k
0(q

0

;t
0

)A
k
0(q

0

;t
0

)

E

�

D

A
y

k
(q;t)A k(q;t)

E D

A
y

k
0(q

0

;t
0

)A
k
0(q

0

;t
0

)

E

=
jUdis(q)j

2

V

m 2

(k:q)2
e
� i

k :q

m
(t� t

0

)
�
k;k

0�
q;q

0nF (k � q=2)(1� nF (k + q=2)) (12)

Thuswe m ay com pute the following quantities,

< ŜA (k)> =
X

q

jUdis(q)j
2

V

m 2

((k � q=2):q)2
nF (k � q)(1� nF (k)) (13)

3



< ŜB (k)> =
X

q

jUdis(q)j
2

V

m 2

((k + q=2):q)2
nF (k)(1� nF (k + q)) (14)

SA A (k;t;k
0

;t
0

)= �
k;k

0

X

q

jUdis(q)j
2

V

1

(
k:q

m
� �q)

2
e
� i(

k :q

m
� �q )(t� t

0

)
nF (k� q)(1� nF (k))

(15)

SB B (k;t;k
0

;t
0

)= �
k;k

0

X

q

jUdis(q)j
2

V

1

(
k:q

m
+ �q)

2
e
� i(

k :q

m
+ �q )(t� t

0

)
nF (k)(1� nF (k+ q))

(16)

SA B (k;t;k
0

;t
0

)=
jUdis(k � k

0

)j2

V

1

(�k � �
k
0)2

e
� i(�k � �

k
0)(t� t

0

)
nF (k

0

)(1� nF (k))

(17)

SB A (k;t;k
0

;t
0

)=
jUdis(k

0

� k)j2

V

1

(�k � �
k
0)2

e
� i(�

k
0� �k )(t� t

0

)
nF (k)(1� nF (k

0

))

(18)

In an earlierpreprintweshowed thattherealpartofthea.c.conductivity m ay

be written as,

Re[�(!;Udis)]=

�
�e2

m 2V

�
1

!

X

kk
0

X

i;j

(k:k
0

) ~N (k;�i;�j;k
0

;0)�(! � �i+ �j) (19)

where,

N (k;t;k
0

;0)� hnk(t)nk0(0)i� hnk(t)ihnk0(0)i=
X

i;j

e
� i(�i� �j)t ~N (k;�i;�j;k

0

;0)

(20)

SA A (k;t;k
0

;t
0

)= �
k;k

0

X

i;j

�ki;k

jUdis(ki� kj)j
2

V

1

(�i� �j)
2
e
� i(�i� �j)(t� t

0

)
nF (kj)(1� nF (ki))

(21)

SA B (k;t;k
0

;t
0

)=
X

i;j

�
kj;k

0�ki;k

jUdis(ki� kj)j
2

V

1

(�i� �j)
2
e
� i(�i� �j)(t� t

0

)
nF (kj)(1� nF (ki))

(22)

SB A (k;t;k
0

;t
0

)=
X

i;j

�
ki;k

0�kj;k

jUdis(ki� kj)j
2

V

1

(�i� �j)
2
e
� i(�i� �j)(t� t

0

)
nF (kj)(1� nF (ki))

(23)
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SB B (k;t;k
0

;t
0

)= �
k;k

0

X

i;j

�kj;k

jUdis(ki� kj)j
2

V

1

(�i� �j)
2
e
� i(�i� �j)(t� t

0

)
nF (kj)(1� nF (ki))

(24)

~N (k;�i;�j;k
0

;0)= e
� 4S

0

A
(k)
�
k;k

0�ki;k

jUdis(ki� kj)j
2

V

1

(�i� �j)
2
nF (kj)(1� nF (ki))

� e
� 2S

0

A (k)e
� 2S

0

B (k
0

)
�
kj;k

0�ki;k

jUdis(ki� kj)j
2

V

1

(�i� �j)
2
nF (kj)(1� nF (ki))

� e
� 2S

0

B
(k)
e
� 2S

0

A
(k

0

)
�
ki;k

0�kj;k

jUdis(ki� kj)j
2

V

1

(�i� �j)
2
nF (kj)(1� nF (ki))

+ e
� 4S

0

B
(k)
�
k;k

0�kj;k

jUdis(ki� kj)j
2

V

1

(�i� �j)
2
nF (kj)(1� nF (ki)) (25)

4 A .C .C onductivity

The disorderaveraged a.c.conductivity forG aussian disorderm ay be writtten

as

�(!)� < Re[�(!;Udis)]> dis

=

�
�e2

m 2V

�
1

!

X

i;j

�

k
2

i e
� 4S

0

A
(ki)+ k

2

j e
� 4S

0

B
(kj)

�
� 2

V

1

(
k2

i

2m
�

k2

j

2m
)2
nF (kj)(1� nF (ki))�(!�

k2i

2m
+
k2j

2m
)

(26)

where,

S
0

A (k)=
X

q

� 2

V

m 2

(k:q � q2=2)2
nF (k � q)(1� nF (k)) (27)

S
0

B (k)=
X

q

� 2

V

m 2

(k:q + q2=2)2
nF (k)(1� nF (k + q)) (28)

In otherwords,

�(!)� < Re[�(!;Udis)]> dis

=

�
2�e2� 2

m

�
1

!3

Z �F

�F � !

d� D (! + �)D (�)

�

(! + �)e� 4S
0

A
(!+ �)+ � e

� 4S
0

B
(�)
�

(29)

S
0

A (�)= �2
Z �F

0

d�
0

D (�
0

)
1

(� � �
0

)2
(30)

S
0

B (�)= �2
Z 1

�F

d�
0

D (�
0

)
1

(�
0

� �)2
(31)
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D (�)=
m

(2�)d
(2m �)

d� 2

2 (32)

Using M athem aticaT M we�nd,

S
0

A (�)= �2
m

(2�)d
(2m )

d� 2

2

 

2�
d=2

F

d �2

!

H 2F 1[2;d=2;1+ d=2;
�F

�
] (33)

S
0

B (�)= �2
m

(2�)d
(2m )

d� 2

2

 

� 2�
(� 4+ d)=2

F

(� 4+ d)

!

H 2F 1[2;2� d=2;3� d=2;
�

�F
] (34)

In onedim ension,furthersim pli�cation isnotpossible.Hence wewrite,

S
0

A (�)= �2
m

(2�)
(2m )�

1

2

 

2�
1=2

F

�2

!

H 2F 1[2;1=2;3=2;
�F

�
] (35)

S
0

B (�)= �2
m

(2�)
(2m )�

1

2

 

2�
� 3=2

F

3

!

H 2F 1[2;3=2;5=2;
�

�F
] (36)

In two spatialdim ensionswehave,

S
0

A (�)= �2
m

(2�)2

�
1

� � �F
�
1

�

�

(37)

S
0

B (�)= �2
m

(2�)2

1

�F � �
(38)

In threespatialdim ensionswe have,

S
0

A (�)= �2
m

(2�)3
(2m )

1

2

 

2�
3=2

F

3 �2

!

H 2F 1[2;3=2;5=2;
�F

�
] (39)

S
0

B (�)= �2
m

(2�)3
(2m )

1

2

�

2�
� 1=2

F

�

H 2F 1[2;1=2;3=2;
�

�F
] (40)

In two dim ensionswehave,

�(!)=

�
2�e2� 2

m

�
1

!3

m 2

(2�)4

Z �F

�F � !

d�

�

(! + �)e
� 4�

2 m

(2� )2

�
1

� + ! � �F
�

1

� + !

�

+ � e
� 4�

2 m

(2� )2
1

�F � �

�

(41)

Thism ay be approxim ately evaluated asfollows.

�(!)�

�
2�e2� 2

m

�
1

!2

m 2

(2�)4

�

2�F e
� 4�

2 m

(2� )2
2

!

�

(42)

Itcan beeseen thatthezerofrequency lim itoftheaboveexpression iszerosince

theintegralvanishesexponentiallyfast� e� c0=!=!2.Thusthed.c.conductivity
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ofa two dim ensionalsystem is zero and the frequency dependence is rather

nontrivial.Sim ilarly wem ay expectthatin onedim ension thed.c.conductivity

vanishes.Unfortunately fora sim ilarreason we �nd thatthe d.c.conductivity

in threedim ensionsalso vanishes.Thism eanswehaveto includeterm sbeyond

whatEq.(9)does.Perhapsthereadercan dothisoratleasto�ertocollaborate

with the author.Pleasecontactm e atgsetlur@ im sc.res.in

5 Som e TechnicalM usings

It appears that the m athem aticalliterature on the subject ofquantum par-

ticles in random potentials is vast[9]. It is possible,indeed likely that m any

m athem atically rigorous results are known regarding this problem . But this

doesnotpreventtheauthorsfrom m aking som erem arksthatm oreknowledge-

ablereadersm ay chooseto critique.In particular,the authorisuncom fortable

with the notion ofdisorderaveraging. Nature choosesits potentials based on

the distribution ofim purities,defects and so on. This potentialis �xed and

well-de�ned fora particulardistribution oftheseim perfections.Thephysicists’

ignoranceofthe precisenatureofthispotentialisnota licenseto averageover

thesepotentials.Naturedoesnotaverage,peopledo.Butarepeoplejusti�ed in

averaging? In otherwordscan averagingsim plify theproblem withoutwashing

out essentialphysics ? In orderto answer this question we have to m ake the

following conjectures.

D efn0 :LetUd bethesetofallpotentialsU (x)in a �xed spatialdim ension d.

D efn1 :LetFd be thesetofallpotentialsU (x)in a �xed spatialdim ension d

thathasthe following property. They alllead to the sam e exponent� forthe

frequency dependence ofthe a.c. conductivity. In other words,each ofthese

potentialspredicitsthatRe[�(!)]� !� (in som eregion of! with possibly som e

additivepartindependentof!)with the sam e �.

C onjecture 1 :Fd isdense in Ud.

IfC onjecture1 isvalid,then onem ay averageoverallthese‘su�ciently er-

ratic’potentialsand expecttoextract� which isallthatphysicistscareabout.It

ispossiblethat� m ay beextracted from anum ericalsolution oftheSchrodinger

equation using a speci�c U thatbelongsto the setF d. Butthiswould involve

using the com puterform ore than checking one’sem ail,and noteveryonelikes

that.

D efn2 : LetM 3 be the setofallpotentials U (x)in spatialdim ension d = 3

thathasthe following property. They alllead to the sam e exponent� forthe

m obility edge exponent. In otherwords,each ofthese potentialspredicitthat

�d:c:� (E F � E c)
� �(EF � E c)with thesam e�.Howeverfordi�erentpotentials,

E c -the m obility edge,m ay be di�erent.

C onjecture 2 :F3 isdensein U3.

IfC onjecture2 is valid,then one m ay average over allthese ‘su�ciently

7



erratic’potentialsand expectto extract�.

Thusthe validity ofthe processofaveraging overpotentialsrestscrucially

it seem s,on allthese su�ciently erratic potentials predicting the sam e expo-

nents and on these su�ciently erratic potentials spanning nearly allpossible

potentials.

Ifboth these are satistifed then one m ay average over allpotentials and

extractthe exponents,or,ifone isbetteratprogram m ing,choosea particular

potentialfrom thisset,num erically solvetheSchrodingerequation and extract

theexponentfrom there.In eithercaseweshould getthesam eanswer.A �nal

conjectureseem sappropriate.

C onjecture 3 :LetM
0

3 havean exponent�
0

and F
0

d havean exponent�
0

,

then � = �
0

and � = �
0

.In otherwords,theseexponentsareunique.

W ith powerfulcom putersnow available,purely analyticalm ethodssuch as

thiswork m ay seem pass�e,buta closed form ula forthe a.c. conductivity that

onecan stareat(and onethatishopefully right)and adm irehasa charm that

a cold data �le on thehard disk isunableto duplicate.Besides,with Coulom b

interaction,the problem becom es intractable num erically,however,one m ay

expect to com bine the sea-boson m ethod with the present one to extract the

exponentsanalytically.
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