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1.{ Introduction

Theselecturesprovidean introduction tothetheory ofdisordered interactingelectron

system s. As for the case ofsuperconductivity, the understanding ofthe behavior of

transport and therm odynam icalproperties ofm etals and sem iconductors has required

the invention ofnew and fascinating concepts.

In these lecturesourfocusism ainly on thee�ectsofdisorder,and itsinterplay with

electron-electron interaction.Theresultingtheory,although stillcannotanswersom eim -

portantquestions,issim pleand elegant.Itdescribesthecom bined e�ectsofinteraction

and disorderin term sofa renorm alized Ferm iliquid,whoseLandau param etersbecom e

scaledependentand provide,togetherwith theconductance,thecouplings
owingunder

the action ofthe renorm alization group. However,this �nalsim ple description,which

hasrequired severaldecadesofintensivework from m any people,isbuilton severalcon-

ceptualsteps.Itisouraim to lead the readerthrough the developm entofthese various

steps. O urhope isthatthe reading ofthese lecturesshould allow people notexpertin

the �eld to accessthe originalliterature.

There are already severalreview articleswhich give an accountofthe problem from

di�erentview pointsand atdi�erentstagesofthehistoricaldevelopm ent[1,2,3,4,5,6,

7,8].However,them ostrecentand com pletearestillquitehard to read forunprepared
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readers. For unprepared readers we m ean those people that are not fam iliar with the

com plex technicaljargon thatthe �eld expertshavedeveloped overthe years.

W ewillconcentrateon thoseaspectsthatwebelievearefundam entalfortheproblem

ofthe m etal-insulator transition due to disorder and interaction. This willforce us to

ignore a num ber ofextensions and developm ents ofthe theory. These latter,however,

m ay be found in the existing reviews.

W ehavealso chosen to presentthe theory in the sim plelanguageofstandard m any-

body perturbation theory. The �eld-theoretic approach based on the derivation ofan

e�ectivenon-linear�-m odel[6]iscertainly m oreelegantand powerful,butrequiresquite

som e e�ort to appreciate the beauty ofit. W e invite the reader to approach it after

reading these lectures. These lecture notes are self-contained. A basic knowledge of

m any-body theory and diagram m atictechnique isthe only prerequisite.

Afterthesewarnings,weoutlinethecontentsoftheselectures.In thenextsection we

setthestageforthem icroscopictheory by introducing thereaderto them etal-insulator

transition in disordered system sand to phenom enologicalscaling. The necessary back-

ground forthe m icroscopic theory is given in the following section. The fourth section

deals with the non-interacting problem . A num ber ofkey physicaland technicalin-

gredientsare introduced in a pedagogicalway. Also,the experim entalurgency to take

into accountinteraction e�ects is presented. The �fth section goes to the heartofthe

problem by building the renorm alized disordered Ferm iliquid. G auge invariance and

W ard identitiesaretheshining lighthouseswhich help usto navigatethrough them essy

wavesofthe perturbation theory.Land is�nally reached in the sixth section,where we

discussthe renorm alization group equationsand look back to ourjourney and com pare

the theoreticalunderstanding with the availableexperim ents.

2.{ Setting the stage for the m etal-insulator transition

In this section,we begin by recalling the textbook theory ofelectricaltransportin

m etals. Then we m ove to a description ofthe actualphysicalsystem s where the phe-

nom ena,which wedescribetheoretically,areobserved.W econcludethesection with the

scaling theory ofthe m etal-insulatortransition due to disorder.

2
.
1.The sem iclassicalapproach ofDrude-Boltzm ann.{ The conventionaltheory of

electricaltransportis due to Drude. In its originalform ulation,Drude suggested that

electrons,undertheaction ofanexternallyapplied electric�eld,areacceleratedaccording

to Newton’s equation ofm otion untilthey collide with the ions after a tim e �. The

distance between successive collisions determ ines the m ean free path l. Due to this

sequenceofindependentscattering eventsthe electricalconductivity isgiven by

�0 =
e2n0�

m
(2.1)

wheren0 isthe density ofelectronsand e,m arethe chargeand electron m ass.
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defects

l

Fig.1.{ A pictorialrepresentation ofthe sem i-classicaltheory oftransport.

After the birth ofquantum m echanics,Som m erfeld reform ulated Drude’s theory to

accom odatetheFerm istatisticsofelectrons,providingthecorrectrelation between � and

lvia the Ferm ivelocity vF . M ore im portantly,with the work ofBloch,itwasrealized

thattherelaxation ofelectron m om entum and the�nitevalueoftheconductivity isdue

to im perfectionsofthe ion lattice,i.e. to disorder. Drude’slaw (2.1)m ay be obtained

by a sem i-classicalapproach based on the Boltzm ann equation forthe evolution ofthe

electron distribution function in the presence ofexternal�elds. A pictorialdescription

ofDrude’sm odelofelectricalconduction isshown in �g.1.

Asa consequence ofthe collisions,the electronsundergo a classicalrandom walk of

step land a di�usivem otion,with thedi�usion coe�cientD related to theconductivity

by Einstein’srelation

�0 = e
2
@n0

@�
D(2.2)

where @n0=@� is the com pressibility. In the case ofthe Ferm igas,@n0=@� = 2N 0 is

sim ply related to the density ofstatesperunitvolum eperspin

N 0 =

d

(2��h)d
2

d� 2

2 m
d=2

E
d� 2

2

F
(2.3)

where 
d isthe solid angle in d dim ensionsand E F the Ferm ienergy.From the Drude

form ula (2.1)and Einstein’srelation (2.2),with n0 = 2N 02E F =d,one getsthe di�usion

coe�cientD = (2E F �)=(dm )= v2F �=d.W ithin theindependentelectronapproxim ation,

only one di�usion constantD controlsthe charge,spin and heat transport,leading to

relationssim ilarto eq.(2.2)forthe charge.In particular,the therm alconductivity,�E ,

�E = CV;0D(2.4)

whereCV;0 = (2�2=3)k2B N 0T isthe speci�c heatforthe electron gas.
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In concluding this subsection,we introduce the conductance related to the conduc-

tivity by geom etricalfactors

G =
�0S

L
= �0L

d� 2
(2.5)

whereS and L arethe crosssection and length ofthe conductorto which weassign the

typicalsizeL.By using the explicitexpression ofthe density ofstates,onem ay rewrite

G as

G =
2e2

h


d

(2�)d� 1 d

2E F �

�h

�
pF L

�h

� d� 2

=
2e2

h


d

(2�)d� 1 d

pF l

�h

�
pF L

�h

� d� 2

;(2.6)

which shows that, in the naturalconductance units (G 0 = 2e2=h = 12:9k
� 1), the

value ofG is controlled by the dim ensionless param eters pF l=�h = 2�l=�F and L=�F .

In two dim ensions,in particular,conductivity and conductance have the sam e physical

dim ensionsand theratiobetween theFerm iwavelengthand them ean freepath istheonly

param eterthatcontrolsthevalueoftheconductivity.In thesem i-classicallim it,�F � l,

theDrudeform ulapredictsahigh conductivity.Therateofcollisions�� 1 isproportional

to the im purity concentration.By increasing the disorderin the sem iclassicalapproach,

onehasthat�0 dim inishes,butrem ains�nite.Io�eand Regel[9]stated thecriterion that

in them etallicphasethem ean freepath lcannotbesm allerthan theaverageinterelectron

distance proportionalto �h=pF ,i.e.,pF l=�h � 1. M ott[10]applied this criterion to the

Drude conductivity arguing that for d � 2 there is a m inim um m etallic conductivity,

�0m in when l� �h=pF ,

�0m in =
2e2

h


d

(2�)d� 1 d

�
pF L

�h

� d� 2

:(2.7)

As a result,there should be a discontinuity ofthe conductivity (which is universalin

d = 2)atthe transition from the m etalto the insulator. However,when l� �h=pF we

are deeply in the quantum lim itand the Io�e-Regelcriterion cannotbe naively applied

to the sem iclassicalDrude form ula. Indeed one expects that corrections beyond the

sem i-classicalapproxim ations willstrongly m odify eq.(2.1) opening the way to a new

perspective in the m etal-insulator transition. M ost ofthese lectures concern precisely

thistype ofcorrections.

2
.
2.The m etal-insulator transition.{ There are,ofcourse,�nite-tem perature cor-

rections to Drude’s form ula. In general,tem perature-dependent correctionsarise from

inelastic scattering ofelectrons beween them and with the phonons, resulting in the

characteristic� T2 and � T3 behaviorofthe conductivity.However,typicaldisordered

system sshow,atlow tem perature,stronganom alies.In m etallic�lm s,forinstance,there

aretem peraturedependentlogarithm iccorrections[11]

�(T)= �0 + m lnT;(2.8)
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conduction band

donors

acceptors

valence band

Fig.2.{ Energy diagram ofan n-type sem iconductor containing donors and acceptors. The

horizontallinesrepresentcentres,the circleselectronsin them .

where m is positive. Besides m etals,experim entalrealizations ofdisordered system s

are obtained in doped sem iconductors like Si :P ,G e :Sb and am orphous alloys as

N b:Si,Al:G e,Au :G e.In a doped sem iconductor,therearetwo typesofconduction

m echanism s. The �rst is due to the therm alactivated carriers and dom inates at high

tem perature. To understand the second m echanism ,let us consider,for instance,an

n-type sem icondutor,asshown in �g.2. An electron sitting atitsdonoratom location,

hasa wavefunction exponentially localized around the im purity (the energy ofsuch an

electron isindicated by a shorthorizontallinein the�gure).Dueto thesm all,but�nite

overlap ofwave functions centered at di�erent im purity locations,the donor electrons

can m ove around by tunneling from one im purity to another.Thisgivesrise to whatis

called im purity conduction. A doped sem iconductoriscom pensated when,besides the

m ajority donoratom s,itcontainsalso som em inority acceptoratom s.In thisway,som e

ofthedonorelectronsarecaptured by theacceptorlevels,by allowing thetunneling ofa

donorelectron from an occupied levelto an unoccupied one.By increasing theim purity

concentration,theoverlapofthewavefunctionssittingatdi�erentim puritysitesbecom es

larger. O ne pointto notice is thatby increasing the im purity concentration,there are

two com peting e�ects. O n the one hand,disorder increases due to the larger num ber

ofscattering centers. O n the other,at a high enough concentration ofim purities,the

overlap issuch thatthe im purity levelsform a band,which behavesasan intrinsically

disordered degenerate electron gas and yields a m etallic conductivity. Hence disorder

e�ects are stronger at lower concentration. The transition to m etallic behavior ofthe

im purity conduction occurs at a criticalim purity concentration,nc. Si:P ,where P

donorssitsubstitutionallyand random lyin adislocation-freeSilattice,isan idealsystem

to study thee�ectofdisorderon transportproperties.Forinstance,atenough im purity

concentration to be in the m etallicstate,onem easures

�(T)= �0 + m T
n
;(2.9)
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wherethecoe�cientm can beboth positiveand negativeand n = 1=2 [12].By decreas-

ing the P concentration below a criticalvalue,the system undergoesa m etal-insulator

transition atT = 0 in the sense that

�0 � (n � nc)
�
;(2.10)

with the criticalexponent� = 1=2[13,12]The value of� foruncom pensated Si:P is

stillunderdebateand dependsstrongly on theidenti�cation ofthecriticalregion in the

experim entaldata[14,15,16,17,18].Com pensated sam ples[19]and thealloys[20,21,22]

have� = 1.

Besidesthe transportproperties,anom aliesare also seen in the tunneling density of

statesforAu :G e[23],N bSi[20],in speci�cheat[24,25,26,27],and in spin susceptibility

[28,29,30,31,32]in SiP .Aswewilldiscussin a m oredetailed way in thenextsections,

taking into accountcorrectionsboth in transportand therm odynam icpropertieswillbe

crucialin developing an e�ectiveFerm i-liquid theory forthesesystem s.

Inm orerecentyears,thediscoveryofam etal-insulatortransitionin thetwo-dim ensional

electron gas[33]hasstim ulated a renovated e�ortto understand theinterplay ofdisorder

and interaction e�ects (1). This phenom enon has been �rst observed in Si-M O SFET

devicesand lateralso in othertwo-dim ensionalelectron gasrealizationsasin sem icon-

ductorhetero-structures. In Si-M O SFETsdevices,the two-dim ensionalelectron gasis

form ed atthe interfacebetween the bulk silicon and an insulating layerofsilicon oxide,

as shown in �g.3. By applying a positive bias on the m etallic gate deposited on the

insulating silicon oxide layerone forcesthe electronsto m ove in the SiO 2-Siinterface,

in an alm osttwo-dim ensionalenvironm ent.Ascom pared with thedoped sem iconductor

system s,thesesystem shavetheadvantagethatthedensity oftheelectron gasisalm ost

continuously controlled by the degree ofthe band bending atthe interface,i.e.,by the

applied bias.Thisallowsa very �nescanning ofthepropertiesofthesam pleasfunction

ofdensity.Furtherm ore,thedisorderism ainly duetoscatteringcentersin theinsulating

layer,so thatin principleonevariesthedensity at�xed am ountofdisorder.By varying

the electron density,n,one can change the e�ectofthe interaction since E F / n,and

in 2D the Coulom b electron-electron interaction E C / n1=2. The ratio rs between the

Coulom b interaction evaluated attheaverageinterparticledistanceand theFerm ienergy

isgiven by

rs =
E C

E kin

=
e2=("rav)

E F

;(2.11)

where"isthedielectricconstant.By using E F = n=(2N 0)and rav = 1=
p
n and recalling

(
1
) Atpresentthereisnotyeta generalconsensuson whetherwehavea realzero-tem perature

transition orrathera crossovere� ect.
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+ −

Al SiO Si2

E F

valence band

conductance band

Fig.3.{ Schem e ofa SiM O SFET device.The m etallic gate (Al)ispositevely biased so thatit

attractsthe electrons,which on the otherhand cannotenterthe insulating layerofSiO 2.The

electronsare then con� ned attheinterface Si� SiO2 and form a two-dim ensionalelectron gas.

In the proxim ity oftheinterface theslope ofthe energy bandsdeterm inesthe e� ectivetickness

ofthe two-dim ensionalelectron gas.

the expression ofthe BohrradiusaB = "�h
2
=(m e2),one obtains

rs =
1

�"aB
p
n
:(2.12)

Atthepresent,theorigin ofthem etal-insulatortransition in two-dim ensionalsystem sis

stillunclearand representsa very hotissueofdebatein theliterature.(A recentreview

m ay be found in refs.[34,35]).Forthisreason,we prefernotto enternow in a detailed

discussion oftheexperim entalfeaturesofthisphenom enon,which wewillpointoutlater

on when relevantresultsofthe theory willrequireit.

2
.
3.The Anderson transition and quantum interference.{ Allofthis suggests that

disorder cannot be treated only within a sem i-classicalapproach. In 1958,Anderson

invented the �eld oflocalization,proposing that under certain circum stances di�usion

m ay be com pletely suppressed[36]. He proposed a lattice m odelwhere the site energies

arerandom ly distributed.W hen disorderisabsent,a sm allhopping am plitudeisenough

to delocalize the electron states and form Bloch waves. However, by increasing the

disorder,the hopping processesm ay only spread an initially localized stateovera �nite

distance,which de�nesthe localization length �0. Since in the processofthe im purity
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band form ation,localized statesarem orelikelytoform in theband tails,M ottargued[37]

that there m ust exist a criticalenergy E c,called the m obility edge,which separates

localized from extendend states.W hen theFerm ienergy E F isbelow them obility edge,

the system isan insulator. W hen E F passesthrough E c,the system becom esm etallic.

From thispointofview,fora given m odeland given am ountofdisorder,theproblem is

to com puteE c.Fornon-interacting system s,thiscan betackled num erically,by exactly

solving the Schr�odingerequation in a disordered lattice. A review ofthe status ofthe

num ericalsim ulationsm ay be found in ref.[7].

Even though these concepts played an im portant role in shaping our m odern view

ofthe m etal-insulatortransition,a greatim pulse to the developm entofthe �eld cam e,

however,by the discovery ofthe phenom enon ofweak localization.

Asrem arked atthe end ofthe previoussubsection,the standard theory oftransport

is based on a sem i-classicalapproach,where in evaluating the probability for electron

di�usion oneneglectstheinterferencebetween theam plitudescorresponding to di�erent

trajectoriesand essentially treatsa classicalrandom walk with step land di�usion con-

stantD . This isindeed justi�ed in m any cases,where the sem i-classicaltheory works.

In fact,in a disorderd system the phase di�erence forany two di�erenttrajectorieswill

vary random ly. The situation changes,however,forself-intersecting trajectories,which

com e from closed loops. In this case,trajectories naturally com e in pairs,depending

on whetherone goesaround the loop clockwise orcounter-clockwise. O ne expectsthat

interference between these pairsoftrajectoriesm odi�esthe sem i-classicalresult.There

isa sim ple argum entto estim atethe probability ofhaving a self-intersecting trajectory.

O n the one hand,one hasthatthe electron m otion isdescribed by a classicaldi�usion

processsuch thatthe averagedistanceaftera tim e tis

r2 = D t:(2.13)

O n theotherhand,thequantum natureoftheelectron m ay be thoughtofin term sofa

tube ofsize �F generated by the electron m otion.In a tim e dt,the volum e spanned by

the tube increasesby

dVtube = �
d� 1
F

vF dt:(2.14)

Letusconsidertheratiobetween theincreaseofthetubevolum ein tim edtand thetotal

volum egenerated by thedi�usion process.Thetotalprobability forself-intersection m ay

be estim ated by integrating thisratio overtim e

P �

Z ��

�

�
d� 1
F

vF dt

(D t)d=2
;(2.15)

wherethelowerlim it� isthetim eabovewhich thedi�usiveregim e,afterafew collisions,

startsto setin.Theupperlim it,��,isthetim euntilwhich phasecoherenceofthewave

function persists.In general,inelasticprocessesat�nitetem peraturem ake�� a decreas-

ing function oftem perature.In two dim ensionstheprobability growslogarithm ically as
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tem peraturedecreases.Atzero tem perature,when �� ! 1 ,theupperlim itisprovided

by the system size via the di�usion relation L 2=D � �L .In thisway,the probability of

self-intersection acquiresa scaledependence

P �
vF �

d� 1
F

D d=2�(d� 2)=2

2

d� 2

"�
�

�L

� d� 2

2

� 1

#

/
G 0

�0l
d� 2

2

d� 2

"�
�

�L

� d� 2

2

� 1

#

:(2.16)

By assum ing thatthe conductivity correctionsare proportionalto thisprobability,one

obtains

��

�0
/

1

g0�

��
l

L

� �

� 1

�

(2.17)

where � = d � 2 and g0 � G (l)=G0 is the conductance at the scale lin units ofG 0.

Equation (2.17)isvalid atT = 0 and theinversescattering tim eortheinversem ean free

path play the roleoftheultravioletcuto�,whereas�
� 1
L

isthe infrared cuto�.Atd = 2,

the conductivity correction islog-singular.

At�nitetem perature,when �� < �L ,theinfrared cuto� becom estem peraturedepen-

dentand in 2D the correction becom eslogarithm icin tem perature.Thisopensthe way

to the scaling theory discussed in the nextsubsection.

As a �nalrem ark to this subsection,we point out that the weak-localization phe-

nom enon issensitiveto any perturbation thatbreaksthe tim e reversalinvariance.This

isclearfrom the aboveargum entofthe interferencebetween tim e reversed trajectories.

For instance,in the presence ofa m agnetic �eld,the two trajectories acquire a phase

di�erence�1� �2 = (2e=�hc)�B ,proportionalto them agnetic
ux � B threading thesur-

facedelim ited by theclosed loop.Sinceat�nitetem peraturethelogarithm icsingularity

iscuto� attim e ��,in orderto cuto� the singularity typicalm agnetic �eldsm ustbe

ofthe orderofa 
ux quantum overa region whose size isofthe orderofthe dephasing

length L� =
p
D ��.Thisgivesthecondition B � (h=ec)=L2

�
.Itisalsoclearthatfurther

dephasing m echanism s,asforinstance,spin-
ip scattering with typicaltim e �s becom e

im portantwhen �s < ��.

2
.
4.The scaling theory ofthe m etal-insulator transition.{ The starting pointisthe

argum entofThoulessconcerning the evolution ofthe wave function asthe system size

is increased[38,39]. To �x the ideas,letus im agine thatthe system ofsystem size 2L

is m ade up by com bining blocks ofsize L,as shown in �g.4. Suppose we know the

eigenstates for a block ofsize L. The levelspacing for these is �E . W e ask how are

the states when we com bine blocks together. Let �E be the energy broughtabout by

the perturbation ofjoining the blockstogether. Clearly,we expectthatfor�E � �E

the new eigenstates for a system ofsize 2L willdi�er very little from those at scale

L. The energy �E m easures the sensitivity to a change in the boundary conditions.

In a di�usive sytem this m ay be related to the tim e necessary to reach the boundary,

�E = �hD =L2. The levelspacing,on the otherhand,isrelated to the inverse density of
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Fig.4.{ Block ofsize 2L obtained by blocksofsize L.

states,�E = 1=(N 0L
d).By using Einstein’srelation,the ratio ofthetwo energiesgives

�E

�E
= N 0L

d�hD

L2
=

1

2�

�0L
d� 2

2e2=h
=
g(L)

2�
(2.18)

where g(L) is the conductance at the scale L in units of2e2=h. Ifg � 1,the new

eigenstatesare notm odi�ed m uch by the assem bling ofthe blocks.O n the otherhand,

when g � 1,the new states are delocalized on allthe blocks. The scaling theory[40]

assum es the g(L) is the only param eter that controls the evolution ofthe eigenstates

when werescalethesystem size.M athem atically thisisexpressed by requiring thatthe

conductanceofablock ofsizeL0= bL isexpressed in term softheconductanceofablock

ofsizeL by a function ofL0=L and g(L)only,i.e.,g(L0)= f(L0=L;g(L)).Itslogarithm ic

derivativeforL0= L,which de�nesthe�-function ofthecorresponding renorm alization

group equations,dependson the scaleL only through g(L)itself

dlng(L)

dlnL
= �(g(L)):(2.19)

Thevanishing ofthe�-function controlsthescale-invariantlim it,i.e.,providesthe�xed

pointofthe trasform ation g�. In the case ofone-param eterequation the �xed g� point

coincides with the criticalvalue gc. Linearization ofthe transform ation,starting from

the �xed point,providesthe scaling behaviorofthe physicalquantities.The �-function

isrelatively wellknown in thetwolim itsofagood m etal,whereO hm ’slaw isvalid and �

isa constant,and in thestrongly localized insulating regim e,wherethescale-dependent

conductancefallso� exponentially overa localization length �0 as

g(L)= g0e
� L =�0:(2.20)
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ln g

β=
d ln g

d lnL

d=3

d=2

d=1

gc

Fig.5.{ Schem atic �-function.

O ne then im m ediately gets

�(g)= d� 2; g � 1(2.21)

�(g)= ln
g

g0
; g � 1(2.22)

whereg0 istheconductanceatsom einitialm icroscopicscalel.Underreasonableassum p-

tions,the �-function hasthe qualitative behaviorshown in �g.5. A positive (negative)

value for � m eans that upon increasing the system size,g increases (decreases) corre-

sponding to a m etallic (insulating)behavior.

A zero gc such that�(gc)= 0,signalsan unstable �xed pointforthe 
ow ofg.This

representsa m etal-insulatortransition.O neconsequenceofeqs.(2.21),(2.22)isthat,for

d � 2,thesystem isalwaysan insulatoratzero tem peratureand allstatesarelocalized.

Closeto a criticalpointatd > 2 wem ay linearizethe �-function to get

d(g� gc)

dlnL
= gc�

0
(gc)(g� gc); �

0
(gc)=

�
d�(g)

dg

�

g= gc

(2.23)

from which

g(L)� gc = (g0 � gc)

�
L

l

� xg

(2.24)
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whereg0 isthe conductanceatscaleland

xg = gc�
0
(gc):(2.25)

By de�ning a correlation length, which coincides with the localization length in the

insulating side,itdivergesatcriticality as

� � (g0 � gc)
� �
:(2.26)

By assum ing that� istheonly relevantlength,itscalesas�0= �=(L=l)and onededuces

� = 1=xg.Furtherm ore,from the criticalbehaviorofthe conductivity

� � (g0 � gc)
� �

g(�)

�d� 2
!

gc

�d� 2
(2.27)

onederivesthe scaling law[41]

� = (d� 2)� � ��:(2.28)

In the m etallic regim e, where g is large,we can assum e that the �-function can be

expandend in a powerseriesin 1=g[42,40]

�(g)= d� 2�
a

g
�

b

g2
+ ::::(2.29)

Above two dim ensions,ifa > 0,one hasa �xed pointgc = a=� and � = 1=� leading to

� = 1. O n the otherhand,ifa = 0,the �xed pointisdeterm ined by the second order

term ,g2c = b=�,which im plies� = 1=(2�)and � = 1=2.Finally,when a < 0,there isno

�xed pointatthisorder.

Atd = 2 the scaling equation reducesto

dg

dlnL
= �

a

g
:(2.30)

For a > 0 the system scales to an insulator,whereas for a < 0 it scales to a perfect

conductor.Thisphenom enologicaltheory doesnotallow fora m etallic phasein d = 2.

3.{ T he m icroscopic approach

In this section we introduce a few generaltools that willbe used in building a m i-

croscopic theory. Firstwe discusshow physicalobservablesm ay be evaluated in term s

of response functions. Secondly, we show how conservation laws im pose constraints,

e.g. W ard Identities,on these correlation functions,which are usefulwhen perform ing

perturbativeexpansions.W e m ainly follow ref.[43].
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3
.
1.Linear response theory,Kubo form ula and allthat.{ The coupling with an ex-

ternalelectrom agnetic�eld isgiven by the Ham iltonian(2)

H em i =
1

c

Z

drA
�
(r)J�(r)(3.1)

wheretheG reek index runsovertim e(� = 0)and spaceindices(� = 1;:::;d).Thelatter

willbe lateron indicated by Latin letters. Asitisstandard,lowerindiceshave space

com ponents with a m inus sign,e.g.,J� = (c�;� J). W ith r we indicate the position

vector in any dim ension d. The externalscalar,�(r),and vector potential,A (r),are

coupled with the chargeand currentdensity,de�ned by

�(r)= e 
y
�(r) �(r)(3.2a)

J(r)= � i
e�h

2m

�
 
y
�(r)r  �(r)� (r  y�(r)) �(r)

�
�

e2

m c
A (r) 

y
�(r) �(r)(3.2b)

� j(r)�
e2

m c
A (r) 

y
�(r) �(r):(3.2c)

In the following,for the sake ofsim plicity we shallset �h,c,and kB equalto one. In

eqs.(3.2), �(r)( 
y
�(r))istheannihilation (creation)Ferm ion �eld operator.O urgoalis

to study thesystem responseto an externalelectrom agnetic�eld within linearresponse.

The second term in eq.(3.2c),the diam agnetic contribution,being already linearin the

�eld,m ay be evaluated as

j
dia

= �
e2

m
n0A(3.3)

where n0 isthe equilibrium (num ber)density. By the com pactnotation x = (t;r),the

linearresponseisgiven by

J
�
(x)=

Z

dx
0
K

��
(x;x

0
)A �(x

0
)(3.4)

where the response kernelK ��(x;x0)isthe four-currentcorrelation function,which in-

cludesboth the density-density and current-currentcorrelation functions,

K
��
(x;x

0
)= R

��
(x;x

0
)+

e2

m
n0�

(4)
(x � x

0
)���(1� ��0)(3.5)

and

R
��
(x;x

0
)= � i�(t� t

0
)< [j

�
(x);j

�
(x

0
)]> ;(3.6)

(
2
) W e adopt the relativistic notation: upper and lower indices indicate contravariant and

covariantvectors,respectively,i.e.A
�
= (�;A )and A � = (�;� A ).
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with theaveragetaken overtheappropriatestatisticalensem ble(3).Iftheunperturbed

system istraslationally invariantand hasa tim e-independentHam iltonian,we can use

Fouriertransform swith respectto both r� r0 and t� t0,

K
��
(r� r

0
;t� t

0
)=

Z 1

� 1

d!

2�

X

q

e
iq� (r� r

0
)� i!(t� t

0
)
K

��
(q;!):(3.7)

The sum over the m om enta is left unspeci�ed for the tim e being. It depends on the

choice ofboundary conditions.In the lim itofan in�nite system ,the sum getsreplaced

by an integralover allspace in the standard way. In Fourier space,eq.(3.4) becom es

local

J
�
(q)= K

��
(q)A �(q);(3.8)

where q = (!;q). Physicalobservablesare now readily obtained. Forinstance,the DC

electricalconductivity,by m aking the choice ofa tim e-dependent vector gauge,E =

� @tA (t),reads

�ij = � lim
!! 0

K ij(0;!)

i!
:(3.9)

3
.
2.Conservation laws and gauge invariance.{ Charge conservation isexpressed by

the continuity equation

@t� + r � J = 0;(3.10)

while gaugeinvariancerequiresthatthe physicsisunchanged by the replacem ent

A
�
(x)! A

�
(x)� @

�
f(x);(3.11)

with f an arbitrary function and @� = (@t;� r ).Equations(3.10,3.11)im ply

q�K
��

= 0;(3.12a)

K
��
q� = 0:(3.12b)

M ore explicitly,one hasthe following relationsconnecting the variouscorrelation func-

tions:

!K
00
= q

j
K

j0
;(3.13a)

!K
0i
= q

j
K

ji
;(3.13b)

!K
00
= q

j
K

0j
;(3.13c)

!K
i0
= q

j
K

ij
;(3.13d)

(
3
) Theplussign in frontofthediam agneticterm isdueto thefactthatby using a lowerindex

forA � the space parthasa m inussign.
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from which K 0i = K i0,K ij = K ji,and

!
2
K

00
= q

i
K

ij
q
j
:(3.14)

Theconductivitytensorm aybedecom posed intolongitudinaland transversecom ponents

as

�ij =
qiqj

q2
�L +

�

�ij �
qiqj

q2

�

�T(3.15)

so thateq.(3.9)reads

�L = ilim
!! 0

lim
jqj! 0

!

q2
K

00
(q;!):(3.16)

The chargeresponseto a staticand hom ogeneousexternalpotential,e.g.the com press-

ibility,isgiven as

@n

@�
= �

1

e2
lim
jqj! 0

K
00
(q;0):(3.17)

To appreciatethephysicalm eaning ofeqs.(3.16,3.17),letusconsiderthephenom enolog-

icalexpression ofthe currentfora good m etal

J = �L E � D r �(3.18)

where D is the di�usion coe�cient,which,under generalstatisticalconsiderations,is

related to �L by Einstein’srelation

�L = e
2
@n

@�
D :(3.19)

Equation (3.18) m ay be used together with the continuity equation (3.10) to �nd an

expression forthe density-density,K 00,response function. By taking the divergence of

eq.(3.18)and replacing itinto eq.(3.10),onegets

(@t� D r2)� = �L r
2
�;(3.20)

from which,afterFouriertransform ing,the density-density responsefunction reads

K
00
= � �L

q2

� i! + D q2
= � e

2
@n

@�

D q2

� i! + D q2
:(3.21)

Theaboveequation,ofcourse,agreeswith eq.(3.16)and givesthecom pressibility (3.17)

asrequired by Einstein’srelation. Notice thatthe latter,within the linearresponse,is

derived from the eq.(3.14),connecting the density-density and current-currentresponse

functions.Thetaskofam icroscopictheory,asitwillbeshownin thefollowingsections,is

toderivetheexpression forthecurrentinstead ofphenom enologicallyassum ingeq.(3.18).
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3
.
3.Response functions and W ard identities.{ W e begin by introducing a vertex

function

�
�
(x;x

0
;x

00
)= < TtJ

�
(x) (x

0
) 

y
(x

00
)> ;(3.22)

whereTt isthetim e-ordering operatorand theaverageisovera statisticalensem ble.In

thissubsection,forthe sake ofsim plicity,we con�ne ourselvesto the zero-tem perature

lim it with the average taken overthe ground state. W e also neglect spin indices for a

little while to keep the notation assim ple aspossible. W hen the derivative @=@x� acts

on the right-hand side ofeq.(3.22),one obtains two contributions. O ne is due to the

derivative acting on J� and giveszero due to the continuity equation (3.10). A second

contribution com esfrom the tim e-derivativeofthe Tt-product.Asa resultone getsthe

following W ard Identity:

@

@x�
�
�
(x;x

0
;x

00
)= ie �(x � x

00
)G (x

0
;x)� ie �(x � x

0
)G (x;x

00
);(3.23)

wherewe haveintroduced the single-particleG reen function

G (x;x
0
)= � i< Tt (x) 

y
(x

0
)> :(3.24)

O nem ay also considerFouriertransform swith respectto therelativecoordinatesx� x00

and x0� x (Theargum entsofthetwoG reen’sfunctionsin theright-handsideofeq.(3.23)).

W e de�ne the Fouriertransform ofeq.(3.22)as

�
�
(x;x

0
;x

00
)=

Z

dq dp e
i(p� q=2)(x

0
� x)

e
i(p+ q=2)(x� x

00
)
�
�
(p;q)(3.25)

in term sofwhich the W ard Identity becom es

q��
�
(p;q)= e G (p� q=2)� e G (p+ q=2):(3.26)

In the abovep = (�;p)and in eq.(3.25)

dp =
d�

2�

X

p

;

and sim ilarly forq.The connection between the vertex function and responsefunctions

isobtained by introducing the truncated vertex �� de�ned as

�
�
(p;q)= G (p+ q=2)�

�
(p;q)G (p� q=2):(3.27)

In term sof�� the responsefunctionsread

K
��
(q)= � i

Z

dp 

�
(p;q)G (p+ q=2)�

�
(p;q)G (p� q=2);(3.28)
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where
� = (e;e p=m )� (e;
ip)isthe barevertex.Asa check,the barevertex isfound

by writing the W ard Identity in term sof��

q��
�
(p;q)= e G

� 1
(p+ q=2)� e G

� 1
(p� q=2);(3.29)

and using the bareG reen’sfunction expression

G (p)=
1

� � �p + isign (jpj� pF )
;(3.30)

pF being the Ferm im om entum and �p = p2=2m � �.

W e conclude this section by giving a few m ore consequences ofthe W ard identity

(3.26). First,we notice that,while in the static lim it, the density-density response

function givesthe com pressibility (com pareeq.(3.17)),in the dynam iclim itwe have

lim
!! 0

K
00
(0;!)= 0:(3.31)

The above result,which is a m athem aticalform ulation ofthe particle num ber conser-

vation,follows from eq.(3.26) after taking the q-zero lim it and upon integration over

m om entum p and the entireenergy � range.

Finally,by restricting thefrequenciesto theregion (�+ !=2)(�� !=2)< 0,and taking

advantage ofthe W ard Identity in the zero-m om entum lim it,one gets for the density

responsefunction

K
00

+ � (0;!) = � ie

Z !=2

� !=2

d�

2�

X

p

�
0
(�;p;!;0)

= � ie
2

Z !=2

� !=2

d�

2�

X

p

1

!

�
G
R
(p;� � !=2)� G

A
(p;� + !=2)

�

� !! 0 ie
2
1

2�

X

p

�
G
R
(p;0)� G

A
(p;0)

�
;(3.32)

where we m ade use ofthe fact that the sign ofthe frequency determ ines whether the

G reen’s function is analyticalin the upper (retarded R) or in the lower (advanced A)

halfofthecom plex planeasa function offrequency.By recalling the expression forthe

single-particledensity ofstates

N (�)= �
1

�

X

p

Im G
R
(p;�);

oneobtainsan expression forthe single-particledensity ofstatesatthe Ferm ienergy

N (0)� N = lim
!! 0

1

2e2
K

00
+ � (0;!);(3.33)

wherethe factorof2 in the denom inatorisdue to the spin degeneracy.
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r r’ r r

u( r’)u(r)

Fig.6.{ Self-energy in the Born approxim ation before and after averaging over the im purity

distribution. The dashed line represents the average of two im purity insertions. W hen the

internalG reen’s function line (solid line) is replaced with the dressed G reen’s function one

obtainsthe self-consistentBorn approxim ation.

4.{ N on-interacting D isordered Electrons

4
.
1.Self-consistentBorn approxim ation.{ Q uite generally,non-interacting electrons

in the presenceofdisorderaredescribed by the following Ham iltonian:

H =

Z

dr  
y
�(r)

�

�
r 2

2m
+ u(r)

�

 �(r)(4.1)

whereu(r)istaken asa G aussian random variablede�ned by

u(r)= 0; u(r)u(r0)= u2�(r� r
0
)�

1

2�N 0�
�(r� r

0
):(4.2)

In theabove,N 0 isthefreesingle-particledensity ofstatesperspin and � isa param eter

inversely proportionalto theim purity concentration and whosephysicalm eaning willbe

evidentin a few m om ents.In theBorn approxim ation[44]onehasfortheself-energy the

expression (see �g.6)

�
1
(r;t;r

0
;t
0
)=

�(r� r0)

2�N 0�
G
0
(r;t;r;t

0
):(4.3)

The superscript 0 for G indicates that we are considering the unperturbed expression

(3.30).In Fourierspace,eq.(4.3)reads

�
1
(p;�)=

1

2�N 0�

X

p0

1

� � �p0 + isign (jp0j� pF )
:(4.4)

Forlarge valuesofp0,the realpartofthe sum overp0 diverges,butitsvalue doesnot

depend on the energy �. This divergency is a consequence ofthe sim ple m odeltaken

forthe scattering potential.A m orerealisticm om entum -dependentscattering potential

willgenerally cure the divergence and give rise to a �nite contribution that m ay be

absorbed into a rede�nition ofthe chem icalpotential. The m ain contribution to the
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energy dependence ofthe sum com es from the values ofp0 close to the Ferm isurface.

By following the standard procedurewe passfrom m om entum to energy integration

X

p

:::= N 0

Z 1

� �

d�p:::� N0

Z 1

� 1

d�p:::(4.5)

where we have sentto m inusin�nity the lowerlim itofintegration,since � � EF isthe

biggestenergy scalein the problem .Then,by residueintegration,weobtain

�
1
(p;�)= �

i

2�
sign(�):(4.6)

To proceed in the perturbativeexpansion onereplacesthe aboveresultinto the G reen’s

function and com putes�2.Atsecond orderonehasexactlythesam eexpression asbefore

except that the pole ofthe G reen’s function is now m oved away from the realaxis by

the quantity 1=2�.However,the residue integration doesnotdepend on the distanceof

thepolefrom therealaxisand onerealizesthattheright-hand sideofeq.(4.6)isindeed

a self-consistentsolution which yields

G (p;�)=
1

� � �p +
i

2�
sign (�)

;(4.7)

from which em erges the m eaning of� as the elastic quasiparticle relaxation tim e. W e

stressthatthe consistency ofthe aboveapproxim ation forevaluating integralsoverm o-

m entum is based on the fact that the distance from the realaxis ofthe pole in the

G reen’sfunction rem ainssm allcom pared to theFerm ienergy,which correspondsto the

condition

E F � � 1(4.8)

and one�ndsthee�ectiveexpansion param eterdiscussed previously.Theself-consistent

Born approxim ation e�ectively selectsa subsetofdiagram scharacterized by theabsence

ofcrossing ofim purity average lines. This sequence ofindependent scattering events

leadsto a ladderresum m ation ofdiagram sforthevertex part,asitwillbeshown in the

nextsubsection.

4
.
2.Vertex partand di�uson ladder.{ This subsection has a twofold aim . O n the

one hand we show that the m icroscopic approach,at leading order in the param eter

1=E F �,reproducesthesem iclassicaltheory ofDrude-Boltzm ann.O n theotherhand,we

introduceanum beroftechnicalingredientsthatwillbeused extensivelyin theselectures.

In particular,we willperform the evaluation ofboth the density-density and current-

currentcorrelation function. W e begin with the density-density response function.The

expression to evaluatereads

K
00
(q;!)= � 2ie

2

Z 1

� 1

d�

2�

X

p

G (p+ ;�+ )�
0
(p;�;q;!)G (p� ;�� )(4.9)
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....

(a)

+ ++=

(b)

= +

...

Fig.7.{ (a)D iagram forthecorrelation function.The black triangle indicatesthe vertex part.

(b)The vertex partisobtained asan in� nite resum m ation ofnon crossing im purity lines.

where p� � p � q=2 and �� � � � !=2 and we have introduced a factoroftwo due to

the spin.The truncated vertex �0 isindicated by a black triangle in �g.7.The G reen’s

functionsappearing in the diagram sarethose evaluated within the self-consistentBorn

approxim ation,as explained in the previous subsection. The evaluation ofthe vertex

requires the evaluation ofthe series ofladder diagram s shown in �g.8. The series of

ladder diagram s,to be called ladder from now on, m ay be evaluated by solving the

integralequation

Lp;p0;�(q;!)= L
(0)

+ L
(0)

X

p00

G
�
p
00
+ ;�+

�
G
�
p
00
� ;��

�
Lp00;p0;�(q;!);(4.10)

whereL(0) = 1

2�N 0�
.Theladdergenerally dependson three m om enta and two energies.

However,asitwillbe shown in a few m om ents,the actualdependence isonly on q and

!.Thisisthereason ofthenotation adopted.Lateron wewilldrop thesubscriptsp,p0

+ + + ...

p’+qp+q

p p’

ε+ω

ε

= = L 

Fig.8.{ Ladderresum m ation.



D isordered Electron Systems 21

and �.Thekerneloftheintegralequation (4.10)givesanon-vanishingcontribution when

the polesofthe two G reen’sfunctionslie on oppositesidesofthe realaxis.To see this,

letusconsiderthe term with two im purity linesin the ladderseries.Itreads

� =
X

p

G (p+ ;�+ )G (p� ;�� ):(4.11)

To evaluate the integralwe go to the energy variable introduced in eq.(4.5). W e have

�p� q=2 = �p � p � q=2m + q2=8m . Since the integralis dom inated by the contribution

com ing from thepoleswesetto pF theabsolutevalueofp in thescalarproductwith q.

Theintegralovertheenergy �p m ay then becarried outby residuem ethod asexplained

in theprevioussubsection.Also wenoticethatthecondition ofhaving poleson opposite

sides of the realaxis im plies a restriction on the frequencies, i.e., � + !=2 > 0 and

� � !=2< 0.Asa resultwe get

� = �(!
2
=4� �

2
)2�N 0�

Z
d
 p̂


 p̂

1

1� i!� + ilqcos(�)
;(4.12)

where 
 p̂ is the solid angle and � is the angle between p and q. l= vF � represents

the m ean free path due to elastic scattering. Although the angular integralm ay be

evaluated exactly,in thefollowing wewillbeinterested in thelim its!� � 1 and lq� 1,

which de�ne the di�usive (4) transport regim e. It is then convenient to expand for

sm allfrequency and m om entum theright-hand sideofeq.(4.12)and perform theangular

integral.W e get�nally

� = �(!
2
=4� �

2
)2�N 0�

�
1+ i!� � D q

2
�
�
;(4.13)

where the di�usion coe�cient is given by D = v F l=d,d being the dim ensionality. As

anticipated,the ladderdoes notdepend on the m om enta p and p0. Itdepends on the

di�erenceoftheincom ingand outgoingm om entaonly and theintegralequation becom es

an algebraicone.The �nalsolution reads

L(q;!)=
L(0)

1� L(0)�

=
1

2�N 0�
2

�(!2=4� �2)

� i! + D q2
:(4.14)

Thisisthe m ostim portantequation ofthissubsection.Itshowshow the di�usive pole

one expects em erges from the repeated elastic scattering. In term s ofthe ladder the

(
4
) This expansion is su� cient in the low tem perature regim e when T� � 1. Athigher tem -

peraturewith T� � 1 onem ustretain thefullfrequency and m om entum dependenceof� .This

de� nesthe quasi-ballistic regim e.A detailed discussion can be found in ref.[45].
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vertex reads

�
0
(p;�;q;!)� 
0 + ��

0

= e

0

@ 1+
X

p0

G
�
p
0
+ ;�+

�
G
�
p
0
� ;��

�
Lp0;p;�(q;!)

1

A

= e(1+ 2�N 0�L(q;!))= e

�

1+
�(!2=4� �2)

� i!� + D �q2

�

:(4.15)

O ne notices that in the zero-m om entum lim it the expression for �0 m ay be obtained

directly from the W ard Identity (3.29)and agreeswith the above equation. W ith the

vertex we m ay now com plete the evaluation ofthe density-density responsefunction.It

isnaturalto splititin two partscorresponding to the two contributionsin the vertex.

Thecontribution,which doesnotcontain thedi�usivepoleand doesnothaverestrictions

on the frequency range,reads

K
00

+ + + K
00

� � = � 2ie
2

Z 1

� 1

d�

2�

X

p

G (p+ ;�+ ) G (p� ;�� )

� � 2ie
2

Z 1

� 1

d�

2�

X

p

G (p;�)
2

= � 2ie
2
1

2�

X

p

�
G
R
(p;0)� G

A
(p;0)

�

= � 2e
2
N 0;(4.16)

wherethe superscriptsR(A)indicate the retarded and advanced G reen’sfunctions

G
R (A )

(p;�)=
1

� � �p �
i

2�

:(4.17)

In obtaining theaboveresult,wehavetaken thestaticlim it(frequency goesto zero �rst,

and then m om entum ).G iven therestriction in thefrequenciesforthesecond partin the

vertex,one could naively think that in the sm allfrequency and m om entum lim it,this

contribution would be vanishingly sm all. This however depends on the order the two

lim itsareperform ed.Dueto thepresenceofthedi�usivepolein theladder,oneobtains

forthe second dynam ic contribution

K
00
+ � = � 2ie

2

Z !=2

� !=2

d�

2�

X

p

G (p+ ;�+ ) G (p� ;�� )
1

� i!� + D �q2

� � 2e
2
N 0

i!

� i! + D q2
;(4.18)

whereduetothedi�usivepoleonem ay setq = 0 and ! = 0in theG reen’sfunctionsand

perform the integralwith residuem ethods.By com bining togethereqs.(4.16),(4.18)one
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p

p

p’

p’

+q +q

Fig.9.{ D iagram contributingto theleading correction to thecurrent-currentresponsefunction

in the dynam icalregion.In the ladder
 owsthe m om entum q.

obtainsthetotaldensity-density responsefunction atleading orderin E F �,in com plete

agreem entwith the resultofeq.(3.21)based on the phenom enologicalexpression ofthe

current.W ealso notethat,asexpected,both thecom pressibility and thesingle-particle

density ofstatesaregiven by the Ferm igasexpression N 0.

W enow turn to theevaluation ofthecurrent-currentresponsefunction.Forthepur-

poseofcom putingtheelectricalconductivity,thisisnotstrictly necessarysincetheW ard

identity (3.16)allowsusto get� from thedensity-density correlation function(3.21).W e

believe howeverthatitisinstructive to show how the calculation goes. The expression

reads

R
ij
(q;!)= � 2i

Z 1

� 1

d�

2�

X

p



i
p G (p+ ;�+ ) �

j
(p;�;q;!)G (p� ;�� ):(4.19)

The �rstobservation concernsthe vectorialnature ofthe vertex.By going through the

sam estepsasforthedensity-density responsefunction,theintegralcontainsa vertex 
i

which m akestheintegralvanish upon angularintegration.Asa resultthecurrentvertex

�i rem ains unrenorm alized. This can be illustrated with the help of�g.9. Since the

region ofsm allq givesthe dom inantcontribution to the integral,one can setq = 0 in

the G reen’sfunctions.Asa consequencethe two p and p0 integrationsin �g.9 decouple

from one another and vanish for the presence ofthe vectorialvertex. The diagram of

�g.9,which isthe di�usive polarcontribution to the density-density response function,

doesnotcontribute to the current-currentresponse functions. However,the evaluation

ofthe rem aining partofthe response function ism ore delicate ascom pared to the case

ofthe density-density response. The reason is due to the fact that in perform ing the

sm all-frequency lim it we need to divide by ! according to eq.(3.9). O ne then cannot

sim ply takethezero-frequency lim itby setting ! = 0 beforeperform ing theintegral,but

itisnecessary to m akean expansion in powersof!.Aftera few m anipulationsweget

R
ij
(0;!)= � 2i

X

p



i
p


j
p

�Z 1

� 1

d�

2�
G
2
(p;�)

�
!

2

1

2�

�
G
R
(p;0)� G

A
(p;0)

�2
�

= �
e2n0

m
� i!

e2n0�

m
:(4.20)
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(a) (b)

p p p p pp
1 2 1 21p + p − p

2

Fig.10.{ (a)A diagram withoutcrossing.(b)A diagram with crossing.

The �rstterm ,by recalling eq.(3.5),cancelsexactly with the diam agnetic contribution.

The rem aining term ,by using eq.(3.9),gives the Drude form ula for the electricalcon-

ductivity.

To sum m arize,in this subsection we have evaluated the linear response ofa disor-

dered Ferm igastoan electrom agneticexternal�eld totheleadingorderin theparam eter

1=(E F �).Thisparam eterisalsothenaturaldim ensionlesscouplingofthepresentm icro-

scopicproblem which dealswith theFerm igas(characterized by theuniqueenergy scale

E F )in the presence ofdisorderwhich introducesthe (other)energy scale N 0u
2 � �� 1.

Atthisorder,onerecoverstheresultsofthesem iclassicalapproach ofDrude-Boltzm ann.

However,we have developed a form alism within which next-to-leading correctionsm ay

be investigated system atically. This willbe the subject ofthe next subsections as far

asnon-interacting electronsare concerned. Interaction e�ectswillbe considered in the

nextsection.

4
.
3.W eak localization.{ W e have stated that the leading approxim ation in an ex-

pansion in theparam eter1=(E F �)isobtained by considering diagram swithoutcrossing.

W e begin ourdiscussion ofthe next-to-leading corrections,by showing how crossing of

im purity linesincreasesthe orderofa diagram . A sim ple exam ple isshown in �g.(10),

where both diagram sareofthe sam e orderin the im purity lines.Letusestim ate these

diagram s. By recalling the self-energy expression (4.6)and the G reen’s function (4.7),

the diagram (a)reads

(a) =

�
isign�

2�

� 2

G (p;�)

� �;�p ! 0

1

�2
� =

1

�

while the diagram (b)yields

(b)=

�
1

2�N 0�

� 2 X

p1;p2

G (p1;�)G (p2;�)G (p1 + p2 � p;�)

=
1

(2�N 0�)
2

X

p1;p2

1

(� � �1 + i��)(� � �2 + i��)(� � �1 � �2 � � + 2� �
p1� p2
m

+
p� (p1+ p2)

m
+ i��)
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X

p’

p’

p

p

α

α

β

β

Fig.11.{D iagram contributingtothenext-to-leadingcorrection tothecurrent-currentresponse

function.TheG reek indiceslabelthespin oftheG reen’sfunction line.Noticethatatthedensity

vertex the spin isconserved.

�
1

�2�
;

where forbrevity �� = sign(�)=2� and �1 � �p1
and sim ilarly forp2 and p. The above

resultisobtained by notingthat,duetothepolesofthe�rsttwoG reen functions,wecan

set�1 = �2 = 0 in thethird one.Clearly (b)issm allerof(a)by a factor1=��.In general

to take diagram swith crossing ofim purity lines becom es a very com plicated problem .

Thereis,however,asubsetofdiagram s,theso-called m axim ally crossed diagram s,which

can beevaluated.Thecontribution oftheseriesofthesediagram sto thecurrent-current

responsefunction isshown in �g.11.The corresponding expression reads

�K
ij
(0;!)= � 2i

X

p;p0



i
p


j

p0

Z 1

� 1

d�

2�
G (p;�+ ) G (p;�� )Lc(p;p

0
;!)G (p

0
;�+ )G (p

0
;�� );

(4.21)

wherewith Lc(p;p
0;!)wehaveindicated the seriesofthem axim ally crossed diagram s.

As for the leading order calculation,the �rststep requires the evaluation ofthe series

giving Lc(p;p
0;!). This can be done by observing that the series ofthe m axim ally

crossed diagram s,from now on called crossed ladder,Lc,m ay be expressed in term sof

the direct ladder by reversing one ofthe electron G reen’s function lines,as shown in

�g.12.Thiscorrespondsto

Lc(p;p
0
;!)= L(p + p

0
;!)�

1

2�N 0�
:(4.22)

p’p

p p’ −p’

p p’

−p

X =

α β

α β

α β

αβ

Fig.12.{ Crossed ladderexpressed in term ofthedirectladder.Notice that,upon the reversal

ofthebottom G reen’sfunction line,the in and outcom bination ofspin indicesare �� and ��,

respectively.
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Hence,the crossed ladder has a di�usive form with respectto the com bination p + p0

since one ofthe two G reen’s function lines has been reversed. This m eans that the

dom inant contribution com es from the region p � � p0 and the integration over the

two vector vertices is no longer decoupled as in the leading order case with the direct

ladder. The directladderstudied in the previoussubsection describesthe propagation

ofa particle-hole pair. The crossed ladder,when one ofthe linesisreversed,describes

the propagation ofa particle-particle pairand the di�usive pole is with respectto the

totalincom ing m om entum ofthe pair. Thisisrem iniscentofthe interaction scattering

channelrelevantforsuperconductivity and forthisreason thecrossed ladderiscalled the

cooperon ladder.Thedirectladder,on theotherhand,is,in thetechnicaljargon,called

thedi�uson.A key pointto keep in m ind aboutthedi�erencebetween thedi�uson and

thecooperon isthetotalelectricchargeofthepair.W hileforthedi�uson thisiszero,it

istwice the electron chargeforthe cooperon.Asa consequence,in the di�usive regim e,

the cooperon is a�ected by the presence ofa m agnetic �eld,while the di�uson is not

touched. W e willsee how a m agnetic �eld a�ectsthe cooperon in the nextsubsection.

W e are now ready to com plete ourderivation ofthe correction to the currentresponse.

By perform ing the integrals(see Appendix A)in the standard way,eq.(4.21)becom es

�K
ij
= � 2i

Z !=2

� !=2

d�

2�

X

p;p0
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p


j

p0G
R
(p;�) G

A
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R
(p
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(p

0
;�)

1

2�N 0�
2

1

� i! + D (p + p0)2

= � 2i

Z !=2

� !=2
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X
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X
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i
p


j

Q � p
G
R
(p;�) G

A
(p;�)G

R
(Q � p;�)G

A
(Q � p;�)

1

2�N 0�
2

1

� i! + D Q2

= di!
e2

�

X

Q

1

� i!=D + Q2

from which and from eq.(3.9),atd = 2,wegetthe correction to the conductivity

�� = �
e2

�2�h
ln

�
L

l

�

= � �02tln

�
L

l

�

;(4.23)

where we have resum ed the physicalunits. The above equation represents the weak-

localization correction[46]and t= (4�2N 0D �h)
� 1 = (2�EF �=�h)

� 1 isthe e�ective sm all

expansion param eterin them etallicregim e.Tom akeconnection with thephenom enolog-

icalscaling theory,wenotethatthe param etertcoincideswith the inverseconductance

in unitsofG 0 divided by 2�,t= 1=(2�g).Thelogarithm icdivergencehasbeen cuto� at

large Q by the inverse m ean free path,i.e. the distance beyond which di�usive m otion

starts to set in. The sm allQ cuto� is instead provided by the inverse ofsom e length



D isordered Electron Systems 27

scale,L.In thezero frequency and zero tem peraturelim it,thisscaleisgiven by thesys-

tem size.At�nite tem perature,inelastic processesprovidea so called dephasing length

L�.

Asdiscussed in the�rstsection,thephysicalorigin oftheweak-localization correction

isduetoquantum interference.W earenow in aposition toappreciatetheexactm eaning

ofthisstatem ent.In aFeynm an diagram a G reen’sfunction linedescribestheam plitude

forgoing from onepointto another.In theresponsefunctions,thetwo G reen’sfunction

lines representthe operation oftaking the product ofone am plitude with its com plex

conjugate. Each am plitude is a sum over allpossible paths so that in the product

therewillappearinterferenceterm s.Theleadingapproxim ation,by restricting to ladder

diagram s,m akes an e�ective selection ofpaths. W hen we average over the im purity

con�gurations,by connecting two im purity insertionsby a dashed line,thiscorresponds

to the fact that both the upper and lower G reen’s function lines are going through

the sam e scattering center,i.e.,one is considering the product ofthe am plitude ofa

given path with its com plex conjugate. Hence,in the leading approxim ation there is

no interference.W hen considering,on the otherhand,the m axim ally crossed diagram s,

one observesthatthe upperG reen’sfunction line goesthrough a sequence ofscattering

eventswhich isexactly theoppositeoftheonefollowed by thelowerline.Thisrepresents

the interference between trajectoriesthat are one the tim e reversed ofthe other. O ne

also noticesthatthese trajectoriesare m ade by closed loopsand alwayscom e in pairs,

due to the factthe loop m ay be gonearound clock-oranticlockwise.

So far we have established that the electricalconductivity acquires a logarithm ic

correction at order 1=E F �. The correction has a negative sign and signals a slowing-

down ofthe electron di�usion.Itisthen legitim ate to ask whatthisim pliesforthe full

m om entum and frequency dependence ofthe density response function. To this end,

we now considerthe corresponding correctionswith the bare density vertex 
0 = e. In

the presence ofthe scalarvertex,aswe have seen in subsec. 4.2 already forthe Drude

approxim ation,the directladdercontributesto the density response function to obtain

the di�usive form (3.21). Atthe ordertwe are now considering,m any m ore diagram s

haveto be taken into account.M ostofthem canceleach other[43]and weareleftwith

those shown in �g.13.The expression forthe �rstdiagram reads

�K
00

+ � = �
2i!

2�

X

p;p0

��
0
(q;!)G

R
(p+ )G

A
(p� ) Lc(p;p

0
;!)G

R
�
p
0
+

�
G
A
�
p
0
�

�
��

0
(q;!):

(4.24)

In eq.(4.24)we have already perform ed the sum overthe frequency �,which givesrise

to the factor! in front.In the G reen’sfunctions,consistently with the approxim ations

used up to now,wehavesetthefrequency to zero and only them om entum argum entis

explicitly shown. The two vertex corrections��0 atthe extrem e leftand extrem e right

describes the direct ladders appearing in the diagram and are given by eq.(4.15). To

evaluate the integrals over the m om enta p and p0,we note that the cooperon ladder

gives a big contribution to the integralwhen p + p0 is sm all. It is then convenient to

introducethevariableQ = p+ p0and setQ = 0 everywhereexceptthatin thecooperon
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p

p

p’

p’

X

X

X

Fig.13.{D iagram contributingtothenext-to-leadingcorrection tothedensity-density response

function.

ladder. W e are then leftwith an integraloverthe cooperon ladderand a second overa

productoffourG reen’sfunctions.However,thisisnotyetthefullstory.Itturnsoutthat

thereexistfurtherdiagram s(the second and thethird)thatm ay beobtained by sim ply

decorating the�rstdiagram of�g.13 with an extra im purity line.Such a decoration only

addstwo G reen’sfunctionsand an extra sum m ation overa fastm om entum .To proceed

we have then to integrate the G reen’s functions in the diagram sof�g.13 according to

the expression

IH =
X

p

G
R
(p+ )G

A
(� p+ )G

R
(� p� )G
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(p� )

+
1

2�N 0�
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0
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0
� )G
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(� p

0
� ):(4.25)

Noticethefactor 1

2�N 0�
fortheextra im purity line.Sinceweareinterested in thesm all-

m om entum lim it,we m ake an expansion in powers ofq. After a straightforward,but

lengthy calculation,onegets

IH = 4��
4
N 0D q

2
:(4.26)

Finally, from eq.(4.15) and the expression (4.22) for the crossed ladder, we get as a
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correction to �rstorderin tto eq.(4.18)forK 00
+ �

�K
00

+ � = �
2i!D q2

(D q2 � i!)2

e2

�

X

Q

1

D Q 2 � i!
� +

2e2i!N 0q
2

(D q2 � i!)2
�D ;(4.27)

where

�D =
��

2e2N 0

= �
D

�N 0

X

Q

1

D Q 2 � i!

agrees with the expression for �� found in eq.(4.23) derived from the current-current

responsefunction.Theaboveequation showsthatthecorrection to K 00,m adeofm any

di�erentcontributions,can attheend beabsorbed into arenorm alization ofthedi�usion

coe�cientD R = D + �D .Hence weconcludethatatthisordereq.(4.18)changesinto

K
00

+ � = � 2e
2
N 0

i!

� i! + DR q
2

(4.28)

and by virtue ofeq.(3.17) and eq.(3.33) the com pressibility and the density ofstates

are not renorm alized. O nly one renorm alization (D ! D R ) is required in this case.

Theone-param eterscaling theory follows.G iven theexpression (4.23)for��,thegroup

equation forthe conductance g hasan expansion in tofits�-function (eq.(2.29))with

the coe�cienta = 1=�. The criticalindex forthe conductivity,atorder� in d = 3,is

� = 1. The frequency cuts o� the singularity in the di�usion ladder and acts in this

transition asan external�eld in ordinary transitions.Itsscaling index x! hasthe sam e

value asthe dim ension ofthe D R q
2,i.e.,x! = � + 2 = d.

4
.
4.E�ect ofa m agnetic �eld.{ As we have pointed out in sec.2.3,the m agnetic

�eld willcut o� the weak-localization corrections. To see this explictly,it is usefulto

switch to a space and tim e representation ofthe cooperon ladder,as shown in �g.14.

The cooperon describesthe propagation ofa pairofelectronsthathave coiciding space

coordinates(within the spatialresolution given by the m ean free path l).t,t0 and �,�0

arecenter-of-m assand relativetim esoftheelectron pair.Forinstance,an incom ing pair

hasa tem poralevolution factor

e
� i(�+ !=2)(t

0
+ �

0
=2)
e
� i(�� !=2)(t

0
� �

0
=2)

= e
� 2i�t

0

e
� i!�

0
=2
:(4.29)

In thisrepresentation the cooperon reads

L
�;�
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c (r;r
0
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�(� � �0)

2�N 0�
2

e� jr� r
0
j
2
=D (�� �

0
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(2�D (� � �0))d=2
;(4.30)

and obeysthe di�usion equation

�
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@�
� D r2r

�
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�;�

0

c (r;r
0
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2�N 0�
2
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0
)�(r� r

0
):(4.31)
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W e note that the form ula for the weak-localization correction ofeq.(4.23)involvesthe

Fourier transform with respect to tim e ofthe cooperon at coinciding space points. In

term sofL�;�
0

c (r;r0),the weak-localization correction eq.(4.23),in d = 2,isrecovered as

�� = � e
2
4N 0D �

2

Z ��

�

d�L
�;� �
c (r;r)= �

e2

�2�h
ln
L�

l
:(4.32)

Thespaceandtim erepresentationm akesm oretransparentthephysicaloriginoftheweak

localization correction.Thecooperon propagatorL�;� �
c (r;r)representsthe propagation

ofa pairofelectronsgoing around the sam e closed trajectory in opposite directions,or

one electron going through the tim e reversed trajectory ofthe otherelectron.The tim e

nedeed to go around the loop is2� and one hasto integrate overallpossible valuesof

� between � and ��. The lower lim it,�,sets the tim e over which di�usive behavior

develops. The upper lim it,��,sets the tim e over which phase coherence between the

two electrons going around the loop is m aintained. For both tim es,we switch to the

corresponding lengthsvia the di�usion constant.

W e are now ready to considerthe e�ectofan externalm agnetic �eld. Itentersthe

di�usion equation via the m inim alsubstitution as

r ! r � 2ieA (r);(4.33)

which isto be expected forthe m inim alsubstitution ofthe two electronsdescribed by

the cooperon. In fact, as the established nam e cooperon m ay suggest, this is com -

pletely analogousto the m inim alsubstitution thatitisusually m ade when considering

the Landau-G inzburg equations for superconductivity. In the absence ofthe external

m agnetic �eld,the di�usion equation is solved via the knowledge ofthe eigenvaluesof

the laplacian operatorexactly asforthe Schrodingerequation atim aginary tim e. The

analogy ism adepreciseby saying thatonem ay de�neparticle-likeparam etersasa m ass

m � = 1=(2D )and a charge e� = 2e. A m agnetic �eld willm odify thism assand actas

a cuto� for the singularity in �. In the presence ofa uniform externalm agnetic �eld,

the di�usion equation m ay be solved in term sofLandau levels. M ore precisely,in two

dim ensions fora m agnetic �eld perpendicular to the plane,the cooperon atcoinciding

spacepointsreads

L
�;�

0

c (r;r)=
�(� � �0)

2�N 0�
2
gs

1X

n= 0

e
� E n (�� �

0
)=2

=
�(� � �0)

2�N 0�
2
gs

e� !c(�� �
0
)=4

1� e� !c(�� �0)=2
;(4.34)

wheregs = e�B =(2�),En = !c(n+ 1=2),and !c = 2e�D B arethedegeneracyand energy

ofthe e�ective Landau level,and the ciclotron frequency,respectively.By inserting the

eq.(4.34)into the expression forthe weak-localization correction ofeq.(4.32)onegets

��(B )= � e
2
D
gs

�

Z ��

�

d�
1

sinh(!c�=2)
= �

e2

2�2�h
ln

�
tanh(!c��=4)

tanh(!c�=4)

�

:(4.35)
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Fig.14.{ The cooperon ladder in tim e and space representation. Notice that both particles

in the incom ing (outgoing) pair have the sam e (center-of-m ass) coordinate r
0
(r). The lack of

explicitdependence on the relative coordinate correspondsto the factthe ladderresum m ation

doesnotdepend on the fastm om entum .

In the m etallic regim e,where � � ��,at low m agnetic �eld (!c�� � 1),the above

correction reads

��(B )= �
e2

2�2�h

"

ln

�
��

�

�

�
4

3

�
�(B )

�0

� 2
#

;(4.36)

where �0 = hc=2e and �(B )= �L 2
�
B isthe m agnetic 
ux through a circle with radius

the dephasing length.Thee�ectofthe m agnetic�eld isfeltfor�eldssuch that�(B )is

oftheorderofthe
ux quantum � 0.Then itsuppressestheweak localization correction

and givesrise to a negative m agnetoresistance.Experim entally,by m easuring the m ag-

netoconductanceonem ay obtain thevalueofthedephasingtim eatagiven tem perature,

��(T).

In the opposite lim it,such that!c�� � 1 (but!c� � 1),eq.(4.35)reads

��(B )=
e2

2�2�h
ln(!c�);(4.37)

which is no longer singular. The crossover between the two regim es occurs when the

infrared cut o� �
� 1
�

is replaced by !c. This condition am ounts to �(B ) � �0,as was

already stressed in subsec.2.3.

As far as the m etal-insulator transition is concerned,the suppression ofthe weak

localization correctioncorrespondstothevanishingofthecoe�cientaoftheperturbative

expansion ofthe�-function (cf.eq.(2.29)).Then,correctionsarisewhen acrossingoftwo

directladdersisconsidered in current-currentresponsefunction and appearatthesecond

orderin the expansion in poweroft� 1=g.This,asm entioned atthe end ofsubsection

2
.
3,im pliesa changeofthe criticalconductivity exponentfrom � = 1 to � = 1=2.This

iscontrastwith severalexperim ents,asdiscussed atthe end ofthissection.
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4
.
5.Spin e�ects.{ The weak-localization correction isalso a�ected by the presence

ofm agnetic im purities. These latter m ake the cooperon propagator m assive. In the

presence ofspin-dependentscattering,it isusefulto decom pose the ladderinto singlet

and tripletcom ponentswith respectto the totalspin forthe incom ing pair.The latter

is a particle-hole and particle-particle pair for the di�uson and cooperon,respectively.

In Appendix B,we give the details on how to derive the expression for the ladder in

the presenceofspin-
ip scattering by m agneticim purities.The �nalresult,in the lim it

when thespin-
ip scatteringtim eism uch largerthan theelasticscatteringtim e,�s � �,

reads

L
S
=

1

2�N 0�
2

1

D q2 � i!
;(4.38)

L
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1

2�N 0�
2

1
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;(4.39)
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1
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;(4.40)

L
T
c =

1

2�N 0�
2

1

D q2 � i! + 2

3�s

:(4.41)

O neseesthatonlythesingletchannelofthedi�uson rem ainsm assless.W hileitisobvious

thatboth tripletchannelsbecom em assive,m agneticim puritiesaswellasm agnetic�eld

break the tim e reversalsym m etry and introduce a m assin the cooperon singletaswell.

The a-coe�cientofthe �-function expansion isagain vanishing and the singletchannel

di�uson givesrise to correctionsto second orderin t� 1=g,yielding the value � = 1=2.

Com parison with availableexperim entsispostponed atthe end ofthe section.

Spin-orbitscattering hastheglobale�ectofreversing the sign ofthe quantum inter-

ference contribution to the conductivity.In Appendix C we deriveforboth the di�uson

and cooperon laddersthe expression

L
S
=

1

2�N 0�
2

1

D q2 � i!
;(4.42)

L
T
=

1

2�N 0�
2

1

D q2 � i! + d+ 1

d�so

;(4.43)

L
S
c =

1

2�N 0�
2

1

D q2 � i!
;(4.44)

L
T
c =

1

2�N 0�
2

1

D q2 � i! + d+ 1

d�so

:(4.45)

W eseethatin thiscasethecooperon singletrem ainsm asslessin contrasttothem agnetic

im purities case. In the non m agnetic im purity case the weak localization correction to

theconductivity com esfrom both thecooperon singletand tripletchannels.Asisshown

in Appendix C,the singlet contribution is antilocalizing and am ounts to 1=3 of the

localizing triplet contribution. The latter being now suppressed,we are left with the
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singlet antilocalizing interference contribution. In term s ofthe �-function expansion,

thism eansthatthecoe�cienta changessign.Also in thiscase,thecom parison with the

experim entsispostponed to the nextsubsection.

In allthecasesdiscussed above,no correctionsariseto thetherm odynam icquantities

likethe single-particledensity ofstates,the speci�cheat,and the spin susceptibility.

4
.
6.A review oftheexperim entalsituation.{Itisnow tim etocom parethetheoretical

predictionsobtained from them icroscopicapproach with theexperim ents.Aswewillsee,

therearea num beroffactsthatsuggestthata properdescription ofthem etal-insulator

transition cannot be obtained without taking into account the e�ects ofthe electron-

electron interaction. 1)In sem iconductor-m etalalloys,aswe have already pointed out,

the m etal-insulator transition is observed with a conductivity criticalexponent � = 1.

Thisisin agreem entwith thenon-interactingscaling theory.O n theotherhand,tunnel-

ing m easurem entsrevealthatthedensity ofstateshasstronganom alies.Forinstance,in

[23],thesingleparticledensity ofstatesofG e1� xAux ism easured fordi�erentvaluesof

the Au concentration aboveand below thecriticalconcentration forthe m etal-insulator

transition. O n the m etallic side,the density ofstatesshowsa dip atthe Ferm ienergy,

which in theinsulatingregim e,atlowerAu concentrations,developsin agap.In thecase

oftheN bxSi1� x alloy,thevalueofthedensity ofstates,asobtained from tunneling m ea-

surem ents,isplotted asa function oftheN bconcentration,and itisseen scaling to zero

linearly by approaching the criticalconcentration forthe m etal-insulatortransition[20].

2)The presence ofm agnetic im purities,in the non-interacting theory,should lead to a

value � = 1=2.However,in m etal�lm sofC u :M n,one �ndsexperim entally � = 1[47].

3)In theam orphousalloy SiAu,ithasbeen observed[48]� = 1 both in theabsenceand

presence ofa m agnetic �eld of5 Tesla. This system s has a strong spin-orbit coupling

which,within the single-particle schem e,should switch from an antilocalizing term in

the absence ofthe m agnetic �eld,to a transition with � = 1=2 in the presence ofthe

�eld. 4) Sim ilarly,a value � = 1,both with and without a m agnetic �eld,has also

been observed in Al0:3G a0:7As:Siwith a �netuning oftheelectron concentration close

to the m etal-insulatortransition,by using the photoconductivity e�ect[49,50]. Also in

thissystem ,itisestim ated thatspin-orbitscattering isrelevant.5)The experim entsin

uncom pensated doped sem iconductorsare even m ore puzzling. First,aswe m entioned

in theintroduction,thereisthe problem oftheexperim entaldeterm ination ofthe value

ofthecriticalconductivity exponentin Si:P ,whosevalue� = 1=2[13,51,12]hasbeen

questioned[14]. In anothern � type system ,e.g.,Si:As [52],also a value � = 1=2 has

been observed,whereasa close value of� = 0:65 hasbeen reported fora p-type system

asSi:B [53],where the spin-orbitscattering isexpected to be strong. The situation is

furthercom plicated by theexperim entalobservation thattheintroduction ofa m agnetic

�eld changesthevalueoftheconductivityexponentto� = 1[54]asforthealloys.Besides

the interpretation ofthe issuesraised by the transportm easurem ents,the experim ents

alsoshow thatthereisastrongenhancem entatlow tem peratureoftheelectronicspeci�c

heat[25]and thespin susceptibility[29].6)Finally,wewantto com m enton theproblem

ofthe m etal-insulator transition in the two-dim ensionalelectron gas. Although there
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is quite a rich experim entalliterature on this phenom enon,very little is really under-

stood. First,the realoccurrence ofa zero-tem perature m etal-insulator transition has

notgathered the generalconsensus. In any case,from the pointofview ofthe present

discussion abouttherelevanceoftheelectron-electron interaction in disordered system s,

Si-M O SFET devicesand sem iconducting heterostructuresare even a strongercase. In

fact,ifthereisa m etal-insulatortransition,thisisclearly beyond theconventionalnon-

interacting scaling theory for which allstates are localized in two dim ensions for any

valueofthedisorder.Secondly,theCoulom b interaction in thesesystem sisexpected to

be very strong.

By considering the e�ective m ass ofSi,m = 0:19m 0 (m 0 being the bare electron

m ass),and taking a value for"� 11:9,attypicalelectron densitiesn � 1011cm � 2 from

eq.(2.12)one getsrs � 2� 3,which hasalso led to suggestthatW ignercristallization

m ay play a role[55].A lastpointto m akeabouttwo dim ensionalsystem sistheirstrong

parallelm agnetic�eld m agnetoresistance.W hen theapplied �eld givesa Zeem an energy

g�B B � EF ,the resistivity increasesby m orethan an orderofm agnitude[56].

Theinterplay between disorderand electron-electron interaction willaccountform ost

ofthe questionsarisen above.

5.{ Interacting D isordered Electrons

In this section,we consider the interplay ofdisorderand interaction[57,58,59]. In

addition to the Ham iltonian (4.1)wehavenow to considerthe interaction term

H I =
1

2

Z

dr dr
0
 
y
�(r) 

y

�
(r

0
)V (r� r

0
) �(r

0
) �(r)

=
X

p;p0;q

V (q)a
y
�p a

y

�p0+ q
a�p0a�p+ q:(5.1)

In theabovesum m ation overrepeated spin indicesisunderstood.W eshow thatadding

the interaction leads,in perturbation theory,to additionallogarithm ic corrections in

two dim ensionsto both therm odynam icand transportquantities.W ediscusshow these

correctionsm ay be interpreted in term sofa disorder-renorm alized Ferm iliquid[60,61,

62,63,64]. To achieve such a goal,a key step is the identi�cation ofwhich additional

param etersbesidestarerequired to take into accountthe interaction in the scaling de-

scription ofdisordered system s[65]. In the next subsection,we willsee how the above

m entioned logarithm iccorrectionsarisein thesingle-particledensity ofstates,theelectri-

calconductivity (which wastheonly quantity a�ected by disorderin thenon-interacting

case),the speci�c heat,and the spin susceptibility. The lasttwo willbe evaluated via

the correction to the therm odynam ic potential. W e willrecognize how disorderselects

particularregionsoftransferred m om entum in electron-electron interaction givingriseto

thee�ectivecouplingsofthetheory.In thefollowingsubsection,thesewillturn outtobe

related to the Landau scattering am plitudes. O nce the skeleton structure ofthe theory

isdeveloped,via theW ard identitieswewillidentify thesingularscale-dependentterm s
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Fig.15.{ D iagram sforthe correction to the G reen’sfunction to the lowestorderin the inter-

action.(a)and (c)are exchange-typediagram s,while (b)isHartree-type.Interaction isshown

as a thick dashed line. The e� ective interaction diagram s ((d),(e),(f))are obtained by cutting

the internalG reen’s function with m om entum p � q. The im purity "dressing" ofthe basic

interaction diagram s selects three di� erent regions oftransferred m om entum . In diagram (a),

the m om entum q � 0,that
 owsin the ladder,isalso presentin the interaction. (See (d)). In

diagram (b),instead,thedi� erentposition oftheim purity ladderm akesthem om entum 
 owing

in the interaction line,p
0
� p

00
,unrelated to q 
 owing in the ladder. (See (e)). Finally,the

crossed laddersin diagram (c)select,in thesm all-q lim it,theinteraction in theCooperchannel.

(See (f)).

with the Landau param etersthem selves and derive the corresponding group equations

in d = 2+ �.

5
.
1.Perturbation theory and the search for the e�ective couplings.{

5
.
1.1. Density of states.W e begin by considering the diagram s for the G reen’s

function tolowestorderin theinteraction.Theseareshown in �g.15.Thebasicdiagram s

are the usualexchange and Hartree contributions. Here,these two basic diagram sare

"dressed" by the presence ofdisorder. As before,this is done by averaging over the

im purity con�gurations. To illustrate how the m echanism now works,let us consider

�rstthe exchange diagram (a)in �g.15. Its expression,before the im purity averaging,

reads

�G(r;r0;�n)= � T
X

!m

Z

dr1 dr2 G(r;r1;�n)G(r1;r2;�n � !m )

� G(r2;r
0
;�n)V(r1;r2;!m )(5.2)
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whereweusetheM atsubara form alism .�n = (2n+ 1)�T and !m = 2m �T areferm ionic

and bosonic frequencies. The above expression iswritten in realspace and isvalid for

a given im purity con�guration. The electron-electron interaction isassum ed to depend

on frequency,since this willallow us to include retardation e�ects usually introduced

by screening e�ects. As a m atter ofconvention,we use calligraphic letters to indicate

quantities depending on the M atsubara frequency. As a generalstrategy,we �rst per-

form the analyticalcontinuation to realfrequenciesand then averageoverthe im purity

con�gurationsby exploiting thetechniquedeveloped in theprevioussection.Upon ana-

lyticcontinuation,i�n ! �+ i0+ [44],from eq.(5.2)thecorrection to theretarded G reen’s

function becom es

�G
R
(r;r

0
;�)= �

Z
d!

2�i

Z

dr1

Z

dr2 G
R
(r;r1;�)

�
b(!)G

R
(r1;r2;� � !)

(V
R
(r1;r2;!)� V

A
(r1;r2;!))

+ f(! � �)V
R
(r1;r2;!)(G

R
(r1;r2;� � !)� G

A
(r1;r2;� � !))

�
G
R
(r2;r

0
;�)(5.3)

where b and f are the Bose and Ferm ifunction,respectively. V R ;A are the analytical

continuations ofthe dynam icalinteraction V. The average over the im purity con�g-

urations has two e�ects. First,each G reen’s function is replaced by expression (4.7)

obtained within the self-consistentBorn approxim ation.Secondly,one hasto insertdi-

rectand crossed ladderswhereverpossible. This givesthe leading approxim ation. W e

have learned thatthe insertion ofladdersisonly possible when G reen’sfunctions have

poleson oppositesidesoftherealaxis,i.e.,when theladderconnectsa retarded and an

advanced G reen’sfunction. Asa resultwe need to keep only the lastterm ofeq.(5.3).

The correction to the density ofthe statesthen reads

�N (�)= �
1

�
Im

X

q;p

Z 1

� 1

d!

2�i
f(! � �)V

R
(q;!)L

2
(q;!)G

R
(p;�)G

A
(p � q;� � !)G

R
(p;�)

�
X

p0

G
R
(p

0
;�)G

A
(p

0� q;� � !)
X

p00

G
R
(p

00
;�)G

A
(p

00� q;� � !)(5.4)

where the average overthe im purities hasrestored the translationalinvariance and we

havegoneto them om entum representation.Theq-integralisdom inated by thedi�usive

poleoftheim purity ladder.Thisim pliesthatin therem aining m om entum integralsone

can perform ,asusual,asm all-q expansion.Asitwasalsorem arkedin thenon-interacting

m icroscopictheory,wewillperform thefastm om enta (
owing in theG reen’sfunctions)

integrals�rst,since they contribute only to the coe�cientofthe singularterm sarising

from the integration overthe slow m om enta 
owing in the ladders. W e then setq = 0

in allthe p-,p0-,and p00-integrals,which can be carried outin the standard way with

the residuem ethod and,using the resultsofAppendix A,onegets

�N (�)=
1

�
Im

X

q

Z 1

� 1

d! f(! � �)
N 0V

R (q;!)

(D q2 � i!)2
:(5.5)
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At zero tem perature,the Ferm ifunction becom es a step function giving the condition

! < �. In the case ofshort-range interaction VR rem ains�nite in the sm allfrequency

and m om entum lim it.Due to the presence ofa double di�usive pole,the integration in

the region D q2�;j!j� < 1 overfrequency and m om enta givesa logarithm icdivergence

�N (�)

N 0

= N 0V
R
(0;0)tlnj��j� V1tlnj��j:(5.6)

TheHartreediagram (b)m aybeevaluated in asim ilarway.Itsexpression,afterim purity

averaging,reads

�N (�)=
1

�
Im

X

q;p

2V2

Z 1

� 1

d!

2�i
f(! � �)L

2
(q;!)

� G
R
(p;�)G

A
(p � q;� � !)G

R
(p;�)(5.7)

where the relative m inussign and the factorof2 are due to the extra ferm ionic loop in

the Hartreediagram .The interaction param eterV2 takesinto accountthe scattering at

largeangleacrossthe Ferm isurface,asshown in diagram s(b)and (e)of�g.15.

V2 =
1

N 0

X

p0;p00

G
R
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0
;�)G

A
(p

0� q;� � !)V
R
(p

0� p
00
;0)

� G
R
(p

00
;�)G

A
(p

00� q;� � !):(5.8)

W e then see thatthe presence ofthe di�usive pole ofthe ladder,by m aking the sm all

q region m ore relevant,e�ectively selects the electron-electron scattering at sm all,V1

(exchange contribution),and large m om entum transfer,V2 (Hartree contribution). A

sim ilar analysis can be carried out for the exchange contribution with crossed ladders

(diagram (c))and onehasa third param eterV3,

V3 =
1

N 0

X

p0;p00

G
R
(p

0
;�)G

A
(q � p

0
;� � !)V

R
(p

0
+ p

00
;0)

� G
R
(p

00
;�)G

A
(q � p

00
;� � !):(5.9)

Actually,there isalso the Hartree contribution with crossed ladders,butitcontributes

with m inustwice the sam e scattering am plitude. The totalcorrection to the density of

statesreadsthen

�N (�)

N 0

= (V1 � 2V2 � V3)tlnj��j:(5.10)

W e notice that V3 correspondsto the interaction in the Cooper scattering channel(see

�g.(15)). Since its presence does not change the results qualitatively,to sim plify the

exposition,we letit drop from oursubsequentdiscussion. O n a form allevel,one m ay
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assum e the presence ofa sm allm agnetic �eld which,as we have seen,by introducing

a m ass, kills the singularity in the Cooper channel. The sam e selection of relevant

m om enta appearalso in the perturbative calculation ofthe electricalconductivity and

therm odyam ic potential,aswe are going to show. Before leaving the density ofstates,

we notice that the above results are m odi�ed in the presence oflong-range Coulom b

interaction,which leadstolog-squaresingularity in twodim ensions.Detailsareprovided

in Appendix D.

5
.
1.2. Electricalconductivity.The im purity-averaged diagram sresponsible for the

corrections to the conductivity are obtained in Appendix E. The procedure is sim ilar

to thatfollowed in the caseofthe density ofstates,butthere arem any m orediagram s.

Forthisreason,the detailed derivation ofhow to perform the im purity averageand the

integration overthe fastm om enta isleftto the Appendix E. Here we give directly the

�nalresultfortheexchangediagram containing theinteraction am plitudeV1 beforethe

lastintegration overthe slow m om entum and frequency.W e have

�� = �
2�0

� d

X

q

D q
2

Z 1

� 1

d!
@

@!

�

! coth

�
!

2T

��

Im

�
V R (q;!)

(D q2 � i!)3

�

(5.11)

where the dim ensionality factor d com es from the angular integration over q. In two

dim ensions,in the caseofshort-rangeinteraction,eq.(5.11)yields[58,59]

�� = �
e2

�2�h
(V1 � 2V2)

1

2
ln

�
1

T�

�

;(5.12)

where,asforthe density ofstates,the factor� 2V2 takesinto accountthe contribution

com ing from the Hartree diagram .In the case ofCoulom b long-rangeforces,,atsm all

q,thescreened interaction introducesan extra singularity (seeAppendix D)V R (q;!)�

� 2�ie2!=(D q2).In contrastto the caseofthe single-particledensity ofstates,the 1=q2

singularity arising from the interaction iscom pensated from the additionalq2 factorin

theintegrand.By using eq.(D.1)forV R (q;!)oneobtainsfortheexchangecontribution

�� = �
e2

2�2�h
ln

�
1

T�

�

;(5.13)

which has the sam e form as the weak localization correction. The sam e willhold for

both short-and long-rangecasein the renorm alized perturbation theory asweshallsee

in the nextsubsection.

5
.
1.3. Therm odynam icpotential.Contrary to thenon-interacting case,theinterplay

between disorderand interaction introducessingularcorrectionsto thespeci�cheatand

spin susceptibility.W epresentherethederivation ofthecorrectiontothetherm odynam ic

potential. The e�ective diagram s are shown in �g. 16. W e have to carry out the
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(a) (b)

α

β

α

Fig.16.{ D iagram s for the therm odynam ic potential. (a)Hartree. (b)Exchange. The ladder

arising from theim purity averageisalready shown.Noticethatin theHartreediagram thespin

on the two linesofthe ladderm ay di� erfrom zero,whereas itisalways zero for the exchange

one.

integration overthefastm om enta 
owing in theG reen’sfunctions.Afterdoing that,we

obtain

�
 = � (V 1 � 2V2)T
X

!m

X

q

j!m j

D q2 + j!m j
:(5.14)

In Appendix F,weprovidethedetailsofthederivation.TheM atsubarafrequency sum is

lim ited by j!m j� < 1.To relax theconstraintin thesum ,weintroducea cuto� function

�
�� 1

j!m j+ �� 1

� 2

and the sum runs between m inus and plus in�nity. W e m ay then perform analytical

continuation to get
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In two dim ensions,the sum overq m ay be doneand eq.(5.15)becom es

�
 = �
(V1 � 2V2)

4�2D

Z �
� 1

� �� 1

d! ! b(!) ln(j!j�)

= � t(V1 � 2V2)
�2N 0T

2

3
ln(T�);(5.16)

wherewehavedropped non singularterm sin tem perature.Thetherm odynam icpotential

then acquiresa logarithm iccorrection thatim pliesforthe speci�c heat[66]

�CV = CV;0t(V1 � 2V2)ln(T�);(5.17)

whereCV;0 = (2�2N 0T)=3 isthe non-interacting value.
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In order to evaluate the spin susceptibility,we m ust include the Zeem an coupling.

As shown in the eq.(G .2) ofAppendix G ,only the ladder corresponding to totalspin

� 1 ofthe incom ing particle-hole pairare a�ected by the m agnetic �eld via the Zeem an

energy !s = g�B B . In this respect,we notice thatonly the Hartree diagram of�g.16

contributes,since in this case the totalspin ofthe particle-hole pair is given by the

com bination � � �, with both indices running over � 1=2. In the exchange diagram

the totalspin ofthe particle-hole pairentering the ladderis� � � and is alwayszero.

The com bination ofthe two diagram s m ay be arranged as the sum ofa singlet and

tripletcom ponentwith respectto the totalspin ofthe particle-hole ladder. Hence,the

m agnetic�eld only a�ectsthetripletcom ponentwith valueM = � 1.Forthepurposeof

isolating the m agnetic-�eld dependentcontribution to the therm odynam ic potential,it

isconvenientto write the di�erence,with and withoutthe m agnetic �eld,ofthe triplet

as

�
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T
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X
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=
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2
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s ln(T�):(5.18)

Now a few wordsconcerning the stepsleading to the �nalexpression ofeq.(5.18).Since

the factor j!m jin the sum excludes the term with !m = 0 and the expression in the

sum is even in !m ,we have rewritten the sum as twice the sum over the strictly pos-

itive frequencies. Then we observe that the sm allest frequency is 2�T,which allows

us to m ake a sm allm agnetic �eld expansion !s < T. From eq.(5.18) one �nally gets,

by di�erentianting twice with respect to the m agnetic �eld,the correction to the spin

susceptibility

� = � �02tV2 ln(T�);(5.19)

where we have introduced the non-interacting value �0 = 2N 0(g�B =2)
2. No correction

isinstead found forthe com pressibility.

The two param eters V1 and V2 that appear in the perturbative expression ofthe

density ofstates(5.10),conductivity (5.12),speci�c heat(5.17),and spin susceptibility

(5.19)are the naturalcandidates for the additionalrunning couplingsto be used with

the dim ensionless resistance tto obtain the renorm alized perturbation theory in 2+ �

dim ensions.
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5
.
2.The renorm alized perturbation theory and e�ective Ferm i-liquid description.{ In

thissubsection weshow how theperturbativeresultsderived in thepreviousonem ay be

generalized to allordersin the interaction and how the e�ective scattering am plitudes

are related to the Landau param eters. W e then develop the renorm alized perturbation

theory for the various response functions by m aking use ofthe W ard identities that

im plem enttheconservation lawsforcharge,spin,and energy.Finally,wego back to the

perturbative resultswhich willbe generalized to allordersin the interaction and derive

the group equations.

5
.
2.1. E�ective scattering am plitudes and Landau param eters.According to the

discussion ofthe previoussection,the relevantinteraction term sin theHam iltonian are

reduced to

H I =
X

p;p0

0X

q

h

V1a
y
�pa

y

�p0+ q
a�p0a�p+ q + V2a

y
�pa

y

�p0+ q
a�p+ qa�p 0

i

;(5.20)

where the prim ed q-sum m ation willbe con�ned to sm allq valuesasim plied when per-

form ing the disordereaveraging.

Up to now ourdiscussion hasbeen lim ited to the�rstorderin the interaction.How-

ever,we do not want to con�ne our theory to sm allinteraction and the only true ex-

pansion param eterm ustbe the dim ensionlessresistance t= 1=(2�g). The good m etal

condition,g � 1 ( E F �=�h � 1),im plies that the disorder only a�ects electron states

within a sm alldistance �h=� away from the Ferm isurface. Under these circum stances,

onem ay go beyond the�rst-orderinteraction correction by replacing V1 and V2 with the

Ferm i-liquid scattering am plitudes�1 and �2,whoselowestorderdiagram saredepicted

in �g.17.

W e note thatin the absence ofspin-
ip m echanism s,the totalspin oftwo colliding

particlesis a conserved quantity. Itisthen convenientto introduce the singlet�s and

triplet�t scattering am plitudes. Afterthe selection ofthe relevantm om entum transfer

term s(cf.eqs.(5.6)-(5.8))the corresponding spin structurescan be decom posed as

�1�����
 � �2����
� = (�1 �
1

2
�2)�����
 �

1

2
�2��� � ��
(5.21)

wherewe haveused the identity

����
� =
1

2
�����
 +

1

2

h

�
x
���

x
�
 + �

y

��
�
y

�

+ �

z
���

z
�


i

:(5.22)

W e then de�ne

�s = �1 �
1

2
�2; �t =

1

2
�2:(5.23)
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Fig.17.{ Lowestorderdiagram sforthesm all(�1)and large (�2 )scattering angle.Notice the

di� erent m om enta 
 owing through the interaction propagator. Also the two diagram s have a

di� erentspin structure.

Thescattering am plitudes�s and �t arerelated to theLandau Ferm i-liquid param eters

F 0
s and F 0

aby[44]

�s =
1

2N 0

F 0
s

1+ F 0
s

; �t = �
1

2N 0

F 0
a

1+ F 0
a

:(5.24)

From now on,when necessary,N 0 isassum ed toincludetheLandau e�ective-m asscorrec-

tion.In term softheLandau param eters,com pressibility,spin susceptibility and speci�c

heataregiven by

@n

@�
=

2N 0

1+ F 0
s

= 2N 0(1� 2N0�s)� 2N0Z
0

s

� =
�0

1+ F 0
a

= �0(1+ 2N 0�t)� �0Z
0

t

CV = CV;0 � CV;0Z
0
;(5.25)

whereZ 0 willbedi�erentfrom onein thepresenceofdisorderand ishereintroduced for

sym m etry in the equations.

5
.
2.2. Renorm alized response functions.W e begin our discussion ofthe interplay

between interaction and disorder in the renorm alization ofthe response functions,by

considering the density-density response function. Asin the case ofthe non-interacting

theory ofeqs.(4.16),(4.18),wesplittheresponsefunction in staticand dynam iccontribu-

tions.Thee�ectoftheinteraction m aybeunderstood in term sofaskeleton perturbation
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(a) (b)

(c)

Fig. 18.{ Skeleton structure of the perturbative evaluation of the response function in the

presence ofinteraction. The plus and m inus signs indicate the sign ofthe energy 
 owing in

the line. W e rem ind that the ladder insertion is only possible between a pair ofretarded and

advanced G reen’sfunctions.The� rstdiagram (a)istheoneused in thenon-interacting theory.

D iagram (b)representshow theinteraction "dresses"(a).Itleadstoi)a"dressing"ofthevertex,

hereindicated asablack triangle,ii)renorm alization oftheladder.Interaction appearsexplicitly

in diagram (c),which has to be considered together with allthe otherdiagram s,indicated by

the dots,obtained by the in� nite resum m ation ofthe interaction. D epending on whether we

considerthe charge orspin response function one hasthe vertex �s;t and interaction �s;t. For

the energy response function,there isalso a vertex �E ,butthere isno in� nite resum m ation of

the interaction forthe reasonsexplained in the text.

theory,asshown in �g.18. The �rstdiagram (a),due to the ladderinsertion,givesthe

dynam ic contribution in the non-interacting case (cf. eq.(4.18)). Its "dressing" due to

the interaction isrepresented by the diagram (b),whose contribution can be written in

the form

K
00

(b) = �
i!2e2N 0�

2�2
s

D q2 � i!Z
� K

00

+ � �s;(5.26)

which generalizeseq.(4.18).W enow discussitin detail.W ebegin with theladder,which

isthe m ostim portantingredientofthe theory.The ladderin factisthe e�ective prop-

agatorofthe di�usive m ode,responsible forthe singularitiesappearing in perturbation

theory. It requires a wave function renorm alization �,a frequency (e�ective external

�eld)renorm alization Z,and a renorm alization ofthe di�usion constant(5)

L(q;!)=
1

2�N 0�
2

1

D q2 � i!
!

1

2�N 0�
2

�2

D q2 � iZ!
:(5.27)

(
5
) W e leave the sam e sym bolas before for the interaction-renorm alized di� usion constantto

keep the notation sim ple. Everywhere in this subsection this is understood whenever we are

dealing with the renorm alized ladder.
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+

−

+ + . . .

Fig.19.{ D ynam icalresum m ation ofthe interaction.

In Appendix H we show that the interaction corrections to the ladder do not destroy

its di�usive pole behaviorand indeed lead to the renorm alized form ofeq.(5.27). Fur-

therm ore,thelogarithm ically singularcorrectionsto thesingle-particledensity ofstates,

speci�c heat,and conductivity which appearin two dim ensionscan be absorbed in the

above three renorm alizations �,Z,and D ,respectively. Here,by exploiting the con-

straintsgiven by the generalconservation lawsem bodied in theW ard identities,wewill

be able to directly express the ladder renorm alization param eters in term s ofphysical

quantities.

The vertex �s is one in the non-interacting case. In the interacting case,it repre-

sentsthe vertex which,when m ultiplied by K 00
+ � ,givesthe totaldynam ic partofK

00,

which includesalso term sending with two advanced (+ + )ortwo retarded (� � )G reen’s

functions.The vertex �s isirreducibleforcutting a ladderpropagator.

Besides"dressing" thenon-interacting diagram ,interaction leadsto new diagram sas

diagram (c)of�g.18,which gives

K
00

(c) = e
2
!2N 0�

2�s

D q2 � i!Z
�s

!2N 0�
2�s

D q2 � i!Z
:(5.28)

By keeping in m ind that the orderin the expansion param etertis determ ined by the

num ber ofintegrationsoverthe m om enta 
owing in the ladderpropagator,we can re-

place,withoutchanging theorderin t,thescattering am plitude�s by itsscreened form

�s(q;!)= �s � �si
2!

2�
(2�N 0�)

2
L(q;!)�s(q;!)= �s

D q2 � iZ!

D q2 � iZs!
;(5.29)

obtained by an RPA-like in�nite resum m ation (shown in �g.19) and using eq.(5.27).

In eq.(5.29)Zs = Z � 2�2N 0�s willturn to be the expression dressed by the disorder

ofFerm i-liquid renorm alization ofthe com pressibility Z 0
s. Ifwe insert the dynam ical

am plitude(5.29)in theexpression (5.28)forthe�rstinteraction correction and com bine

it with the contribution (5.26) ofthe �rst diagram ,we arrive at the �nalform ofthe

response function which resum s allthe in�nite series ofdiagram sindicated by dots in

�g.18:

K
00

+ � = �
i!2e2N 0�

2�s

D q2 � i!Zs
; K

00
= � e

2
@n

@�
+ K

00

+ � �s:(5.30)
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W e are now ready to m ake use ofthe W ard identities(3.31),(3.33),where now K 00
+ � is

given by eq.(5.30),and we get

N

N 0

=
�2�s

Zs

;(5.31)

@n

@�
= 2N 0

�2�2
s

Zs

:(5.32)

W e can now follow two alternative routes leading to the sam e result. W e can �rst

rem em berfrom Appendix H thatN =N 0 coincideswith �.Itthen followsfrom eq.(5.31)

that��s = Zs,which when used in eq.(5.32)gives

@n

@�
= 2N 0Zs:(5.33)

Alternatively,it can be shown that the com pressibility has no logarithm ic corrections,

i.e.,isgiven by the Ferm i-liquid value in the absence ofdisorderwith Zs = Z 0
s = ��s.

Thism eansthat,although both �s and � havelogarithm iccorrections,thecom bination

��s doesnot.The �nalexpression forthe density responsefunction hasthe conserving

form

K
00
(q;!)= � e

2@n

@�

D cq
2

D cq
2 � i!

(5.34)

wherethe chargedi�usion constantD c = D =Zs hasbeen introduced.

A sim ilaranalysiscan be done forthe spin susceptibility and the speci�c heat.First

we notethatthe dynam icalscattering am plitude in the tripletchannelreads

�t(q;!)= �t+ �ti
2!

2�
(2�N 0�)

2
L(q;!)�t(q;!)= �t

D q2 � iZ!

D q2 � iZt!
;(5.35)

where Zt = Z + 2N 0�
2�t is the expression dressed by the disorderofthe Ferm i-liquid

renorm alizationofthespin susceptibilityZ 0
t = 1+ 2N 0�t,which asforthecom pressibility

is given by the static lim it (! = 0;q ! 0) ofthe spin-spin response function �(q;!).

To analyzethe spin-spin responsefunction,oneintroduces,in analogy with thedensity-

density responsefunction,the i-th com ponentofthe spin density

S
i
(x)=

g�B

2
 
y
�(x)�

i
��  �(x);(5.36)

and the associated spin-currentdensity Si.By proceeding asin the chargedensity case

ofeq.(3.22),weintroducea vertex function

�
i;�

��
(x;x

0
;x

00
)= < TtS

i;�
(x) �(x

0
) 

y

�
(x

00
)> ;(5.37)
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wherethe�rstupperindex indicateswhich com ponentofthespin density wearedealing

with while the second one,�,distinguishesbetween density and currentcom ponent.In

the presenceofa m agnetic�eld,onem ay derivefor� i;� the following W ard identity

q��
i;�

��
(p;q)=

g�B

2

�
�
i
�� G �(p� q=2)� G�(p+ q=2)�

i
��

�
+ i�ij3!s�

j;0

��
(p;q);(5.38)

where�ijk isthefullantisym m etrictensorand wehaveassum ed them agnetic�eld in the

z-direction.W e now considerthe consequencesofeq.(5.38)in the vanishing m om entum

lim it.Instead ofworking with thex and y com ponents,itisconvenientto switch to the

circularly polarized onesde�ned as

�
"#;0

=
1

2

�
�
1;0

+ �
2;0
�
;(5.39)

�
#";0

=
1

2

�
�
1;0 � �

2;0
�
;(5.40)

corresponding to the spin-density in the M = � 1 triplet channels, respectively. By

including the M = 0 channelofthe triplet corresponding to �3;0,one gets the W ard

identity (5.38)in the form

(! + M !s)�
M ;0

��
(�;!)=

g�B

2

�
�
M
�� G �(� � !=2)� G�(� + !=2)�

M
��

�
;(5.41)

where�M arede�ned asin eq.(5.39),(5.40)and wehavedropped theexplicitdependence

on m om entum p both in the vertex and in the G reen’s functions. (6) The dynam ical

resum m ation ofthe skeleton structure,analog to eq.(5.30)forK 00,with �s replaced by

�t and @n=@� or2N 0 by �,gives

�
M
+ � (q;!)=

i!�0�
2�t

D q2 � i!Zt� iM ZH !s
; �

M
(q;!)= � + �

M
+ � (q;!)�t;(5.42)

wherewehaveintroduced arenorm alization factorfortheZeem an energy,ZH .Equation

(5.41)togetherwith theanalogofeq.(3.31)forthespin-spin responsefunction in theM -

th channelleadsto

�
M
(0;!)= �

M !s

! + M !s
;(5.43)

�
M
+ � (0;!)= � �0

N

N 0

!

! + M !s
:(5.44)

Indeed,in the lim it ofzero m agnetic �eld eq.(5.43) gives the totalspin conservation

by the vanishing ofthe response function at�nite ! as q goes to zero,while eq.(5.44)

reproducesthesingle-particledensity ofstatesin term ofthedynam icalpartofthespin

(
6
) Notice thatthe G reen’sfunction getsa spin labelin the presence ofZeem an coupling.
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response function.Finally,by m aking use ofthe W ard identities(5.43),(5.44)in (5.42),

oneobtains

�
M
(q;!)= �

D sq
2 � iM !s

D sq
2 � i(M !s + !)

;Zt = ��t;� = �0Zt;ZH = Zt;D s = D =Zt:(5.45)

Notice that the result ZH = Zt[68]im plem ents,to allorders in the expansion in the

param etert,the Ferm i-liquid zero-orderresult.

The energy-energy response function �E can also be decom posed according to the

eq.(5.42),where� isreplaced by �E and Zt and 2N 0�
2
t by Z and CV;0T�

2
E [69,70].(

7)

The analogousW ard identity gives

Z = ��E ; CV = CV;0Z; D E = D =Z(5.46)

and the frequency renorm alization Z ofthe ladder is identi�ed with the speci�c-heat

renorm alization.In thepresenceofCoulom b long-rangeforces,to avoid doublecounting,

one hasto subtractthe statically screened long-rangeCoulom b �0 from the fullsinglet

scattering am plitude entering the ladder resum m ation for the density-density response

function.Hence,�s ! �s � �0 in Zs,where

�0(q;! = 0)=
VC (q)�

2
s

1+ VC (q)@n=@�
! q! 0

�2
s

@n=@�
:(5.47)

Asa consequenceofeq.(5.32),from Zs = Z � 2N0�
2(�s � �0)wederivethe constraint

Z = 2N 0�
2
�s:(5.48)

In this way we have com pleted the generalform ulation of the e�ective renorm alized

Ferm i-liquid theory.

5
.
2.3. Derivation ofthe group equations.W e now com e back to the perturbative

expressions ofthe electricalconductivity (5.12),speci�c heat (5.17) and spin suscepti-

bility (5.19). These expressionswere derived to �rstorderin the interaction. However,

wehaveseen thatwem ay relax thiscondition in two ways.First,wem ay usetheFerm i

liquid scattering am plitudes. Second,we can m ake an in�nite dynam icalresum m ation

(
7
) In contrastto the density and spin response functions,in the energy response function the

renorm alization param eter doesnotrequire additionalterm sdue to the interaction besidesZ,

i.e.,the Ferm i-liquid renorm alization,the analog ofdiagram (c) of� g. (18),is m issing. This

occurssincetheinteraction separatestheintegration atthetwo verticesin theresponsefunction

diagram s. D ue to the presence ofthe energy in the therm alvertex,each integration over the

energy contributesatleasta term with thesecond powerofthefrequency.Hencetheterm sdue

to thedynam icalresum m ation oftheinteraction giveriseto negligible contributionsgoing with

the fourth powerin the frequency.
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(eqs.(5.29),(5.35)).Fortheelectricalconductivity,by insertingthedynam icalscattering

am plitudesin eq.(5.11)onehas

��

�
= �

2

2�i

Z 1

� 1

d!
@

!

�

! coth

�



2T

��
X

q

D q2(�s(q;!)� 3�t(q;!))

(D q2 � iZ!)3

= t

�

1+
Zs

2N 0�
2�s

ln
Zs

Z

+ 3

�

1�
Zt

2N 0�
2�t

ln
Zt

Z

��

ln(T�);(5.49)

which coincideswith �D =D found from theladderrenorm alization in Appendix H.In the

caseofCoulom b interaction,when 2N 0�
2�s = Z,thesingletpartofeq.(5.49)reproduces

eq.(5.13). Furtherm ore for sm all�s and �t (Z = 1) one recoversthe �rst order short

range interaction resultofeq.(5.12). However,in the short-range case,by allowing the

group equations to 
ow,Z s = Z 0
s is invariant,while,as we shallsee,Z and 2N 0�

2�s

divergeand the singletstrength becom esagain universalin Eq(5.49)and equalto one.

Thefullexpression forthe correction to the therm odynam icpotentialisobtained by

introducing in eqs.(5.14),(5.18)the singletand tripletdynam icalscattering am plitudes

and therenorm alized ladder,including them agnetic-�eld renorm alization Z H = Zt.For

the m agnetic-�eld independentpartonethen gets

�
 = � T
X

q!m

Z 1

0

d�

�
N 0�

2�sj!m j

D q2 + (Z � �2N0�
2�s)j!m j

�
3N 0�

2�tj!m j

D q2 + (Z + �2N 0�
2�t)j!m j

�

;(5.50)

while the �eld-dependentcontribution reads

�
 B = T
X

q!m

Z 1

0

d�
X

M � 1

�
N 0�

2�tj!j

D q2 + (Z + �2N 0�
2�t)j!m j� iM (Z + 2N0�

2�t)!ssgn(!)

�
N 0�

2�tj!j

D q2 + (Z + �2N 0�
2�t)j!m j

�

:(5.51)

In the above equations,due to the presence ofthe dynam icalresum m ation ofthe in-

teraction we used the standard trick[44]ofm ultiplying the interaction by a param eter

0 < � < 1.However,thism ustnotbe introduced in the am plitude presentin the m ag-

netic�eld insertion sinceitwillgeneratespuriousdiagram s.Asa result,thecorrections

to the speci�cheatand to the spin susceptibility are

�CV = CV;0t(N 0�
2
�s � 3N0�

2
�t)ln(T�);(5.52)

�� = � �04tN 0�
2
�t
Zt

Z
ln(T�):(5.53)
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The renorm alization ofthe speci�c heat m ay be interpreted as the renorm alization of

thequasi-particledensity ofstatesN Q P = ZN 0.Accordingly,therenorm alization ofthe

spin susceptibility m ustcontain both therenorm alization ofthequasi-particlem assand

ofthe Landau param eterF 0
a.To show thiswewrite

� = �0Z
Zt

Z
= �0Z

�

1+
2N 0�

2�t

Z

�

� �0Z (1+ 
t)(5.54)

with 
t = 2N 0�
2�t=Z being the renorm alised Landau static am plitude. W e note that

�2 is always associated either with �s or �t and drops out from the following group

equations. It however renorm alizes the single-particle density ofstates,which,in the

interacting case,becom es scale dependent even though in a com plicated way. Let us

de�ne the 
ow variable s = � lnT� so that s ! 1 corresponds to the infrared lim it.

Then wehave

dZ

ds
= �

t

2
Z(1� 3
t);(5.55)

dZt

ds
= 2tZ
t(1+ 
t):(5.56)

According to eq.(5.54)onehas

dZt

ds
= Z

d
t

ds
+ (1+ 
t)

dZ

ds
;(5.57)

from which,by using eqs.(5.55),(5.56),one obtains

d
t

ds
=

t

2
(1+ 
t)

2
;(5.58)

in com pleteagreem entwith theexplicitdiagram m aticevaluation ofthedisorderinduced

correctionsto the scattering am plitudes[61,62]. By writing the correction to the con-

ductivity in eq.(5.49)in term sof
t,the dependence on Z dropsout.O negets

dt

ds
= t

2

�

1+ 3

�

1�
1+ 
t


t
ln(1+ 
t)

��

:(5.59)

By resum ing theweak-localization contribution,oneobtainsa term identicalto the sin-

gletcontribution (the�rstonein thesquarebrakets).Thetwo term salthough identical,

havethereforeacom pletedi�erentorigin and thisshowsup in thepresenceofam agnetic

�eld which kills the weak-localization contribution and does not a�ect the singlet one.

Equations(5.58),(5.59)togetherwith eq.(5.55)arethe renorm alization group equations

at one-loop order for the problem ofinteracting disordered system s at d = 2. Their

analysisisthe task forthe nextsection.
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6.{ T he R enorm alization G roup equations

By resum ing our m aritim e m etaphor,we �nally have land in sight. In the present

section,we approach the end ofourtrip by exam ining the consequencesofthe physical

picture we have developed in the previous sections and brie
y com pare[71]the results

with the experim ents. To this end we discuss here in som e detailthe solution ofthe

renorm alization group (RG ) equations for the inverse conductance t,triplet scattering

am plitude
t and theparam eterZ.W ebegin ourdiscussion with thegeneralcasewhen

there isno m agnetic coupling in the system .In thiscasethe RG equationsread

dt

ds
= � �

t

2
+ t

2

�

1+ 3

�

1�
1+ 
t


t
ln(1+ 
t)

��

;(6.1)

d
t

ds
=

t

2
(1+ 
t)

2
;(6.2)

dZ

ds
= �

t

2
Z(1� 3
t);(6.3)

wherein eq.(6.1)wehaveadded thecontribution duetothebaredim ension duetoO hm ’s

law,� = d� 2. The �rstobservation isthateqs.(6.1),(6.2)do notdepend on Z. After

solving fortand 
t onem ay successively solveeq.(6.3)forZ.

Let us consider �rst the case d = 2,i.e.,� = 0. Equation (6.2) for 
t im plies a

continuousgrowth.By integrating itbetween s0 and s,one has

1

1+ 
t(s)
=

1

1+ 
t(s0)
�
1

2

Z s

s0

ds
0
t(s

0
);(6.4)

from which oneseesthat
t divergesata �nite value,sc,ofthe 
ow param eter:

1=
1

2
(1+ 
t(s0))

Z sc

s0

ds
0
t(s

0
):(6.5)

The eq.(6.1)fortsaysthatafteran initialincrease fornottoo large 
t(s0),the growth

of
t m akes the triplet contribution,which is antilocalizing,the dom inating one. As

a result,t goes through a m axim um . In �g.20 we show the RG 
ow in term s ofthe

variable t=(1+ t) and 
t=(1+ 
t). For allthe RG trajectories 
t = 1 at som e �nite

value sc,which depends on the initialvalues. Due to this,one cannot seriously trust

theaboveequationsquantitatively.Nevertheless,thephysicalindication ofsom etypeof

ferrom agneticinstability isratherclearduetothedivergingspin susceptibility associated

with 
t.Theappearanceofa�nitelengthscalem ayindicateaform ationoflocalm agnetic

m om ents on the sam e scale. Furtherm ore,the dom inating antilocalizing e�ect ofthe

tripletwhile trem ains�nite strongly supportsthe possibility ofa m etallic phaseatlow

tem perature[73,72,67,74,75],in contrastwith thenon-interacting theory based on W L

only.Indeed,thism etallic phase in d = 2 hasrecently been observed (see refs.in [34]).

In any case,both experim entally and theoretically,it is not clear whether a possible
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ferrom agneticphaseoccursbeforethe transition to the insulating phase.Alm ostallthe

experim entalinform ation isbased on transportm easurem entsand thespin susceptibility

is obtained indirectly. Very recently, a new m ethod for m easuring directly the spin

susceptibility in a two dim ensionalelectron gas has been invented and the �rst result

suggests that, although there is a spin susceptibility enhancem ent, no ferrom agnetic

instability isobserved[76].
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Fig.20.{ The RG 
 ow,for d = 2,in term s ofthe variable t=(1+ t) (x-axis) and 
t=(1+ 
t)

(y-axis).In the � gure the 
 ow linesstarton the x-axiswith 
t = 0.Forallofthem 
t = 1 at

som e � nite value sc,which dependson the initialvalues.

In addition,due to the divergence of
t also Z goes to the strong coupling regim e,

leading to an enhancem ent ofthe speci�c heat,which is howeverhardly observable in

two dim ensions.Closeto the valuesc,onehasfrom eq.(6.4)that


t � (s� sc)
� 1
;(6.6)

which togetherwith the eq.(6.3)forZ gives

Z � (s� sc)
� 3
;Zt � (s� sc)

� 4
:(6.7)
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To convertthe above behavior as function oftem perature,one m ay reason in the fol-

lowing way. In general,the divergence ofthe length scale corresponds to a vanishing

tem perature,asrequired by the di�usion law condition L 2 = D =T.In the presentcase,

however,theparam eterZ renorm alizesthetem peraturesothatonehastherenorm alized

condition L2 = D =(ZT). At �nite length scale,the vanishing ofT is com pensated by

the divergenceofZ in such a way thatT � (s� sc)
3.Thisim pliesforthe speci�c heat

and spin susceptibility

C

T
� T

� 1
;� � T

� 4=3
:(6.8)

W e m ay �nally noticethatthe inclusion ofthe cooperon contribution would m odify the

above group equations,withoutqualitative changesin the overallbehavior(see ref.[74]

fordetails).

In d = 3 one has a richer scenario depending on the initialvalue ofthe running

variables.In the lim itoflarge
t and sm alltthe productt
t obeysthe equation

d(t
t)

ds
= 
t

dt

ds
+ t

d
t

ds
=
t
t

2
(t
t� �);(6.9)

which hasa �xed pointfortc
t;c = �.Thiscondition givestheasym ptoticexpression for

a criticallinein thet� 
t plane.Closeto thiscriticalline,forlargevaluesof
t,onehas

the approxim atesolution

t(s)= t(s0)e
� �(s� s0)=2;(6.10)



� 1
t (s)= 


� 1
t (s0)�

t(s0)

�
+
t(s0)

�
e
� �(s� s0)=2:(6.11)

O neim m ediately seesfrom theaboveequationsthatforlow disorder,t(s0)< �=
t(s0),t

scalestozeroand 
t scalestoa�nitevalue.In thehigh-disorderregim e,t(s0)> �=
t(s0),


t diverges at a �nite value ofs as in the two-dim ensionalcase and t stays �nite. In

�g.21 we report the 
ow obtained by num erically integrating the RG equations. W e

note,however,that the strong-coupling runaway 
ow requires to go beyond the one-

loop approxim ation wehavepresented hereleaving open theissuewhetherthisproposed

scenario is realized or not. An approxim ate treatm ent of the two-loop correction is

possible,butitsdiscussion iswelloutsidethescopeofthispaper.W ereferthereaderto

ref.[8].

Along thecriticallineornearby in thelow-disorderregim e,by converting to a length

scale via s = � lnT� = � ln(�D =L2) � 2ln(L=l),one has that,while t vanishes,the

conductivity stays�nite

�(L)= t
� 1
c (L)L

� �
:(6.12)

Equation (6.12)m ay be interpreted in term sofa m odi�cation ofthe scaling law (2.28)
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Fig.21.{ TheRG 
 ow,in d = 3,in term softhevariablet=(1+ t)and 
t=(1+ 
t).In the� gure

the
 ow linesstarton thex-axiswith 
t = 0.O n thex-axis,thereisvaluet=(1+ t)� 0:5 below

which the RG 
 ows to a state with zero tand � nite value of
t. The criticalline originating

from this value oft is shown by a thicker line. At large value of
t this criticalline is well

described by the approxim ate form ula given in the text. For initiallarger valuesoft,the RG


 ow isqualitatively sim ilarto the two-dim ensionalcase.

due to the scaling behavioroftc � L� xt,i.e.,

� = �(� � xt):(6.13)

O n the criticalline xt = � and � = 0.O n the otherhand 
t com pensatesthe vanishing

oftand divergeslike


t � L
�
:(6.14)

The equation forZ,in addition,givesnow

dZ

ds
�
3

2
�Z;) Z � L

3�
:(6.15)

In contrastto the�nitevalueof�,according to theeqs.(5.45),(5.46 )thespin and heat

di�usion constantsvanish,due to the divergeneceofZ t and Z.Higherordercorrection
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term s could m odify this result leading to a vanishing conductivity also in agreem ent

with the experim ents. Alternatively we can hypothize that the criticalline does not

characterize the m etal-insulatortransition. The strong spin 
uctuations which are the

relevantphysicale�ectassociated with D s ! 0 (� ! 1 )lead instead to an instability

line before the localization takes place. In this case the system before reaching the

instability, should m ake a crossover to one of the universality classes with m agnetic

couplings,which willbe discussed later. By assigning scaling exponents in term s of

inverse length scale xZ = � 3� and xZ 2
= � 4� to Z and Z2 and considering that the

com bination ZT � L� (xT + xZ ) m ustscaleasD q2 � L� 2 sinceD rem ains�nite,onegets

xT = 2� xZ = 2+ 3�;(6.16)

which yieldsforthe speci�c heatand spin susceptibility

C

T
� T

� 3�=(2+ 3�)
; � � T

� 4�=(2+ 3�)
:(6.17)

At� = 1,one hasthe tem perature powerlaws� 3=5 and � 4=5. Hence,asforthe two-

dim ensionalcase,a clearprediction ofthe theory isa low tem perature enhancem entof

the speci�c heatand spin susceptibility,the latterbeing generally stronger.A stronger

enhancem entofthe spin susceptibility hasbeen indeed observed in Si:P [26].Theoret-

ically,asm entioned before,thedivergenceofthespin susceptibility atlow tem perature,

aspredicted by therenorm alization group 
ow,hasled tothesuggestion thatthesystem ,

becauseoftheslowing-down ofspin di�usion,tendsto form regionsoflocalized m agnetic

m om ents,which would eventually drive the system into the universality class ofm ag-

netic im purities[72,73]. In a num berofexperim entalpapers[30,27,77,32],where the

enhancem entsofspeci�cheatand spin susceptibility havebeen com pared system atically,

som esortofan e�ectivetwo-com ponentsystem m adeoflocalized and itinerantelectrons

hasbeen proposed to interpretthe data.

In thepresenceofany m echanism thatinhibitsthespin 
uctuation enhancem ent,the

localizing term in the eq.(6.1)fortdom inatesand one hasa m etal-insulatortransition

with tc � O (�).Forinstance,in the presenceofa m agnetic �eld only the laddersin the

tripletchannelwith projection M = � 1aresuppressed.From eq.(5.50)forthecorrection

to the therm odynam ic potential, one sees im m ediately that the spin susceptibility is

no longer singular,i.e.,Zt is invariant upon renorm alization. By using eq.(5.57) and

elim inating thecontribution ofthetripletcom ponentwith M = � 1 in eq.(6.3)forZ one

gets

dZ

ds
= �

t

2
Z (1� 
t);(6.18)

d
t

ds
=

t

2
(1� 


2
t):(6.19)

The above equationshave a �xed point
�t = 1 with a constantZ. Itis now directto

obtain the equation forthe param etert.Aftersuppressing the M = � 1 tripletchannel
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contributionsin eq.(6.1)and by using the �xed-pointcondition 
�t = 1,one obtains

dt

ds
= � �

t

2
+ (2� 2ln2)t

2
;(6.20)

which has a �xed point t� = �=(2(2� 2ln2)) and gives � = 1 as in the non-m agnetic

im purity caseforthe non-interacting system .

In thecaseofm agneticim puritiesorspin-orbitscattering,wehaveseen in subsection

4
.
5 that only the ladder in the singlet channelrem ains di�usive (cf. eqs.(4.38) and

(4.42)).

Sincealltripletchannelsarem assive,
t dropsoutin theequationsforZ and t,which

now read

dt

ds
= � �

t

2
+ t

2
;(6.21)

dZ

ds
= �

t

2
Z:(6.22)

Theequation fortgivesthe�xed pointt� = �=2and conductivityscalingexponent� = 1.

By using the �xed pointvalue fortin the equation forZ,oneobtains

Z � e
� (�=4)ln s

= T
�=4
:(6.23)

Notice that the identicalbehavior for the cases ofm agnetic im purities and spin-orbit

scattering only holds when neglecting the contribution ofthe pure localization e�ects.

W hen the latterisalso taken into accountnothing happensforthe m agneticim purities

case,sinceallcooperon laddersarem assive(cf.eqs.(4.40)and (4.41)).Forthespin-orbit

case,on the otherhand,the ladderin the cooperon singletchannelisstilldi�usive and

contributes by m inus one halfto the standard localization term ,as we have discussed

atthe end ofsubsection 4
.
5. Hence the com bination ofthe antilocalizing contribution

from pureinterference with the localizing term due to interaction in the singletchannel

does not change the qualitative behavior oft and gives � = 1,even though the �xed

point value and the approach to it willdi�er giving Z � T�=2. This is relevant in

the experim ents[47,48,49,50](already discussed in points 2),3), and 4) ofsubsect.

4
.
6),where a value of� = 1 isobserved both in the absence and presence ofm agnetic

�eld. This is exactly what is predicted by the present theory of com bined disorder

and interaction e�ects,where a m agnetic �eld sim ply controls the contribution ofthe

antilocalizing pure interference e�ect in the Cooperchanneland changesthe approach

to the �xed point.Such a changeisindeed observed in [49].From a theoreticalpointof

view,we�nally com m entthatin orderto perform aquantitativeanalysisin thepresence

ofboth di�uson and cooperon di�usive channels requires however the inclusion ofthe

interaction am plitudeV3 in theCooperchannel.Fordetailswereferthereaderto [78,6].

W ehenceseethatalltheuniversalityclassessharethesam econductivityexponent� = 1,

butdi�erasfarasthebehaviorofZ (and henceofthespeci�cheat)isconcerned.Tothe

bestofourknowledgethereareno experim entsavailableto check thislastprediction.
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W eareattheend ofourjourney through thefascinating world ofdisordered electron

system s. It is tim e to draw a few conclusions. W e have seen that the non-interacting

theory isnotsu�cientto interprettheexisting experim ents.In twodim ensionsthem ost

relevantresultistheprediction ofthem etallicphase,which isobserved to besuppressed

by the m agnetic �eld. However,a fullaccountofthe experim entalsituation isfarfrom

beingreached.In threedim ensions,thepredictionsofthetheoryofdisorderedinteracting

electron system s agree with the experim ents whenever there is a m agnetic coupling in

the system and m ost ofthe puzzles m et while discussing the non-interacting case are

resolved. In the generalcase,with no m agnetic coupling present,although the strong

enhancem entforthespeci�cheatand spin susceptibility predicted by thetheory appear

tobecon�rm ed by theexperim ents,adeeperunderstandingisclearly needed and further

theoreticaland experim entalwork isrequired with particularem phasison the m agnetic

instability problem .

� � �
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A ppendix A.

U sefulintegrals

In theevaluation ofdiagram s,aswehaveseen,weleavetheq-integration attheend,

i.e,the integration overthe m om enta 
owing in the ladder. Due to the presence ofthe

di�usive pole,which m akes the sm all-q region dom inant,the rem aining integrals over

the fast m om enta can be expanded in powers ofq and !. To this end it is usefulto

expand the G reen’sfunction as

G (p + q;� + !)= G
�
1� (! � v � q)G + (! � v � q)

2
G
2
+ :::

�
;(A.1)

where on the right-hand side G = G (p;�).Then,the integration overthe fastm om enta

involvesintegralscontaining productsofretarded and advanced G reen’sfunctionswith

thesam eargum ent.Finally,by usingtheresiduetheorem and theform ulafortheresidue

ofpoleswegetthe usefulform ula

(m ;n)=
X

p

(G
R
)
m
(G

A
)
n
= (� 1)

m
i
n+ m

2�N 0

n(n + 1):::(n + m � 1)

(m � 1)!
�
n+ m � 1

:(A.2)

The m ostfrequentcasesare

(1;1)= 2�N 0�(A.3)

(2;2)= 2 2�N 0�
3

(A.4)

(1;2)= i2�N 0�
2

(A.5)
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(2;1)= � i2�N0�
2

(A.6)

(1;3)= � 2�N0�
3

(A.7)

(3;1)= � 2�N0�
3

(A.8)

(1;4)= � i2�N0�
4

(A.9)

(4;1)= i2�N 0�
4

(A.10)

(2;4)= � 4 2�N0�
5

(A.11)

(4;2)= � 4 2�N0�
5

(A.12)

(3;3)= 6 2�N 0�
5
:(A.13)

Integralscontaining scalarproductsareevaluated as

X

p

(p � q)
2
(G

R
)
m
(G

A
)
n
=
p2F q

2

d

X

p

(G
R
)
m
(G

A
)
n
:(A.14)

A ppendix B.

M agnetic im purities

To seethis,letusconsiderthe following term in the Ham iltonian

H disorder =

Z

d r  
y
�(r)[u(r)��� + us(r)S � ���] �(r);(B.1)

whereS isthespin ofaparam agneticim purity located atrhavingascatteringam plitude

us(r), whereas u(r) is the scattering am plitude due to non m agnetic im purities and

already taken into accountwithin theself-consistentBorn approxim ation.The�rststep

am ounts to recom pute the G reen’s function in the presence ofthe fullterm eq.(B.1).

O ne getsforthe G reen’sfunction

G
R
(p;�)=

�

� � �p +
i

2

�
1

�
+

1

�s

�� � 1

;(B.2)

where�� 1 = 2�N 0u
2(r),�� 1s = 2�N 0u

2
s(r)S(S + 1)and forthe singleim purity line

U��
� =
1

2�N 0�

�

����
�+
�

3�s
��� � �
�

�

;(B.3)

wherethem eaning ofthespin greek indicesisshown in �g.22.To �nd theexpression for

thedi�uson and cooperon laddersin thepresenceofm agneticim purities,itisconvenient

to exploit the conservation ofthe totalspin ofthe pair (particle-hole for the di�uson

(� � �)and particle-particle forthe cooperon (� + 
)). To thisend we use the singlet

and tripletspin projection operator,which forthe di�uson aregiven by

S
p� h

��
�
=

1

2
�����
 =

1

4
[����
�+ ��� � �
�];(B.4)
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Fig.22.{ A single im purity line with the spin and m om entum structure which are related to

the di� uson and cooperon ladder.(See � g.12).

T
p� h

��
�
=

1

2
��� � ��
 =

1

4
[3����
�� ��� � �
�];(B.5)

and forthe cooperon by inverting oneofthe G reen’sfunction:

S
p� p

��
�
=
1

4
[����
�� ��� � �
�];(B.6)

T
p� p

��
�
=
1

4
[3����
�+ ��� � �
�];(B.7)

whereS and T stand forsingletand triplet,respectively.Ifweindicatewith theL(0)S;T

and L
(0)
c the the single-im purity line contribution for both singlet (S) and triplet (T)

com ponents,

L
(0)S

= Tr(U S
p� h

)=
1

2�N 0�

�

1+
�

�s

�

;(B.8)

L
(0)T

= Tr(U T
p� h

)=
1

2�N 0�

�

1�
�

3�s

�

;(B.9)

L
(0)S
c = Tr(U S

p� p
)=

1

2�N 0�

�

1�
�

�s

�

;(B.10)

L
(0)T
c = Tr(U T

p� p
)=

1

2�N 0�

�

1+
�

3�s

�

;(B.11)
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onehasforLS;T and LS;T
c the di�uson and cooperon ladders

L
S;T

=
L(0)S;T

1� �L(0)S;T
; L

S;T
c =

L
(0)S;T
c

1� �L
(0)S;T
c

:(B.12)

The trace sign im pliessum m ation overfourspin indices. The quantity � isde�ned as

in eq.(4.11)with the appropriate G reen’s function for this case. Its evalution leads to

eq.(4.13)with 1=� replaced by 1=� + 1=�s � 1=�(1� �=�s).

A ppendix C.

Spin-orbit scattering

In the presence ofspin-orbit interaction,in the scattering Ham iltonian one adds a

term

H SO =
�h

4m 2c2

X

R

 
y
�(r)[��� � r V (r� R )^ p] (r)(C.1)

where R indicatesa ion site and V (r� R )isthe corresponding potential. The m atrix

elem entbetween statesofm om entum p and p0 is

< pjH SO jp
0
> =

�h

4m 2c2

X

R

��� �

Z

dr e
� ip� r

[r V (r� R )^ p]eip
0
� r

(C.2)

� iuso

X

R

e
i(p� p

0
)� R

��� �
(p ^ p0)

p2
F

:(C.3)

Since the scattering depends on the m om enta ofthe particles involved,one has to

considerseparately thecontribution to theself-energy and to the single-im purity linein

a ladderresum m ation.Forthe self-energy onehas

�so��(p;�)= � u2so

X

p0

(p ^ p0)

p2
F

� ��

(p0^ p)

p2
F

� �
�G (p
0
;�)(C.4)

� � i
sign(�)

2�so
���(C.5)

so thatthe G reen’sfunction reads

G
R
(p;�)=

�

� � �p +
i

2

�
1

�
+

1

�so

��� 1

:(C.6)

Forthe contribution ofa single im purity line one has,by perform ing the angle average

(indicated with a bar)overp and p0,

U��
�(p1;p2;p3;p4)= � u2so
(p1 ^ p2)

p2
F

� ���
(p3 ^ p4)

p2
F

� �
�(C.7)
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with thecondition thatthetotalm om entum isconserved,p1+ p3 = p2+ p4.In thecase

ofthe di�uson ladderone hasp1 � p4,while forthe cooperon p1 � � p3 (See �g.22).

Asa result

U
p� h

��
�
=

1

2�N 0�so
��� � �
�(C.8)

U
p� p

��
�
= �

1

2�N 0�so
��� � �
�:(C.9)

Asin thecaseofm agneticim puritiesonecalculatesthesingle-im purity linecontribution

L
(0)S

=
1

2�N 0�

�

1+
�

�so

�

(C.10)

L
(0)T

=
1

2�N 0�

�

1�
�

d�so

�

(C.11)

L
(0)S
c =

1

2�N 0�

�

1+
�

�so

�

(C.12)

L
(0)T
c =

1

2�N 0�

�

1�
�

d�so

�

(C.13)

In the diagram giving theweak localization correction,in generalthe spin structurehas

theform ����
�.By using theprojection operatorsdeveloped in thepreviousAppendix,

one can separatethe singletand tripletcontribution to the weak-localization correction

in the Cooperchannel

Tr(S
p� p

��
�
����
�)= � 1(C.14)

Tr(T
p� p

��
�
����
�)= 3:(C.15)

W e see that,while the triplet is localizing,the singlet has an opposite e�ect. In the

absence ofspin-orbitscattering both the singletand triplet are m asslessand since the

triplet contribution is three tim es larger,its e�ect prevails. In the presence ofspin-

orbitscattering,the tripletbecom esm assiveand doesnotcontributeto the logarithm ic

singularity term in d = 2.The latterthereforechangessign and becom esantilocalizing.

A ppendix D.

T he long-range interaction case

Thee�ective screened interaction isgiven by

V
R
(q;!)=

VC (q)

1+ VC (q)K
00(q;!)

=
2�e2

q

D q2 � i!

D q2 + D q� � i!
;(D.1)

where we used the two-dim ensionalexpressionsforthe VC = 2�e2=q and the Thom as-

Ferm iinverse screening length � = 4�e2N 0. In the energy and m om entum region given
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Fig.23.{ D iagram s for the conductivity to the lowest order in the interaction. (a) and (b)

Exchange,(c)and (d)Hartree.Interaction isshown asa thick dashed line.

by ! < D q� and D q2 < !,the correction to the density ofstatesbecom es

�N (�)=
1

2�
Im

Z 1

� 1

d! f(! � �)
X

!=D �< jqj<
p
!=D

1

D q2(D q2 � i!)
(D.2)

= �
t

4
ln(j�j�)ln

�
j�j

�D2�4

�

:(D.3)

W e see thatthe correction becom eslog-square!Thisisa peculiarfeature ofthe single-

particle density ofstates. In fact, allother physicalquantities that we dealwith in

theselecturenotesacquirelogarithm iccorrectionsonly even in thepresenceofCoulom b

interaction.Asweshallseein Appendix H,thedensity ofstatescan bereabsorbed into

thede�nition ofthescatteringam plitudesand dropsoutfrom therenorm alization group

equations.

A ppendix E.

D etails on the evaluation ofthe interaction correction to the conductivity

In thisAppendix,weshow how to obtain thecorrection to theelectricalconductivity

due to the com bined e�ect ofdisorder and interaction. The diagram s contributing to

electricalconductivity to lowestorderin the interaction are shown in �g.23. Diagram s

(a)and (d)are obtained by inserting a self-energy correction into the G reen’sfunction

and one has to consider also the sym m etric ones with the self-energy insertion in the

bottom electron line. Diagram s (b) and (c) are due to vertex corrections. W e begin

our discussion with diagram s (a) and (b). The extension to diagram s (c) and (d) is

straightforward.The expression fordiagram (a)reads

R
ij

(a)
(r;r

0
;
)= 2T

X

�n



i
(r)


j
(r

0
)

Z

dr1dr2T
X

!m

V(r1;r2;!m )
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G(r;r1;�n + 
�)G(r1;r2;�n + 
� � !m )G(r2;r
0
;�n + 
�)G(r

0
;r;�n):(E.1)

To thisexpression onehasto add theonecorrespondingto having theinteraction linein

thebottom electron line.
i(r)isthereal-spacerepresentationofthecurrentvertices.W e

do notneed to write hereitsexplicitexpression since atthe end,afterthe im purity av-

erage,werecovertranslationalinvarianceand go back to them om entum representation.

Diagram (b)isinstead given by

R
ij

(b)
(r;r

0
;
)= 2T

X

�n



i
(r)


j
(r

0
)

Z

dr1dr2G(r;r1;�n + 
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T
X

!m

G(r1;r
0
;�n + 
� � !m )G(r

0
;r2;�n � !m )V(r1;r2;!m ):(E.2)

In both the eqs.(E.1),(E.2),the M atsubara frequency sum sare transform ed to contour

integralsin the com plex plane by m eansofstandard m anipulations. Then one getsfor

diagram (a)(including the otherdiagram with the two electron linesinterchanged)
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Diagram (b)gives
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Since we are discussing the frequency structure, in eqs.(E.3) and (E.4) we have

dropped the explicitdependence on space coordinates. The G reen’sfunctions are pre-

sented in thesam eorderasin eqs.(E.1)and (E.2)wherethespacedependenceisshown.

In eqs.(E.3)and (E.4)we m ay now perform the im purity average. First,averaging im -

purity pairsbelonging to the sam e G reen’sfunction line im pliesthe replacem entofthe

G reen’s function with its self-consistent Born approxim ation expression. Secondly,we

have to perform the average ofim purity pairs belonging to di�erent G reen’s function

lines.Thiscan beperform ed by arranging theG reen’sfunctionson thesidesofa square

and inserting ladderswhereverpossible.Atthe leading orderin the expansion param e-

ter,we neglect,asa rule,allthe diagram sin which a crossing ofim purity linesoccurs.

Depending on thesequenceofretarded and advanced G reen’sfunctionsaround thesides

ofthesquare,wem ay inserttwo orthreeladders.Forinstance,term swith fourretarded

G reen’sfunctionsgivezerosinceallpoleslieon thesam esideoftherealaxis.In eq.(E.3),

theterm sthatallow two orthreeladderinsertionsarethesecond,fourth,sixth,eigthth,

tenth,and twelfth:
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In the sam eway,from eq.(E.4)wepick up the third and theeleventh term

R
ij

(b)
(0;
)= � 2

X

q

Z 1

� 1

d�

2�i

Z 1

� 1

d!

2�i
[

+ f(�)f(! � � � 
)V
R
! (q)
i
jG R

�+ 

G R
� (G

R
�+ 
 � !

� GA
�+ 
 � !

)G A
�� !

� f(� + 
)f(! � �)V
A
! (q)
i
jG A

�+ 

G A
� G

R
�+ 
 � !

(G R
�� ! � GA�� !)

i

:(E.6)



64 C arlo D iC astro Roberto R aimondi

(a)

(b)

(c)

(c)

(e)

(d)

Fig.24.{ E� ective conductivity diagram s.

ThebarovertheproductsofG reen’sfunction indicatestheim purityaverage.Noticethat

in eqs.(E.5)and (E.6)thecurrentverticesappearundertheim purity averagebar.After

theaverageand therestoration oftraslationalinvariance,thereappearsum m ationsover

m om enta. The sum overthe slow m om enta that enterthe interaction and the ladders

are perform ed at the end,while the sum over the fast m om enta entering the G reen’s

functions are perform ed with the help ofresidue theorem within the approxim ations

explained in detailin Appendix A. To thisend,allfrequenciesin the G reen’sfunction

can be setto zero in the leading orderin the di�usive regim e expansion !� < 1. As a

result,the im purity averageoftheproductofG reen’sfunctionsdoesnotdepend on the

energy.Since,theladdersdepend only on theslow frequencies! and 
,wecan perform

the �-integration atonceby using the usefulidentity

Z 1

� 1

d � f(�)f(! � �)=
!

2

�

coth

�
!

2T

�

� 1

�

� F (!):(E.7)

W e m ay �nally consider explicitly the im purity average. To illustrate the procedure,

let us consider the �rst term in eq.(E.5). It contains four products of four G reen’s

functionseach.The�rstproductG R
� G

R
�� !G

R
� G

R
�� 
 giveszero upon averaging.Theterm

G R
� G

R
�� !G

R
� G

A
�� 
 vanishes because ofthe vector nature ofthe currentvertices. There

rem ain the term s G R
� G

A
�� !G

R
� G

R
�� 
 and G R

� G
A
�� !G

R
� G

A
�� 
. Upon averaging,the �rst

term givesriseto an e�ectivediagram with threeladders,corresponding to (a)of�g.24.

The second term ,on the other hand,yields e�ective diagram s with two ladders only,

corresponding to (c) and (d) in �g.24. By following this line ofreasoning,one obtains

allthediagram sof�g.24,including thoseobtained by interchanging thetop and bottom

G reen’s function lines. O ne key point to notice is that the diagram swith two ladders

canceleach other,i.e.,thesum of(c),(d),and (e).Thiscancellation isshown in detailin

ref.[59].To see it,letusconsiderthe term sin eqs.(E.3-E.4)which contain the retarded

interaction V R
! (a sim ilaranalysiscan be done forthe term scontaining V A

! ). By using

eq.(E.7),we getfrom eqs.(E.5-E.6)
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� F (!)
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which isreadily seen to vanish by considering the following averages:
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:

As a �nalcom m ent, we note that each individualdiagram with two ladders, in the

presence oflong-range forces,willsu�er from the strong singularity as in the case of

the density ofstates,as discussed in Appendix D. However,it has been shown that

the singularity due to the long-range forces can be incorporated into a gauge factor,

which dropsoutin theevaluation ofgauge-invariantquantities.Thisistheorigin ofthe

cancellation ofthe diagram swith two ladders[79].

Let us now turn our attention to the diagram s with three ladders. The im purity

averageneeded forthe diagram (a)of�g.24 is


i
jG R
� G
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2qi)(� 4�eN0D �
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))

= 4��0
D qiqj

(D q2 � i!)2(D q2 � i(! � 
))
(E.8)

where the factors in round brackets,in the second line,arise from the integration of

the three G reen’sfunctionswith a currentvertex. Notice thatin diagram (b)of�g.24,

the two integrationsoverproductsofthree G reen’sfunctionsproduce an opposite sign.

This gives an overallm inus sign for diagram (b) with respect to (a). In the last line

�0 = 2e2N 0D isthe Drude conductivity. By collecting in eqs.(E.5)(�rst,third,fourth,

and sixth line)and (E.6)alltheterm sgiving riseto diagram swith threeladdersweget

R
ij
(0;
)= � 4�0

X
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F (! � 
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+ F (!) V
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D qiqj
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D qiqj
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))
](E.9)

Notice that the �rst term cancels with the sixth and the fourth with the seventh. By

diving by � i
 and sending 
 to zero wegeteq.(5.11)quoted in the text.

A ppendix F.

D etails ofthe evaluation ofthe therm odynam ic potential

Tobegin with,letusconsider,at�xed im puritycon�guration,the�rst-orderexchange

interaction correction to thetherm odynam icpotential(seethesecond diagram in �g.16,

withoutthe inserted ladder)

�
 =
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2
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Z
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0V(r� r

0
;!m ;�)G(r;r

0
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0
;r;�n + !m );(F.1)

where we have used the standard trick[44]to m ultiply the interaction by a param eter

0 < � < 1

V(r� r
0
;!m ;�)= �V(r� r

0
;!m ):

The sum overthe Ferm ionic M atsubara frequency gives
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�
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By perform ing theim purity averageweneed to keep only term swith both retarded and

advanced G reen’sfunctions.Thisselectsin eq.(F.2)the term

Z 1

� 1

d�

2�i
f(�)

h

� GA (r;r0;�)GR (r0;r;� + !)+ GA (r;r0;� � !)GR (r0;r;�)

i



D isordered Electron Systems 67

=

Z 1

� 1

d�

2�i
[f(� + !)� f(�)]GA (r;r0;�)GR (r0;r;� + !)

=
i!

2�
(2�N 0�)

2
L(q;!);(F.3)

where,m aking useofthe factthatthe im purity averageofthe productofG reen’sfunc-

tions does not depend on the energy,we have perform ed the integration over the fre-

quency.Asa result,eq.(F.1)becom es

�
 = �

Z 1

0

d�

�
T
X

!m

X

q

N 0V(q;!m ;�)j!m j

D q2 + j!m j
;(F.4)

from which,by taking N 0V(q;!m ;�) = �(V1 � 2V2),one obtains the eq.(5.14) ofthe

m ain text.W hencethedynam icalam plituderesum m ation isinserted into thediagram s

of�g.16 oneobtainsthe�nalexpressions(5.50),(5.51)forthetherm odynam icpotential.

A ppendix G .

Ladder in the presence ofZeem an coupling

In the presence ofa m agnetic �eld,electron energies are changed by the Zeem an

energy,so thatthe G reen’sfunction reads

G
R
� (p;�)=

�

� � �p + �!s +
i

2�

�� 1

;(G .1)

where !s = g�B B with g the Land�e factor and �B the Bohr m agneton. The spin

projection takes values � = � 1=2. O ne sees that the Zeem an energy �!s enters the

G reen’s function as an energy in shift. This allows to get im m ediately the ladder in

the presence ofm agnetic Zeem an coupling,since the energy di�erence ! is shifted by

the di�erence ofthe Zeem an energiesofthe particle-hole pair.Forinstance,by m aking

reference to the spin structure of�g.22 and taking into account the spin conservation

along a G reen’sfunction line,onehas

L��(q;!)=
1

2�N 0�
2

1

D q2 � i! � i(� � �)!s
:(G .2)

Thisshow thatonly the tripletcom ponentswith totalspin projection � � � � M = � 1

area�ected by the m agnetic�eld.

A ppendix H.

T he ladder renorm alization

In this Appendix we show that the logarithm ic corrections found for the physical

quantitiescan be absorbed into a renorm alization ofthe param eterscharacterizing the



68 C arlo D iC astro Roberto R aimondi

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

p+q k Ωε+ω

pε

p+q−k

ε+ω−Ω

Fig.25.{ D iagram s for the ladder self-energy. A sim ilar set ofdiagram s is generated by the

interchange ofthe interaction line (tick-dashed line)between top and bottom G reen’sfunction

lines.

ladder propagator. This identi�cation is the form albasis ofthe renorm alizability of

the e�ective �eld theory,whose physicalm eaning isdiscussed in the textvia the W ard

identities.Letusassum ethattheladder,in thepresenceofinteraction,getsrenorm alized

as

L(q;!)=
1

2�N 0�
2

1

D q2 � i!
!

1

2�N 0�
2

�2

D R q
2 � iZ!

(H.1)

where�,DR ,and Z representthee�ectivewavefunction renorm alization,therenorm al-

ized di�usion coe�cient,and the renorm alization ofthe frequency.By expanding

�2

D R q
2 � iZ!

�
1

D q2 � i!
=
(2�� � �D =D )D q2 � i(2�� � �Z)!

(D q2 � i!)2
�

�L(q;!)

(D q2 � i!)2
(H.2)

and thelastequation de�nestheladderself-energy.Thediagram sfortheself-energy are

shown in �g.25. The �rststep isthe integration overthe fastm om enta running within

the G reen’sfunctions.Thisintegration am ountsto theevaluation ofseveralintegralsof

productsofthe type (G R )m (G A )n,whose resultisgiven in Appendix A. Fordiagram s

(a-c),in the sm allk,
,q and ! lim it,weobtain

Iabc = (2�N 0�)
2
2�N 0�

4
�
D (q

2
+ k

2
)� i(! + 
)� 2q � k

�
;(H.3)

where the �rst factor (2�N 0�)
2 represents the two integrations over the two G reen’s

functions atthe interaction vertices. The restgivesthe integration overthe rem aining
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G reen’sfunctions.In a sim ilarway,integration overG reen’sfunctionsgivesfordiagram

(d)

Id = � (2�N0�
2
)
3
:(H.4)

The diagram s(a),(b),(c)shown in �g.25 �nally yield

�L ;abc = � 2T
X
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 m

X
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Iabc(k;q;
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(H.5)

and diagram (d)

�L ;d = 2T
X

�n < 
 m

X

k

IdV(k;
m )

(2�N 0�
2)3(D (k + q)2 + j
m + !�j)

:(H.6)

In eqs.(H.5-H.6) we have used M atsubara frequencies. The relative m inus sign com es

from theintegration overthefastm om enta.Thefactorof2 isdueto thefactthatthere

is another setofdiagram sgenerated by interchanging the interaction line between the

two electron lines. O ne m ay check that the sum ofeqs.(H.5-H.6)vanishes in the lim it

q = 0 and ! = 0. For sm all,but �nite externalm om entum and frequency,we rewrite

eq.(H.5)in the form

�L ;abc = � 2T
X

�n + !� < 
 m

X

k

V(k;
m )

D k2 + j
j

� 2T
X

�n + !� < 
 m

X

k

(D q2 + j!�j)V(k;
m )

(D k2 + j
m j)
2

(H.7)

and eq.(H.6)as

�L ;d = 2T
X

�n < 
 m < �n + !�

X

k

V(k;
m )

D (k + q)2 + j
m + !�j

+ 2T
X

�n + !� < 
 m

X

k

�
V(k;
m )

D k2 + j
m j
+

V(k;
m )

D (k + q)2 + j
m + !�j
�

V(k;
m )

D k2 + j
m j

�

;(H.8)

where less divergent term s have been neglected. The �rst term in the square brakets

of eq.(H.8) cancels with the �rst term in eq.(H.7). Let us analyze the �rst term of

eq.(H.8).By transform ing theM atsubara sum into an integralin thecom plex planeand

analytically continuing � ! � i� and � + ! ! � i(� + !),itreads

�
1

L ;d = 2T
X

�n < 
 m < �n + !�

X

k

V(k;
m )

D (k + q)2 + j
m + !�j

� �
2

2�i

Z 1

� 1

d
[f(
� � � !)� f(
� �)]
X

k

V R (0;0)

D k2 � i(
+ !)



70 C arlo D iC astro Roberto R aimondi

= �
2!

2�i

X

k

V R (0;0)

D k2 � i(� + !)

= i!
V1 � 2V2

4�2D
ln

�
1

��

�

= � i! I3;(H.9)

havingused f(
� �� !)� f(
� �)� ! @
 f(
� �).In thelastlinewehavealsoincluded

the contribution ofthe Hartree diagram s.The di�erence between the second and third

term in the square brakets ofeq.(H.8) m ay be expanded in powers ofq and !�. The

lowestorderterm reads

�
2
L ;d = 2T

X

�n + !� < 
 m

X

k

V(k;
m )

�
2D 2q2k2

(D k2 + j
m j)
3
�

(D q2 + j!�j)

(D k2 + j
m j)
2

�

= �
2

2�i

Z 1

� 1

d
f(
� � � !)
X

k

�
D q2D k2V R (0;0)

(D k2 � i
)3
�
(D q2 � i!)VR (0;0)

(D k2 � i
)2

�

= D q
2
V1 � 2V2

4�2D
ln

�
1

��

�

� (D q
2 � i!)

V1 � 2V2

4�2D
ln

�
1

��

�

= D q
2
I2 � (D q

2 � i!)I1:(H.10)

Finally,the second term in eq.(H.7)reads

�L ;abc = � (D q
2
+ j!�j)2T

X

�n + !� < 
 m

X

k

V(k;
m )

(D k2 + j
m j)
2

= � (D q
2 � i!)

2

2�i

Z 1

� 1

d
f(
� � � !)
X

k

V R (0;0)

(D k2 � i
)2

= � (D q
2 � i!)

V1 � 2V2

4�2D
ln

�
1

��

�

= � (D q
2 � i!)I1:(H.11)

O ne seesthatthe by inserting the self-energy results(H.9-H.11)into eq.(H.2)onegets

� = 1� I1;(H.12)

D R

D
= 1� I2;(H.13)

Z = 1� I3:(H.14)

In the m ain textthe renorm alized di�usion coe�cientD R willbe renam ed D .W e con-

clude this Appendix by rem arking that the above renorm alizations coincide with the

perturbative correctionsofthe single-particle density ofstates,eq.(5.10),conductivity,

eq.(5.12)and speci�c heat,eq.(5.17),satisfying atthisorderthe W ard identitiesidenti-

�cations.
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