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W e study the transport properties ofinteracting electrons in a disordered quantum wire within

the fram ework ofthe Luttinger liquid m odel. The conductivity at �nite tem perature is nonzero

only because of inelastic electron-electron scattering. W e dem onstrate that the notion of weak

localization isapplicable to the strongly correlated one-dim ensionalelectron system . W e calculate

the relevant dephasing rate,which for spinless electrons is governed by the interplay ofelectron-

electron interaction and disorder,thusvanishing in the clean lim it.

PACS num bers:71.10.Pm ,73.21.-b,73.63.-b,73.20.Jc

M esoscopicsofstronglycorrelatedelectronsystem shas

em erged asan area ofgreatinterestto both experim en-

taland theoreticalcom m unities working in the �eld of

nanoscale physics. Recently,progressin m anufacturing

ofnanodeviceshas paved the way for system atic trans-

portm easurem entson narrow quantum wireswith a few

orsingleconducting channels.M ostprom inentexam ples

ofthese are sem iconductor cleaved-edge quantum wires

[1],carbon nanotubes[2],and quantum Halledgesrun-

ning in oppositedirectionsand interconnected by m eans

of tunneling [3, 4]. O n the theoreticalside, the chal-

lenge is to expand the ideas that have been developed

for m esoscopic disordered system s on one side and for

strongly correlated clean system son the other.

M uch attention hasbeen focused on the interplay be-

tween the interaction e�ectsand disorder-induced local-

ization in di�usive system soflow dim ensionality D [5].

A key conceptin the localization theory ofa disordered

Ferm iliquid is that ofthe dephasing rate �
� 1

�
due to

electron-electron (e-e) inelastic scattering. It has been

established that a weak-localization (W L) correction to

the Drude conductivity ofa di�usive system behavesas

�
(2� D )=2

�
(ln�� forD = 2)and thusdivergeswith lower-

ing T forD � 2,leading to strongAnderson localization.

Thispaperisconcerned with transportin one dim en-

sion (1D),where e-e correlations drive a clean system

into the non-Ferm iliquid state known as Luttinger liq-

uid (LL)[6]. O ne m ore peculiarity ofthe single-channel

1D system is that the ballistic m otion on short scales

crossesoverin the absence ofinteraction directly to the

localization regim e,with no di�usive dynam icson inter-

m ediate scales. The m ain question we address is how

theconductivity �(T)behavesin a disordered LL.Itap-

pearsthata key pieceoftransporttheory asregardsthe

W L and the interaction-induced dephasing in a strongly

correlated 1D system is m issing. M ost authors to date

(e.g.,[7,8]) have suggested that the dephasing length

that controls localization e�ects in a disordered LL is

LT = u=T (throughoutthe paper~ = 1),where u isthe

plasm on velocity. According to this approach,the in-

terference e�ectsgetstrong with lowering T atL T � �,

where � is the localization length. An alternative ap-

proach [9,10]is predicated on the assum ption that the

dephasing rateisdeterm ined by thesingle-particleprop-

ertiesofa clean LL.O n top ofthat,onem ightthink that

sincein thecaseoflineardispersion theinteracting elec-

tron system can be equivalently represented in term sof

noninteractingbosons,theinteraction should notinduce

any dephasing at all. The conductivity would then be

exactly zero atany T. As we argue below,none ofthe

approachescapturestheessentialphysicsofdephasing in

the conductivity ofa disordered 1D system .

W ebegin by consideringtheDrudeconductivity under

thecondition that�� ism uch shorterthan thetransport

tim eofelasticscatteringo�disorder� and theAnderson-

localization e�ects are com pletely destroyed. For sim -

plicity, we assum e that interaction is weak and short-

ranged. W e also assum e that�F � � 1,where �F isthe

Ferm ienergy. To leading order in ��=� � 1,the con-

ductivity is given by the Drude form ula �D = e2�v2F �

(�= @n=@�’ 1=�v F isthecom pressibility,vF theFerm i

velocity)anddependson T throughaT-dependentrenor-

m alization ofthe static disorder[7,11]:

�0=� = (�=T)2�
0

; (1)

where�0= �� 1s [1� (1+ 2�s�)
� 1=2]’ �= V f=2�vF > 0

characterizes the strength of repulsive interaction be-

tween electrons (we assum e that � � 1),�s = 1 or 2

for spinless or spinfulelectrons,respectively;Vf is the

Fouriertransform ofa forward-scattering potential,�� 1
0

the scattering rate at � = 0. For � � 1,the ultravio-

let cuto� � m ay be put equalto �F . The exponent in

Eq.(1)isgiven by thebareinteraction constant(theone

in aclean system )sincetherunningcouplingconstant[7]

isnotrenorm alized by disorderforT� � 1. The renor-

m alization (1)issim ilarto the Altshuler-Aronov correc-

tions [5]in higher dim ensionalities. At this level, the

only peculiarity ofLL as com pared to higher D is that

therenorm alization of� ism oresingularand necessitates

going beyond the Hartree-Fock (HF)approach [12].

The renorm alization of� stops with decreasing T at

T� � 1. This condition gives the zero-T localization
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length � / �
1=(1+ 2�

0
)

0
, but does not correctly predict

the onset of localization (determ ined by the condition

�=�� � 1),in contrasttotheargum entm adein Refs.7,8.

Thiscan be seen,in particular,by noting thatthe tem -

perature T � �� 1 does not depend on the strength of

interaction for sm all�, whereas it is evident that for

noninteracting electrons�(T)= 0 forany T. The error

appearsto be based on the renorm alization-group equa-

tions [7],which treat scalings with length and u=T as

interchangeable.W hile thisapproach isjusti�ed forthe

\elasticrenorm alization" of�,Eq.(1),itdoesnotprop-

erly accountfortheW L and m issesalle�ectsassociated

with dephasing by construction.

Let us now turn to the calculation of�� 1
�
. O ur ap-

proach isclosely related to thatforhigherdim ensional-

ities [5]and itis instructive to �rstanalyze the G olden

Rule expression for the e-e collision rate following from

the Boltzm ann kinetic equation:

1

�ee(�)
=

Z

d!

Z

d�
0
K !(f

h
�� !f�0f

h
�0+ ! + f�� !f

h
�0f�0+ !); (2)

where K ! isthe kernelofthe e-e collision integral,f� is

the Ferm idistribution function,and fh� = 1� f�. Pecu-

liarto1D arehighly singularcontributionstoK ! related

to scattering ofelectronsm oving in the sam e direction.

Indeed,considera perturbative expansion ofK ! to sec-

ond order in � in a clean LL.For sim plicity,let � be

a m om entum -independent constant. At the Ferm ilevel

(�= 0),1=2�ee = �s(�
H
+ + + �H

+ � )+ �F ,where

�H
+ � ’ ��

2
vF T

Z

j!j. T

d!

Z

dq�(! � vF q)�(! � vF q) (3)

aretheHartreeterm sforscatteringoftwoelectronsfrom

thesam e(+ + )ordi�erent(+ � )chiralspectralbranches

and �F = � �H+ + is the exchange term . O ne sees that

the contribution of�H
+ + isdiverging.Forspin-polarized

electronsitis,however,canceled bytheexchangeinterac-

tion.Therem ainingterm �H
+ � isdeterm ined by !;q! 0

and isgiven by 2�H
+ � = �� 2T.Already theperturbative

expansion dem onstratesa qualitative di�erencebetween

two casesofspinlessand spinfulelectrons.

Below we concentrate on the spinless case. Term s

ofhigher order in � m ay then be neglected due to the

order-by-order cancellation ofthe singular Hartree and

exchangecontributions,so thatweobtain

�
� 1
ee = ��

2
T : (4)

Itisinstructive to com pare thiscollision rate in a clean

LL with the dam ping of the retarded single-particle

G reen’s function in the (x;t) representation,gR (x;t) =

2i�(t)Im �g(x;t),where(forright-m overs)

�g =
T=2u

sinh[�T(x
u
� t+ i0)]

(�T=�)� b

[sinh(�T�� )sinh(�T�+ )]
� b=2

;

�� = � (t� i=�)+ x=u,and �b = [(1 + 2�)1=4 � (1 +

2�)� 1=4]2=2 ’ �2=2 for � � 1. The tem poraldecay

exp(� ��bTt)ofthe residue

(x � ut)gR (x;t)jx! ut / sinh
� � b=2(2�Tt) (5)

for t ! 1 agrees with Eq.(4) to order �2: �� bT =

1=2�ee.Thee-escattering thusm anifestsitselfin thatit

cutso� the power-law decay in Eq.(5),characteristicof

the zero-T lim it.

The notion ofdephasing associated with the behavior

ofthe single-particle G reen’s function (5) m akes sense

in a clean LL in the ring geom etry,where this kind of

dephasing governsthe decay rate (�A B� )� 1 ofAharonov-

Bohm (AB)oscillations[10,13].However,asfaras�(T)

isconcerned,thesigni�canceofthedephasing ratein the

lim itofhigh T isthatitcutso� a W L correction �w l to

theDrudeconductivity[14].Atthispoint,itisim portant

to notethatthecharacteristicenergy transferin Eq.(2),

!0 � �� 1,ism uch sm allerthan �� 1ee in theW L regim e.It

suggeststhat the dephasing rate 1=�w l
�

that determ ines

�w l requires a self-consistent cuto� in Eq.(2) at ! �

1=�w l
�

(sincesoftinelasticscatteringwith qvF ;! � 1=�w l
�

doesnota�ect�w l[15]),and soisparam etricallydi�erent

from the onein Eq.(4),�w l
�

6= �ee.

FIG .1:D iagram sdescribingtheleadingW L correction tothe

conductivityofLuttingerliquid for�
w l

� � �.Thedashed lines

representbackscattering o� im purities. The currentvertices

are dressed by im purity ladders. The diagram s are under-

stood asfully dressed by e-e interactions.

To evaluate �w l quantitatively,we use a path-integral

representation:theleading localization correction in the

ballistic lim it�w l� =� � 1 isrelated to the interference of

electronsscattered by threeim purities.Thecorrespond-

ing diagram sare given by a \three-im purity Cooperon"

(Fig.1),which describesthepropagation oftwo electron

wavesalong thepath connecting threeim purities(\m in-

im alloop") in tim e-reversed directions. In the absence

ofinteraction,quantum interference processesinvolving

a largernum berofim puritiessum to exactly cancelthe

Drude conductivity [16],which spells com plete localiza-

tion. For�w l
�
=� � 1,they only yield subleading correc-

tionsthrough a system aticexpansion in powersof�w l� =�.

Thedephasing-induced action S(t;ta)acquired by the

Cooperon isaccum ulated on the classical(saddle-point)

path,whosegeom etry forthreeim puritiesif�xed by two

length scales,the totallength ofthe path vF t and the

distancebetween two rightm ostim puritiesvF ta � vF t=2

(Fig.2).The W L correction can then be represented as

�
w l= � 2�D

Z 1

0

dt

Z 1

0

dtaP (t;ta)exp[� S(t;ta)] ; (6)
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whereP (t;ta)= (1=8�2)exp(� t=2�)�(t� 2ta)istheprob-

ability density ofreturn to pointx = 0 aftertwo re
ec-

tions at points x = vF ta and x = � vF (t=2� ta). The

contribution Sij to thedephasing action associated with

inelasticinteraction between electronspropagatingalong

the pathsxi(t)and xj(t)isobtained sim ilarly to higher

dim ensionalities[5,15]:

Sij = � T

Z
d!

2�

Z
dq

2�

Z t

0

dt1

Z t

0

dt2
1

!
Im V��(!;q)

� expfiq[xi(t1)� xj(t2)]� i!(t1 � t2)g : (7)

x 1 F−−

F−+

+

F

f,b(t )

t

ta

t10

f

b

v

FIG . 2: Illustration of electron dynam ics governing the

W L and dephasing: Tim e-reversed paths xf(t1) (solid) and

xb(t1)= xf(t� t1)(dashed)on which theinteraction-induced

action S that yields dephasing ofthe Cooperon is accum u-

lated.D otted lines:the propagation ofdynam ically screened

interaction.Theinteraction m ay changethedirection ofprop-

agation upon scattering o� disorder (as m arked by a cross).

Each interaction line gives a contribution to S proportional

to (N f � Nb)
2
,where N f;b is the num berofitsintersections

with the forward (f)and backward (b)paths.O ne seesthat

N f 6= N b only due to im purity scattering in the interaction

propagator.Interaction and electron lineslyingon top ofeach

otherdo notyield dephasing because ofthe HF cancellation.

Them ain stepsin thederivation ofEq.(7)are:(i)the

random -phase approxim ation (RPA), (ii) the indepen-

dentaveragingofeach oftheRPA bubblesoverdisorder,

and (iii) treatm ent oftherm alelectrom agnetic 
uctua-

tionsthrough which electronsinteractwith each otheras

a classical�eld.Thisapproach isjusti�ed ifthe charac-

teristic energy transferism uch sm allerthan T,which is

the case for T�w l� � 1. Because ofthe HF-cancellation

ofthe bare interaction between electronsfrom the sam e

chiralbranch,thedynam ically screened (retarded)inter-

action V (!;q) in Eq.(7) should be calculated as ifthe

barecoupling isonly presentforelectronsm oving in op-

positedirections[17].Asa result,V�� acquiresthechiral

indices � = sgn _x i,� = sgn _xj. Expanding V�� to sec-

ond order in � we have Im V �� = � ��2vF !F��,where

F�� = 4ReD � �;� � and D �� are the particle-hole prop-

agatorsfornoninteracting electrons.The action Sij can

then be written in a sim ple form :

Sij = ��
2
vF T

Z t

0

dt1

Z t

0

dt2 F��[xi(t1)� xj(t2);t1 � t2 ];

where,to �rstorderin �� 1,F��(x;t)read

F+ + (x;t) ’ �(x + vF t)(1� jtj=2�); (8)

F+ � (x;t) ’ �(v2F t
2 � x

2)=4vF � ; (9)

and F� � (x;t) = F+ + (� x;t), F� + (x;t) = F+ � (x;t).

The totalaction is given by S = 2(S� � Sfb),where f

and bstand for\forward"and \backward"tim e-reversed

paths(Fig.2).

Calculating �rst S for �� 1 = 0 we have S� = Sfb =

�� 2Tt=2. O ne seesthatS� reproducesthe AB dephas-

ing,Eqs.(4),(5). The subtle point,however,isthatfor

�� 1 = 0 the self-energy processes(S� + Sbb)areexactly

canceled in S by the vertex corrections(Sfb + Sbf),i.e.,

S = 0 in a clean LL.Hence,the dephasing in Eq.(6)is

only due to the dressing ofthe dynam ically screened in-

teraction by im purities.To orderS � O (�� 1)weobtain

S(t;ta)= 2�� 2
T ta (t� 2ta)=� : (10)

Thedephasingvanishesforta = 0;t=2sincein thesecases

the Cooperon isnotdistinguishable from the di�uson.

Substituting Eq.(10)in Eq.(6)we�nd for�w l
�
=� � 1:

�
w l= �

1

4
�
D

 

�w l�

�

! 2

ln
�

�w l
�

/
1

�2T
ln(�2T); (11)

where

1

�w l
�

= �

�
�T

�

� 1=2

; T � T1 =
1

�2�
: (12)

Note that1=�w l� vanishesin the clean lim it[18],in con-

trast to the total e-e scattering rate, Eq. (4). It is

worth m entioning that the T dependence of �(T) =

�D (T)+ �w l(T) is dom inated by the W L term rather

than by �D (T)for T � T1=�. The scale T 1 m arks the

tem peraturebelow which thelocalization e�ectsbecom e

strong.These resultsareillustrated in Fig.3.

Τ
1/τ εFΤ1=1/α2τ Τ1/α

Drude
σ(Τ)

WL

localization
strong

FIG .3:Schem aticbehaviorof�(T)on thelog-log scale.D ot-

ted line: the T-dependentD rude conductivity [7,11]. Below

T1=� the W L correction, Eq.(11), dom inates dln�=dlnT.

Below T1 the localization becom esstrong [13].

Before closing the paper,letusbrie
y m ention a few

extensions[13]ofourresults.
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(i) \All-in-one" approach. In e�ect, Eqs. (11),(12)

were derived in two steps: �rst the static disorder was

renorm alizedbyvirtualprocesseswith energytransfersin

therangebetween T and � [LL renorm alization,Eq.(1)]

and then the dephasing rate due to realprocesses with

transfers sm aller than T (sim ilarly to Ferm i-liquid de-

phasing) was calculated for electrons scattered by the

renorm alized disorder.Alternatively,thevirtualand real

transitionscan be treated on an equalfooting by m eans

ofthe \functionalbosonization" [19].Including disorder

in thebosonicpropagatorswereproduced Eqs.(11),(12)

by thism ethod aswell.

(ii) Spin. In contrastto the spinless case,for � � 1

the m ain contribution to �
� 1

�
ofspinfulelectronscom es

from scattering ofelectronsfrom the sam echiralbranch

on each other. In the clean lim it,the perturbative ex-

pansion of�
� 1

�
in powersof�isdiverging ateach order,

as in Eq.(3). The m ost singular term s in �
� 1

�
can be

sum m ed by m eansofthe RPA and written afterthe HF

cancellation in theform of2�H
+ + ,Eq.(3),with vF in one

ofthe�-functionsbeing replaced by theplasm on velocity

u.Dueto theHF cancellation,thelatteristaken hereas

ifelectronswere spinless,i.e.,from (u=vF )
2 = 1+ 2�s�

with �s = 1.For�� 1 thisgives

1

��
= 2�� 2

vF

ju � vF j
T ’ 2��T ; T � T

s
1 =

1

��
: (13)

This result agrees with the behavior of lnj(x �

ut)1=2gR (x;t)j ! � t=2�� at x = ut for spinful elec-

trons in a clean LL,sim ilarly to Eq.(5). In contrast

to spinlesselectrons,Eq.(13)describesthedephasing in

both the AB and W L setups;in the lattercase,we have

�w l� � �D ��=�.Below T s
1 the localization setsin.

(iii) Low tem perature. In this paper,we have inves-

tigated transport at su�ciently high T � T 1, when

�w l� =� � 1.Below T1 thee�ectsofAnderson localization

becom e strong. W ith lowering T they lead �rst to an

interm ediate regim e of\power-law hopping" [20],where

�(T) � �D �=�� is a power-law function ofT. For still

lower T, the system enters the \Anderson-Fock glass"

phase,where �(T) vanishes due to the Anderson local-

ization transition in m any-body Fock space[13,21,22].

In conclusion,we have studied the dephasing ofW L

in a disordered LL.For spinless electrons,our m ain re-

sultisthe W L correction (11),governed by the dephas-

ing rate(12).Thelatterisparam etrically di�erentfrom

the AB dephasing rate,Eq.(4). O urapproach provides

a fram ework forsystem atically studying the m esoscopic

phenom ena in strongly correlated electron system s.
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