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W e consider a disordered system ofgapless ferm ions Interacting w ith a singular transverse 2+ 1)—
din ensionalgauge- eld. W e study quantum corrections to ferm ion conductivity and show that they
arevery di erent from those in a Fermm iliquid w ith non-singular interactions. In particular, the weak—
Jocalization e ect is suppressed by m agnetic eld uctuations. W e argue that these uctuations can
be considered static at tin e scales of ferm ionic di usion. By inducing uxes through di usive loops
that contribute to weak localization, they dephase via the A haronov-Bohm e ect. It is shown that
while the ux- ux correlator due to them al uctuationsofm agnetic eld isproportionalto the area
enclosed by the loop, the correlator due to quantum uctuations is proportional to the perim eter of
the Ioop. T he possbility of dephasing due to these quasistatic con gurations and the corresponding
rates are discussed. W e also study interaction induced e ects and show that perturbation theory
contains Infrared divergent tem s originating from unscreened m agnetic interactions. T hese singular
(H artree) tem s are related to scattering ofa ferm ion o of the static potential created by the other
ferm ions. W e show that due to singular an allangle scattering, the corresponding contributions to
the density of states and conductivity are very large and positive indicating that the ferm ion-gauge
system rem ainsm etallic at low tem peratures.

PACS numbers: 71274+ a, 71.10Hf, 71.30+ h, 72.15Rn

I. NTRODUCTION

gular interactionsm ay arise in m ore conventionalsystem s

T here arem any seem Ingly unrelated physical system s,
whose low-energy description contains ferm ionic quasi-
particles coupled to a uctuating gauge- eld. A notable
exam ple is a variety of insulating soin liquid phases,
which are n principle allowed In strongly interacting
electronic system s&# These spin liquid states are often
described In tem s of non-standard quasiparticles cou—
pld to dynam ic gauge elds3 Recent experin ents of
K anoda et al#® indicate the possbility of a spin-Jiquid
phase in the organic com pound ETYCu, CN )3.
M otrunich® and S-S. Lee and P. Lee! argued that the
so—called uniform resonating-valencebond (URV B) phase
is the m ost likely candidate for the phase discovered in
these experin ents. T his phase is describbed by a degener—
ateFerm igasof gpinons interacting w ith a dynam icU (1)
gauge eld. T here are other physicalm odels, whose low —
energy description has an identical or very sin ilarm ath—
em atical structure: In particular, the H alperin-LeeR ead
theory® of a com pressible Ferm iliquid-like state at the

Iling factor = 1=2 is form ulated In tem s of com pos—
ite fermm lons Interacting with a dynam ic Chem-Sin ons

eld. Another exampl is a \vortex m etal" phase sug-
gested in Ref. [9]. To access this phase, one starts w ith
a bosonic theory describbing preform ed C ooper pairs, and
using duality transfom s it into a theory of bosonic vor-
tices interacting w ith a gauge- eld. The corresponding
dualm agnetic eld represents the ( uctuating) Cooper
pair charge densiy, whose m ean value can be very large.
If the dual 1ling factor is 4ua1 = 1=2, then vortices
m ay becom e ferm iong?2? form ing the H alperin-L.eeR ead
state (\vortex m etal"), which is also described by a the-
ory w ith singular interactions. Rem arkably, sin ilar sin—

In the vicinity of quantum phase transitions, w here soft
bosonic uctuation m odescanm in ic longitudinalgauge-

eld uctuations. Finally we note that strictly speaking
physical electrons in m etals and sem iconductors should
be described in tem s of a gauge theory, since they are
coupled to a uctuating [(3+ 1)-din ensional] electrom ag—
netic eld. T he corresponding relativistic e ects are typ—
ically negligble at all reasonable tem peratures, but in
the strict zero-tem perature lim i, they destroy the usual
Ferm i liquid picturel!l An in portant di erence between
the usualquantum electrodynam ics and the m odel stud-
ied in thispaper isthem agniude ofthe e ects associated
w ith gauge uctuations: T he corresponding gauge— eld—
ferm ion coupling in the arti cialelectrodynam ics appear-
ing in the context of quantum m agnets® or the quantized
Halle ect® isnot sm all, and thus quantum gauge uctu-—
ationsm anifest them selvesm uch stronger.

The aforem entioned ferm ion-gauge m odel has been
studied by Nayak and W ilczeki2, by A kshuler et ali3,
and by Polchinski* who conclided that at least in
the lim i of sn all gauge- eld-ferm ion coupling (large—
N lim i), it is described by a non-Fem i liquid strong-
coupling xed point. This xed point can be visualized
as a ocollection of patches on the Fem i surface, which
do not Interact wih each other unless the m om entum
transfer is two Ferm im om enta. T his phase has a num —
ber of other unusual properties: For instance, weak non—
singular density-density interactions are irrelevant, re—
gardless the sign, and the physics is determm ined aln ost
entirely by the interactionsbetw een the ferm ionsand sin—
gular transverse elds. These resuls are valid in very
clean system s, where the ferm ion m otion is ballistic at
Jow -tem peratures.
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In this paper we investigate the e ects of disorder on
the properties of the ferm ion-gauge system and study
quantum interferencee ects. Understanding thesee ects
of disorder is im portant in attem pts to relate theoretical
results to realexperin ents, especially those searching for
soin-liquid phases (in particularthem altransport exper-
Inents). Allreal system s contain nite am ount of disor-
der, which may strongly a ect their properties at low
tem peraturesd> I a usual Fem iliquid, even weak dis—
order Jeads to weak localizationt® and sim ilar interaction—
induced e ectst?! and eventually to an insulating behav—
jor. These quantum Interference e ects have been ob-
served In num erous experin ents and theoretical results
have been quantitatively veri ed2? An inportant ques-
tion is whether disorder results in a sin ilar localization
transition In ferm ion-gauge system s. The results pre—
sented in this paper suggest that the ferm ion-gauge sys—
tem m ay rem ain m etallic at low tem peratures, as long as
disorder is relatively weak (din ensionless conductance is
large, 1). T his is due to the existence of unscreened
m agnetic forces. First, m agnetic eld uctuations pro—
duce uxes through closed tra fctories, which contribute
to weak localization. These uxes result in Aharonov—
Bohm phase shifts that fermm ions acquire, whilke travel-
ing around the di usive loops in the opposite directions.
T his topologicale ect leads to a relatively large dephas—
ing rate at nite temperatures ' & T @where g is
the din ensionless gauge— eld-ferm ion coupling constant) .
W e suggest that sin ilar quasistatic con gurationsdue to
quantum uctuations ofthe m agnetic eld m ay, in prin—
ciple, lead to a sin ilar dephasing e ect w ith the charac—
teristic rate ! d=2) ! where isthe scatter-
Ing tin ). Second, gauge uctuations lead to interaction
corrections of A fshulerA ronov type. In a ferm ion gauge
system the leading contrbutions com e from the H artree
processes, w hich correspond to the scattering of ferm ions
o ofthe static Interaction potential, created by the other
ferm jons. D ue to the longrange (unscreened) nature of
m agnetic Interactions, the corresponding scattering rate
diverges, due to singular sm all angle scattering. These
H artree contributions to the density of states and con-—
ductivity are positive, which m ay indicate the stability of
the m etallic phase.

T he structure of the paper is as ollow s:

In Sec.[d, we Ihtroduce basic notations and descrbe
the m odel, which consists of a degenerate Fermm i gas of
particles (that we occasionally call spinons) coupled to
a dynam ic non-com pact U (1) gauge eld in the presence
of disorder. In Sec.[l, we show that the clean strong-
coupling N ayak-W ilczek xed point2 isunstable against
weak disorder, and the system should be described by a
di erent di usive theory.

In Sec.[IT, we qualitatively study the w eak localization
correction to conductivity taking into acocount uctuating
gauge elds. W e show that gauge uctuations are slow
com pared to ferm ionic m otion, and therefore the m ag-
netic eld can be considered static on the tin e-scales of
ferm Jonic di usion. W e explicitly calculate the correla—

tion function of this random m agnetic eld. W e argue
that dephasing due to this factor is characterized by the
ux— ux correlator of a typical di usive tra gctory. At
nite tem peratures, this correlator is proportionalto the
area ofthe path, w hik at zero tem perature the correlator
is proportional to the perim eter of the path.
In Sec.[lV], we study quantum corrections ofA kshuler—
A ronov type due to the interactions m ediated by the
transverse gauge eld. W e nd that direct perturbation
theory contains infrared divergent diagram s. These sin—
gular contributions to the ferm ionic selfenergy, density
of states, and conductivity com e from the H artree pro—
cesses In the di usion channel. The Hartree diagram s
and other less divergent exchange diagram s are calcu-—
lated. It is shown that the correction to conductivity
is proportional to a form ally nfrared divergent integral
com ing from unscreened m agnetic interactions.

II. THE MODEL

In this paper we consider a two-din ensional system
of ferm ions coupled to a uctuating gauge eld in the
presence of a disorder potential. The H am iltonian is

H=Hast+t Haist Haj @)
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h Eq. ), £¥Y and £ are the form ion creation and
annihilation operators, E () is the ferm lonic spectrum ,

= 1;2;:::N isa spin index, H 435 is the disorder H am i~
tonian,and H ; isthebareH am iltonian forthe gauge eld
a, which can be w ritten as
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where a and e = J'(% are canonically conjigate quan—

tum operatorsand gp isthebare gauge coupling constant.

In the case ofthe uRVB phase In the tJ-m odel, thisbare

coupling is ofordert® g? 2=

gap for holons and s(,o) is the bare phase sti ness.

A clkan ferm ion-gauge system (ie., H gis = 0) hasbeen
studied in Refs. [14,113,114] in the largeN lim it. Tt was
found that in this Iim it the system is described by a non—
Fem i liquid strong coupling xed point, n which the
physics is dom inated by singular m agnetic interactions.
T he results of the largeN treatm ent can be sum m arized
as follow s: F irst, vertex correctionsw ith zero m om entum
transfer are anall, o N !. This is due to the fact
that gauge bosons are slow com pared to fem ions, and
the analog of M igdal’s theorem holdsd? Due to M igdal's
theorem , a selfconsistent E liashberg-lke?®) theory can
be developed. In this theory, the electronic selfenergy

,where isthe charge
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depends only on frequency M / , and is de—
term ned by interaction corrections in leading order per-
turbation theory. Likew ise, the e ective action for the
gauge eld isdetem ined by ferm jonic quasiparticles and
can be calculated in lading order perturbation theory.
The longiudinal (electric) forces are screened and be-
com e e ectively short—range. T he transverse (m agnetic)

forces are not screened, and the corresponding gauge— eld
propagator has the form :

1
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where and areconstantsandP () = qq =f.
E venthough, the verticesw ith sm allm om entum transfers
are negligble, the 2pr —vertices are sihgular. T his singu—
larity m ay In principle lkad to a spin-density-w ave tran—
sitiont42324 or a K ochn-Luttinger pairing instability 22:2°
C onsidering energy-scales above the corresponding tran—
sition tem peratures (if any), one can study the follow ing
gapless xed point, discovered in Refs. [14)13]:
"
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T his action describes a collection ofpatcheson the Fem i
line, which do not interact w ith each other. In Eq. [3), p;;
and p; correspond to the directions tangent and perpen—
dicular to the Fermm iline in the center of the region being
considered. O ne can add di erent operators to the ac—
tion and consider their relevance under scaling: ! ! s!,
p> ! §7p;,andpy ! s'py. The gauge- eld—frm on
coupling fthe last term in Eq. [@)] is exactly m arginal
and can be considered perturbatively w ith respect to the
G aussian part. This allows for controlled calculations
w ithin the renom alization group schem e. Using this
schem e, one can nd that non-singular density-density
Interactions are irrelevant at the tree level, which jasti-

es dropping short—range interactions and screened elec—
tric forces.

W e are interested in the e ects ofdisorderon the prop—
erties of the ferm ion-gauge systam . Let us add the ol
Jow ing term to action [@)
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whereV (r) isa quenched disorder potentialw ith the cor-
relation function

W @)V (ro)i= ug (r %):

U sing the replica technique, we perform an averaging over
disorder realizations and obtain the follow ing contribu-—
tion to the action 7

Sino=uo  Fg0, @O0no( q); ®)

phere n and n® are the replica indices and 0, (@) =

" f,.;p o+ - T his operator scales as
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From Egs. [@) and [0), we conclude that operator [@) is
a rekevant perturbation, and therefore the N ayak-W ilczek
strong coupling phase is unstabl against weak quenched
disorder, and ow s toward a di usive phase.

To accessthisdi usive phase, wew illgoback to E q. ()
and include disorder at the very beginning. T he strategy
is to treat gauge interactions perturbatively w ith respect
to the di usive Fermm iliquid xed point. An im portant is-
sue is to determ ine a param eter regim e (ie, tem perature
and couplings), in which the perturbative description is
reliable. A nother in portant problem isto calculate nter-
action correctionsto the properties ofthe di usive Ferm i
liuid xed point in this regine. Themain di culy is
due to the fact that we m ust treat disorder and singular
gauge Interactions self-consistently.

Our m odel consists of a di usive Ferm i liquid cou—
pld to a dynam ic gauge eld. The propagator of this
gauge eld is detem Ined by the ferm ions. In the di u-
sive regin e, Landau dam ping the term j +gin Eq. @)]
is replaced w ith the dissipative term / §! 3. T he corre-
soonding propagator of the transverse gauge eld reads

; 1
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where = Ep )= 1 is the dim ensionless conduc—
tance, which is assum ed large, = 1=@2 ) is the
scattering tin e, = m= is the density of states, and

= =m is a non-universal \Landau diam agnetic sus-
ceptibility" of ferm ions, which depends strongly on the
form ofthe ferm jonic spectrum , and 1 is a num erical
coe cient characterizing this non-universal dependence
fin a Femigas, o = 1=(12 )]. We also assum e that
the din ensionless ferm ion-gauge- eld coupling constant
g is am all, which corresoonds to the largeN Il it with
g N ¥ 1. what Hliowswew illtreat the din en—
sionless ferm ion-gauge- eld coupling as a form al an all
param eter w ithout referring to the largeN approxin a-
tion. In this paper, we m ostly concentrate on the e ects
due to a singular transverse gauge eld, and assum e that
allthe other interactions (ihcluding dynam ically screened
electric forces) are not In portant. W e em phasize that
treatm ent of singular density-density interactions is sin —
ilar. Such singular Iongiudinal uctuationsm ay appear
In the vicinity of quantum phase transitions.

III. DEPHASING BY MAGNETIC FIELD
FLUCTUATIONS

In this section, we qualitatively discuss the weak lo—
calization correction to conductivity in the presence ofa
uctuating m agnetic eld. W e assum e the validity ofthe



Fem i liquid description for ferm ions. The m ain equa—
tions of this section are the static correlation fiinctions
@) and 23), the corresponding ux- ux correlators (I8)
and [28), and possble dephasing rates [[A) and [24).

T he weak localization e ect originates from construc—
tive interference between closed di usive paths. The
probability for a di usive ferm Jon to retum to the vicin—
ity d?r of the origh i a tine t In two din ensions is
C @ = 1=@ Dt)dr. The contrbution of these closed
tra fctordes to conductiviy is

(Dl\)
| &

T his Integral diverges logarithm ically if the upper lm it
istaken to In nity. In the presence of nelastic processes,
the electron coherence is destroyed. Such processes are
characterized by the dephasing tine _ (T ) and the cor-
responding coherence length L (T ) = D (T).These
nelastic processes origihate from electron-electron and
electron-phonon scattering events. The corresponding
dephasing rate can be calculated selfconsistently and
In the case of electron-electron interactions is of order

L) 1T . The energy transfer in these dephasing
processes is am aller or of the order of tem perature2? At
zero tem perature and m agnetic eld, the dephasing tin e
and the weak localization correction diverge.

In the presence of an externalm agnetic eld H , the
weak localization singularity is cut-o at tin escales of
order 5 = 1=(4eD H ) even at zero tem perature. This
suppression is due to the A haronov-Bohm phase di er—
ence that ferm lons collect, when traveling around the
closed tra fctories In the opposite directions. In the pres-
ence of this tin e reversal sym m etry breaking perturba—
tion H , the weak-Jocalization correction rem ains nite
even at zero tem perature.

Now lt us consider spinons, m oving in the presence
of a uctuating gauge eld. Consider a closed di u-
sive path (t), which am ong In nitely m any others con—
tributes to weak localization (Where t is the tim e that a
ferm ion needs to travel around the loop). Let [ (©)]
be the ux through the diusive loop (). This ux
depends on the con guration of the gauge- eld. Aver—
aging over all possble gauge- eld realizations leads to
azeromean ux h [ ©H1i, = 0. The crucial cbserva-
tion is that this zero ux has nothing to do with the
typical ux through the loop In a given gauge- eld real-
ization. Indeed the average value of the ux squared is
nonzeroh [ ®] [ ©1 , 6 0. This nie value leads
to A haronov-B ohm phase shiftsand e ectively to dephas—
Ing. W e em phasize that this contribution to dephasing is
not related to any inelastic scattering and has a purely
topological nature. In som e sense, it is due to broken
tin ereversal symm etry in each given realization of the
gauge eld. Thissim ple htuiive picture assum esa static
gauge- eld background at the tin e scales of ferm ionic
di usion. W e argue that this is a very good approxin a—
tion as the \photons" are slow com pared to the spinons

(@t least in the metallic state). Indeed the gauge- eld
propagator is determ ned by the coupling tom atter elds
andhasthe orm B):K (';q)/ i '+ ¢ '.This
propagator describes \di usive photons" w ith the e ec—
tive di usion coe cientD , = = .InaFem iliquid, the
diam agnetic susceptibility is of the order of the inverse
density of states 1=m and therefore D, ’D .
W e see that as long as the dim ensionless conductance
is large, the \di usion coe cient" of photons is m uch
an aller that the di usion coe cient of ferm ions. This
m eans that the ux through a given di usive tra gctory
does not signi cantly change while a ferm ion is traveling
around it.

W e now present a m ore detailed discussion of the de-
phasing rate associated w ith m agnetic eld uctuations.
This issue was rst addressed by A ronov and W ol e28
and m ore recently by W ol e2? In review ng the e ect of
classicaltherm al uctuations, we are going to follow the
steps used In Ref. R28]. Let us consider conductiviy
w ih respect to a eld A , which m ay orm ay not be the
sam e asthe uctuating gauge eld a. T he corresponding
coupling constant e 2 appears only as an overall factor.

The weak localization correction to conductivity is
given by’

w here the C ooperon C is the solution of a di usion-like
equation, which in the presence of a classical uctuating
eld has the form 7

@£+D l@_r ga t+ E;r ga t E;r
t 0 1 0
ctoiral== (9 @« B 10)

T he solution of this equation depends on the realization
ofthe eld. To calculate conductivity, onemust nd the
C ooperon averaged over eld uctuations, C*,  (r;r’) =

C*. o briral .- The correlation finction of the uctu-
ating gauge- eld is

. (' ) - | . P(tr)(q)
-7 = CO —_— H
d 2T 11 12+

(1)
where P ™ (q) = gg=¢ and , = g,° is the
\dielectric constant," com ing from the bare action. The
solution of the di usion equation for the C ooperon can
be fom ally w ritten as a path integralover ferm ionic tra—
Ectories. Since the gauge eld statistics is G aussian,
averaging over the uctuations of the m agnetic eld is



straightforw ard, and we obtain the follow ing expression :
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In what ollow s, we w illuse the notation S for the last
term in Eq. [J). W e note that in [[J), K is the sum of
the correlation fiinctions:

K (@i)=K
+ K ey

b+ i rl+ K [ &8 &7 1]
%; rl+ K k. &; rl; 13)

wih r= r(,) ri).

At thispoint, one assum es that the typical frequencies
are much am aller than tem perature, which justi es the
classical approxin ation used. This assum ption should
be veri ed a posterioriby com paring the dephasing rate
and tem perature. T he corresponding classicalcorrelation
function thus reads Wwe drop here the tem s containing
higher powersof !)

(class) . _ 2T (tx)

K (f;a) = WP
To proceed further we m ake a crucial cbservation m en—
tioned in the beginning ofthis section: The eld uctua—
tions are slow com pared to ferm ions. Really, if ! !

andg L '=1= D ,then !=(&) 2 1land
the static approxin ation is applicable. In this approxi-

m ation correlator [[4) is replaced by

@): 14)
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T his correlation fnction describes a static random m ag—
netic eld with the correlation function l'b(r)b(ro)i =
T=) (¢ P.Mmthiscasethetemn S =2h () ()i
is just the sametine ux— ux correlator of the qua—
sistatic random magnetic eld, arising from them al
gauge uctuations. The ux- ux correlator depends on
the path and according to [[3) isproportionalto the area
enclosed by the path

(class;static)

K @: 15)

T
B () O6 qpagiear= F—ALL

Since the typical area of the trafctory is of order
Al ©] Dtwe nd

—  ¢D

S —Tt: 16)

At this qualitative level, one can identify the dephasing
rate as

't) & T: a7

Tt is possbl to calculate the corresponding weakly—
tem perature dependent coe cient, but this isbeyond the

scope of the present discussion according to W ol e,22
"S=g%=@ )Tth &= )].

There are a few In portant points, which m ake de-
phasing by m agnetic eld uctuations drastically di er—
ent from dephasing by electric eld uctuations: First
of all, the physical m echanism nvolved in the former
case is not related to any inelastic scattering and has a
purely topologicalorigin. M agnetic eld uctuations are
slowed down by ferm ions and becom e quasistatic. The
ferm ions see the corresponding random background and
this leads to dephasing due to a nite ux through the
di usive loopsaround which the ferm ionstravel. Second,
the typicaltem perature-dependent dephasing rate ispro—
portionalto the conductivity  (T')T lg 2 Wwhilke in
the two-dim ensional electronic problem , the situation is
exactly the opposite, the dephasing rate is proportional
to the resistivity C°Wm® (T)T ]. W e note that if
the gauge- eld-ferm ion coupling is not am all, then the
dephasing rate is much larger than tem perature, which
nvalidates the assum ption about only classical uctu-
ations being im portant. This cbservation suggests that
m odesw ith frequencies largerthan tem peraturem ay play
an In portant role.

W enow considerquantum uctuationsofthem agnetic

eld. We will show that (i) Quantum uctuations of
m agnetic eld can also be considered quasistatic at tin e
scales of ferm donic di usion and (i) F lux— ux correlator
due to these quasistatic uctuations is proportional to
the perim eter of the loop.

First, let us calculate the correlation finction in real
spacetine. At zero tem perature, this can be done by
a straightforw ard evaluation of the Fourier transform of
[ . The resul is

h i
K (X) - K (1) (X) K(2) (X) rr:
+K ‘2><x>rrf ; 18)
where
K P )= L e "Eiu) &Ei( u) (19)
82 t
and
(
1
@) _
KP@=15— 2h(w
)
e "Eiw) + €"Ei( u) :(20)

h Egs. [[8), @), and 20), x = (;r) is a short-hand
notation for the spacetin e coordinate,

2
s —; @1)
4 €+ 'n)



1;781 is the Euler's constant, and Eiu) =
€ =x)dx is the exponential integral fiinction. W e
have introduced a \high-energy cuto " !, in the def
inition of the parameter u in Eq. ). This cuto is
needed to regularize the behavior of the correlation func—
tion in thet! 0 lin i. W e note that neglecting the term
0!'? nEqg. [ would lead to a Iogarithm ically divergent
equaltin e Fourier transform . T his divergence is cut-o
by the quadratic part !?. W e rem ind that this tem
com es from the bare action for the gauge eld (in the
case of the uURV B state in the tJ-m odel, the constant
is of the order of the tunneling am plitude divided by the
holon charge gap squaredi®). Since the di usion approx—
In ation breaks down at the tin e-scales an aller than the
scattering tine , we can w rite the cuto as

lm=min =o; ' : @2)
W e note that results [8), [@), and BJ) are exact as
Iong ast is nite and have logarithm ic accuracy ift! 0.

Let us now consider ferm ions di using in the uc-
tuating background described by Egs. [[8), @), and
20 . Sﬂ'poe for a typical fem ionic di usive tra fctory
T )] D t, the value of the param eteru [see Eq. Z1)]
can be estin ated asu D=@4 ) 2 1.Weseethat
this param eter is lJarge (as long as the system ismetal-
lic), and we can use the asym ptotic expression for the
correlation functions:

I K 1) 1 I ln T rr
ir) = ———— —
ul 1 22 4 & r’
)
n lm ¥ rr . 23)
4 2
where e 2:718 is the base of the natural logarithm .

Apparently, Eq. [23) describes a static random m agnetic
eld described by the non-trivial spatial correlation finc—
tion 23).
U sing correlation fiinction [23) one can calculate the
ux- ux correlatorh i.
I T

dr1 drz ha (t;rl)a (t;rz)i:

(24)
The exact value of the ux— ux correlatorh () ()i
depends on the geom etry of the path  (di usive paths
should be averaged over the distances of orderm ean free
path land viewed as continuous curves). A s an exam ple
we can consider a circularpath S! of radiisR . W e have
to calculate Integrals of the follow Ing type:

I 1
Ist = ndm

. 2"
st st 1 5]

A s it stands, the Integral is divergent at sm all distances.
Ifwe require that I BI< Iy i, We Obtain

st =28R 52

I oin

W e see that the leading contribution is proportionalto
the circum ference of the circle, w ith the second term be-
Inga sn allcorrection. Thisresult isuniversaland applies
for any loop: Indeed, from Eq. [2Z3) i ©llow s that the
m ain contribution to the correlator always com es from
the regions, w here points r; and r, are located very close
to each other, regardless the form ofthe tra fctory. T his
isdue to the overallfactorr 2 in Eq. Z3). T herefore, Hr
a generic continuous path , the integral is proportional
to the perim eter of the path, P [ I:

( )

2L o ;

I11/

+ geom etrical factor

I in

In the context of a di usive Fem i system , the cuto

distance is of order m ean free path 1,1, = 1, which is
the length-scale at which the di usive description breaks
down. W ithin logarithm ic accuracy, we can put r= 1lin
the argum ents of the logarithm s in Eq. [23). A ssum ing

that !p 1, we ndthe ux- ux correlator
. g h
B () Of g P L ©5)

T his behavior of the ux- ux correlator can be called a
perin eter law . Tt should be com pared with the \area
law " behavior of the ux— ux correlator of classical
therm al uctuations {Id). The perin eter of a typical
form fonic trafctory isP [ ()] 2 Dt and therefore
the ux— ux correlation function of a tractory of this
sizeish i 22 Dt. I isphusbk to assum e that
these uxesm ay lad to dephasing w ith the correspond-
Ing tin e-scale being

2
1 In

g

(@6)

In the usualelectronic system s it is known that quan—
tum uctuations ofelectric eld (ie., longiudinalm odes
wih ! > T) do not contrbute to dephasing in the ol
low ing sense?? O ne can separate di erent contributions
to conductivity by their m agnetic eld dependence (the
extemalm agnetic eld is assum ed to provide the lead-
Ing contrbution to dephasing w ith the interaction tem s
being an all corrections). The weak localization termm is
de ned as the leading tetn In expansion in 1= , which
depends on the extermal m agnetic eld as 1=B 2. D ia-
gram m atically it is descrdbed by the m axin ally crossed
diagram . T he perturbative statem ent about the absence
of quantum dephasing is that the rst order interaction
correction to the weak localization term doesnot contain
contrbutions from uctuation m odes w ith ! T (or
m ore precisely, this contribution is exponentially am all).
T he corresponding cancellation of the quantum tem s is
related to the detailed balance in equilbrium . The re—
m aining linear-in-T dephasing tem is due to inelastic
scattering of electrons; the corresponding rate vanishes
at zero tem perature.



An interesting (Open) question is whether a sim ilar
cancellation of \quantum dephasing temm s" in the m ax—
In ally crossed diagram happens in the case of a Ferm i
gas coupled to a slow uctuating m agnetic eld. At the
m om ent, the existence of such tem s would not contra—
dict to any known results. A s we have seen above, the
m ain contrbution to dephasing is not related to any in—
elastic scattering, and therefore the detailed balance ar-
gum ent is perhaps not relevant here. Second, quantum
dephasing expected from the above argum ents based on
the \perin eter lJaw " [2H) should appear only in second
order of a perturbation theory and there are no known
analytic results In this order. Third, the usual struc—
ture of perturbation theory with an extemal m agnetic

eld providing the lading contrbution to the weak lo—
calization cut-o isnot appropriate in this context, since
them ain e ect, which isbased on m agnetic eld uctua—
tions, w illbe an eared out by such a large extemal eld.
From the qualitative argum ents described in this section,
it seem s conceivable that quantum uctuations ofm ag—
netic eld m ay still lead to a dephasing e ect with the
characteristic tin e-scale given by Eq. 28).

IV. ALTSHULER-ARONOV CORRECTIONS

In this section, we calculate the exchange and H artree
contrbutions to the selfenergy, densiy of states, and
conductivity. W e show that the direct leading order per—
turbation theory is illbehaved since certain diagram sare
Infrared divergent. These singular contributions com e
from the H artreetype processes. T he corresoonding cor-
rections to the density of states [39) and conductiv—
iy M) are postive.

A . Interaction corrections to the density of states

In two-dinensional elctron liquids, Ilong-range
Coulomb interactions produce singular contributions to
the density of states and conductivity, which typically
have the sam e sign and order of m agnitude that the
weak localization correction. These A kshulerA ronov
corrections originate from Coulomb interactions, but n
certain regin es (dense electron liquid) do not depend on
the strength of these Interactions. T here isno contradic—
tion here, shce in deriving these corrections one assum es
that the tem perature is am aller than Interactions in the
Hllow iIng sense: T=E 2 ,wih = @ )= being
the din ensionless conductance and rs = e°=(w). In
this param eter regine, the leading correction to the
conductivity is universaland negative. T his universality
is speci ¢ to screened Coulomb interactions. In the
case of a ferm ion-gauge system , the Interaction-induced
corrections are due to gauge elds. The corresponding
forces are unscreened, which leadsto a di erent structure
of perturbation theory. The existence of corrections of

this type was em phasized by Halperin, Lee, and Read®
In the context of the = 1=2 quantized Hall state.
A lso, K hveshchenko®® and M irlin and W ol 3! studied
quantum ocorrections to conductivity, focusing on the
exchange ([Fock) contributions.

Below we show that the A lshulerA ronov corrections
to the density of states and conductivity are dom inated
by positive H artree term s. T he corresponding diagram s
are found logarithm ically divergent. W e suggest that
the dom inance of positive H artree term s correspond to
antilocalization at the one-dloop kvel. The underlying
physical argum ent behind this result is the follow ing:
W hen a ferm ion travels through a disordered system,
it sees a static selfconsistent potential created by the
other ferm ions. The ferm ion scatters o of this static
background and this scattering is responsble for H artree
contrbutions to the density of states and conductivity.
W e note that the static gauge propagator is proportional
to 1=?. This kind of unscreened interaction lads to
a divergent single-particle scattering rate (naively, one
would expect a power law divergence com ing from singu-—
Brsnaltangkescatteringhp P, o, butwe show that
the divergence ism uch weaker). T herefore, the e ect of
scattering ofa given ferm ion o ofthe static background
created by the other ferm ions lead to singular H artree
tem s, which thusdom inate the physics. From the theory
ofelectron-electron Interactions in disordered conductors,
it isknow n that the H artree contrbution to conductivity
is positive for repulsive interactions. In a ferm ion-gauge
system , the m agnetic interactions are indeed repulsive
and unscreened (at least n the non-com pact form ula—
tion), and thus the leading order interaction correction
to conductivity is expected to be large and positive.

W e also note that a sim ilar situation m ay occur in
the vicinity of quantum phase transitions in ferm ionic
system s, where the ferm ions are coupled to a soft
bosonic uctuation mode, which is In a sense equiv—
alent to a bngiudinal singular gauge eld. Indeed,
the uctuation propagator In this case isK (! ;q) /

icl=( il +D&+f+ 2 ',wherecisaconstant
and  is the correlation length. The correlation length
diverges at criticality, and the uctuation m ode becom es
m assless (or unscreened in our language). This should
Jead to an enhancem ent of Interaction corrections.

(b)

o N,

FIG . 1: Hartree and Fock contrbutions to the ferm ion self-
energy. The wavy line corresponds to singular m agnetic in—
teractions.

T he quantum ocorrection to the ferm ionic selfenergy is
described by the diagram s presented in Fig.M32 In what



follow s we assum e a whitenoise correlated disorder po—
tential [see Eq. 28)], and therefore the vector vertices
are not renom alized by disorder. T he basic ingredients
needed to calculate the diagram s n Fig.[ are as ©1
low s£2 The ferm jonic M atsubara G reen’s fiinction

1
i o + 1.33'1’1"=(2 )

where , = E (p) Erp ¥ e ). The mpurity
propagator (a single dashed line in Fig.[d) reads

O o) = ; @7)

1
hu(r)u(r°>i=2— « H; (©8)

where = m= isthedensity of states. W e note that the
In puriy lines do not depend on frequency. T he particle-

FIG . 2: Diagram series for di uson; in purity ladder in the
particle-hole channel

hole propagator (di uson) shown in Fig.[d reads

5 (p O) 1 s 1 ( "ﬁ)
wo ;P = - - =i
Z 2 %3 "+DpPp Pj
@9)
whereD = v =2 is the di usion coe cient.
The wavy line represents m agnetic interactions,
K (;0)=P ™ 0)——; (30)
' ji+ o2’
where = Er )= isthedin ensionlessconductanceand
= =m isthe \diam agnetic susceptibility” w ith 1.

F inally, the points connecting the w avy lines and the solid
ferm jon lines are vector vertices gv, where g 1 is the
din ensionless coupling to the uctuating gauge eld and
v = p=m is the ferm ion velociy.

Using Egs. B2), 28), B9, and B0), one can calcu—
late the ferm ionic selfenergy to the leading order In the
m agnetic Interaction. The selfenergy is the sum oftwo
contributions:

= gt F;

where the st term is the H artree correction in the dif-
fiision channel Fig.[0k) and the second tem is the Fock
correction (Fig.[b). W e do not consider here e ects in
the C ooper channel (see also Sec.[I). The Fock tem is
relatively sm all [see Eq. [38) below ], since the vector ver—
tices are not renom alized by disorder. Let us study the
Hartreetemnm In the di usion channel. T he corresponding
selfenergy has the form :
X 2 qu
3 Gryy P+ Q)
| @)

Diwyy ©iP+ A)Buyp (1;q); G1)

a ("jp)= 2T

w here 2 is the spin degeneracy factor and B corresoonds
to the block of our G reen’s functions (see also F ig.[Hk) :

dZPO dzpmvova
e yYey

G )G %+ )G DG P+ g): (B2)

©

By (15q) = 0;p° )

T he crucialpoint is that the interaction line in thisblock
carries no frequency. The integral above is nfrared di-
vergent due to long-range m agnetic interactions. At this
point, ket us ntroduce a an all) cuto Q. i, asa phe—
nom enological param eter. The value of this param eter
can not be determm ined w ithin the general form ulation.
W e note that we can not replace them agnetic interaction
by is average over the Fem i surface, since the Femm i-
momenta p and p° are constrained to be very close to
each other due to the dom inance of an allangle scatter—
ing. Having this in m ind, we calculate the B block [B2),
which to the leading order is just a constant

S

B (33)

where L = In (op=Qpn 1) is the logarithm ic divergence
com Ing from long-range interactions. Using the self-
energy ) and Eq. [B3), we can calculate the density
of states,

z
2 d?p 5 ,
- T )2m G® ("ip) @"n!

ip) i 34)

where G (";p) and "y ! ";p) are the retarded
G reen’s function and selfenergy correspondingly. A fter
the analytical continuation in Eq. [34), we obtain the
density of states

Z 2
2B d! d°gq 1
g ("T)= ——In - > - >
e 2 @)Y (i+Dd)
"+ ! ! 1]
tanh + tanh (35)
Evaluating the integralat " = 0 and using the Fem i-
gas value of the diam agnetic susogptbilty = (=m =
1=(12 m) (the result should bemuliplied by (= ifthe

susceptibility is di erent), we obtain the H artree correc—
tion
3¢°L 1

R (36)

g 0;T)=

where =m= andweremjndthatL=R§ZmdQ=Q 1
is the divergent part com ing from long-range m agnetic
Interactions.

The Fock (exchange) correction to the selfenergy has
the follow ng form :
X Z e

@)

¢ ("ip)= JT 2 K (;0)Gmn

8 |©

b
m

@37

P+Q):



Tt was emphasized earlier that this expression does
not contain in purity vertices due to interactions being
current-current. It is also clear that this diagram is free
of any Infrared divergences. T he corresponding integrals
can be easily calculated and we obtain the follow Ing ex—
pression for the exchange part of the selfenergy (In the
M atsubara representation):

M) =4 i ——— 38)
F n n 12 j'n] ’
where e 27718 is the base of the natural logarithm
Eqg. 38 has better than logarithm ic accuracy]. From
Eq. [38), i ©llow s that the negative exchange correction

to the density of states is at m ost

1
]1'1—
g@aT ) Z

r 0;T)/
and does not contain the large factor L. Therefore, we
conclude that the exchange correction to the densiy of
states is negligble In the low -tem perature lim it.

A few ram arks are in order: In the usual theory of
disordered electronic system s it is well known that the
H artree correction is param etrically am aller than the ex—
change correction in the case ofweak long-range interac—
tions. W e argue that there is no contradiction between
this statem ent and the above results. In the context
of tw o-dim ensional electronic system s, a \long-range in—
teraction” always in plies the screened C oulom b interac—
tion U 0;9) 5 o= QCpr) + 15l ! In real space, the
screened Coulomb interaction 8lls 0 as U gereened &) =
eal=r’, where ag is the Bohr's radius. The corre-
soonding Hartree correction is nite, because the In-
teraction between an electron and density uctuations
far from i does not diverge. For the Coulomb interac—
tion, one can not \control" the overall strength and the
screening properties independently. The lm it of weak
screening leads to the am all value of the interaction i
self. The interaction averaged over the Fem i surface
is WO 9DNi 5 I (1=rs) 1. Therefre the
Hartree temm s are sn all, while the Fock tem s rem ain

nie. In our theory, the fem on-gauge- eld coupling g
and the \screening length" Q in are com pltely di erent
param eters, and therefore the regin e Qmﬁn ' 1 does
not inply an equally smallg. In this lin it, the infrared
divergence ofthe H artree diagram isnot com pensated by
the overallw eakness of the interaction.

Sum m arizing thispart, w e present the correction to the
density of states in leading order perturbation theory:

gL 1
= n—7j; 39
T) e T (39)
whereg 1 isthe ferm lon-gauge- eld coupling, = m

wih being the ferm ion \m agnetic susceptibility," and
L=In(E=0nin) wih Qmin being a phenom enological
cut-o param eter at this stage. For perturbation theory
to be valid, wemust require Z’L In(T )j 1. Thisisa
condition on the coupling g and on tem perature.

B . Interaction corrections to conductivity

In a non-interacting system , the conductivity is con—
nected to the density of states via the sinple E instein
reltion, = & D ,whereD isthe di usion coe cient.
In the presence of Interactions, the relation between the
density of states and conductivity m ay be m ore com pli-
cated. In this section, we calculate the H artree and Fock
corrections to conductivity using the usualdiagram m atic
technique.

(a) (b)
& 9%

d
(C) — (d)

FIG . 3: D jagram s for the correction to conductisity. G raphs
(@) and () are the H artree contrbutions; graphs (c) and (d)
are the exchange (Fock) contributions.

T he H artree contrbutions to conductiviy are given by
diagram s @) and b) h Fig.[3332 It is possble to reduce
theproblem ofcalculating these diagram sto the standard
A YshulerA ronov theory by sin ply redraw ing the graphs
as shown in Fig.[d, where the sawtooth line represents
the e ective interaction (see also Fig.[c):

2B (;Q)

U(;Q)=
e 3

40)

where B isgiven by Eq. [32) w ith the farm ionic frequen-—
cies and m om enta set to zero. In leading order perturba—
tion theory, this function can be replaced by a constant
[F3). Therefore, the e ective density-density interaction
has essentially zero range, and the usual theory applies.
W e note that the schem e used here is possbl only if
one can neglect the contribution com ing from the explicit
dependence of the gauge Interaction on the extemal fre—
quency !, which \runs" through thewavy line in Fig.B3b.
T he corresponding contribution is an all if

T 1
— n—
anin T

or if one is Interested in the AC conductivity with fre—
quencies smallbut nite: 1 j> Q2,= . Here we as-
sum e that one of these conditions applies. In this case,
we can use the Pllow ing formula for the correction to
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where the e ective interaction U is given by Eq. [EQ)
with = 0and Q = 0. W e see that the H artree contri-
bution to conductivity due to the long-range interaction
K ( ;Q ) isdescribed by the exchange contribution due to
the short-range e ective Interaction U'. Calculating the
integral n Eq. @), we obtain the Hllow ing expression

for the conductiviy:
(b)

(a)
e AAS

(©)

NANAN

—2

= ———— X
(271\/1:)2

FIG.4: (@) and (0):H artree diagram s expressed through the
e ective Interaction U . (c):The e ective shortrange nterac—
tion U [see also Eq. ED)].

g L 1

= N In T_; 42)
wheree isthe coupling (charge) to the eld w ith respect
to which we are calculating conductivity. Incidentally, we
nd that the E Instein relation holds for the H artree con—
trbution to conductivity eeEq. B?)], , =& uD.
W e now discuss the Fock contribution to the conduc-
tivity. It is given by graphs (c) and (@) in Fig.[3. These
diagram s were considered In Refs. [30)31]. W e rederive
the corresponding contribution in Appendix A, con m —
ingthenum ericalcoe cient found in Ref. [I31]. The resul

is

1
p= ————h—: 43)

W e see that the E Instein relation does not apply for the
Fock contribution. The Fock correction to conductivity
is relatively large, eventhough the Fock correction to the
density of states is essentially zero. N evertheless, the
exchange correction [£3) is stillmuch sm aller than the
Hartree termm [2) due to the singularity in the factor L.
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V. CONCLUSION

In thispaperwe found that In a tw o-din ensionalFem i
system w ith sihgular interactions, the dom Inant quantum
corrections to the density of states and conductivity are
positive, which suggests that the system remains in a
m etallic state at low tem peratures. By singular interac—
tionswem ean lopg-range interactionsV ( ;Q ) forwhich
the integrall. = d?QV (0;Q ) is Infrared divergent.

Singular current-current interactions m ay appear in
the context of quantum m agnets® and the quantized H all
e ect,® and correspond to the interactions m ediated by
transverse gauge elds. If the ferm ion-gauge- eld cou—
pling is sm all (largeN lim i), a controllable theory can
be developed. In the clean case, the system is In the
strong coupling phase discovered In Refs. [12)13/14]. This
non-Ferm i liquid phase is descrbed by a collection of
regions on the Femm i line, which do not interact wih
each other, unless they are located on opposite sides of
the Fem i line. In the latter case, the regions interact
strongly, and the strength of these 2pr -interactions is
non-universal, in the sense that it depends on the e ec—
tive gauge coupling. T hese interactionsm ay lead to in—
stabilities at Jow tem peratures222® At high enough tem —
peratures or in the absence of instabilities, the system
rem ains gapless. T his gapless non-Fem i liquid phase is
unstable against weak disorder. At low but nite tem per-
atures and in the presence of disorder, the ferm ion-gauge
system is descrbed by a di usive Fem i liquid coupled
to a \dissipative" gauge eld. This \dissipative" gauge

eld rem ains sihgular (ie., long-range) in the sense de—

ned above. This transverse gauge eld hastwo inpor-
tant e ects on electron transport: (i) First, gauge eld

uctuations suppress the weak localization e ect by in—
ducing uxes through closed di usive tra gctories and
lead to dephasing topological in origh. At nie tem -
peratures, classical uctuations ofm agnetic eld lead to
a relatively large dephashg rate?® proportional to con—
ductance rather than resistance (c.f., Ref. [17]). It is
conceivable that sin ilar quasistatic con gurationsdue to
quantum uctuations of the m agnetic eld still result in
dephasing. T he corresponding tin escale [28) should be
related to the ux- ux correlator calculated in this pa-
per, which was found to be proportionalto the perin eter
of the trafctory. (i) Second, gauge uctuations result
In sihgular Interaction corrections to conductivity. D ue
to interactions being long-range, the m ain contrbutions
com e from the processes describing scattering of ferm ions
o of the static selfconsistent potential created by the
other ferm ions. T he corresponding H artree contribution
to conductivity is positive and form ally infrared diver-
gent. This strongly suggests that the m etallic phase is
stable.

W e note that som ew hat sin ilar singular interactions
m ay appear In electronic system s in the viciniy of quan-—
tum critical points. In this case, the rok of a shgu-—
lar bngitudinal gauge eld is played by soft uctuation
modes3? In the clean case, treatm ent of these uctua-—



tions is sin ilarto the theory developed In Refs. [14)13/14].
In particular, E liashberg-type theories developed to de—
scribe Fem i system s in the vicinity of quantum critical
points?328 are closely related to the strong-coupling the—
ory of Nayak and W ilczek and A lshuler et al. It also
seam s likely that the non-Fem i liquid phase discovered
In the context of gauge theories can be realized in the
vicinity of quantum criticalpoints. If the transition hap-
pens at zero wavevector ¢y = 0, then a direct m apping
exists between the two theories. If the transition hap-—
pens at a non-zero wave vector® Jyj= g 6 2pr, then
the existence and structure ofthe non-Fem 1iliquid phase
should depend on whether z = arcsin (p=2pr )= isa ra-
tional num ber or not. If z = p=q is rational, then the
system is descrbed by a collection of sets of regions on
the Fem iline (g regions in each set), w ith di erent sets
not interacting w ith each other, unlss the m om entum
transfer betw een tw 0 sets is exactly two Ferm m om enta.
These strong-coupling non-Fem i liquid xed points, if
exist, are unstabl against weak disorder. In the di u—
sive regimn e, slhgular interactions should m odify quantum
corrections to conductivity. It is possble that in certain
cases long-range interactions m ediated by soft uctua—
tion m odesm ay enhance the H artree term s com pared to
the other contributions. In these cases, the com petition
betw een negative weak localization and exchange correc—
tions to conductivity and positive H artree term s would
result In a quantum m etaldnsulator transition.

A serious lin itation of the approach used here and In
Refs. [14/13/14] is the assum ption about a weak gauge—
eld-ferm ion coupling. In the system s of Interest, there
are no physical reasons for this coupling to be anall
W e note that i however m ight be possbl to connect
the results derived wihin the largeN approxim ation
to real system s. This can be done by relating the ef-
fective coupling strength to observables: In the clean
strong coupling phase, the K ohn anom aly in the ferm ion
polarizability can be much stronger32? than in an or-
diary Fem i liquid 38 The corresponding shgulariy is
related to the strength of the gauge- eld-ferm ion cou—
pling. One can calculate the general form of the dy-
nam ic polarizability near g = 2pr 22 which then deter—
m ines unusual dynam ic Friedel oscillations. It is known
that in an ordinary Fem i liquid, scattering of electrons
o of the dynam ic Friedel oscillations leads to a \non-—
analytic" linear-in-T tem perature dependence of ther—
m odynam ic properties??4%4142 and transport proper—
ties?344 in the ballistic tem perature regin e (where \non-
analytic" m eans that these corrections are di erent from
the T 2-corrections expected in the na ve Fem igas the—
ory). In the ferm ion-gauge theory, these corrections scale
di erently w ith the exponent being related to the e ec—
tive gauge— eld-coupling 28 T herefore by m easuring these
non-universal tem perature corrections (e.g., corrections
to the speci ¢ heat, susceptibility, electrical transport,
and themm al transport), one in principle can determ ine
the e ective gauge coupling. T his construction relies on
the assum ption that the strong-coupling phase survives
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at intem ediate couplings g
con fcture.

1, which is a reasonable
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APPENDIX A:EXCHANGE CORRECTION TO
CONDUCTIVITY

In this Appendix we derive the formula for the ex—
change correction to conductivity. T he leading exchange
contribution to the conductiviy is com ing from diagram s
©) and d) ;n Fig.[@. I is not a priori evident that
one can use the ormulas from the standard A Ishuler-
A ronov theory of density-density interaction corrections;
since in the latter case, the scalar vertices are renomm al-
ized by disorder, which produces additional constraints
on the frequency summ ations. W e do not have these re—
strictions. N evertheless, we show below that the analyt-
ical structure of the exchange contributions In our case
is essentially identical to the structure of the standard
A TshulerA ronov treatm ent.

T he contrbutions to the A — eld response tensor from
diagram s (c) and (d) are

Z

c &
0 ()= e?dT SR UTFTR
@)
T o(;!;!+ JK 00(;Q)D wm 1y ;p+ Q)AL
and
Z
X 2
0 Yy=e?FPT szT oMl )
.2
T o; 7!+ K o00(;Q)D w1y P+ Q)A2)

where functions T corresoond to the follow ing block of
three ferm ionic G reen’s functions

dz
- p)2 p_p_G,, ©)Gny 1, ©E)Gry ] ®©)

m m

[ "+ )l

T (";lasla)=
@A3)
U sing the free form ion G reen’s functions ), we nd:

T ("lajlz)=2
£1

")
MOk @4)

s (")
"+ )]

T he last factor is introduced to take into account the con—
straint on the frequency sum originating from the di u-
son wih !, = ! + ). Ushg Egs. (&), B2), and
[E4), we can w rite the total response tensor due to two



pairs of diagram s of type (c) and (d). This sum has the
sam e analytical structure as the corresponding sum In
the usualA kshulerA ronov theory even though they set
of -—functions involred is slightly di erent.

0 (=20 +2090) ]
X! ®
= 4DT F(; )+ IF(;) ;@5)
=0 =1
where
z d?0Q 1 1
F(;!)= @ 6)

e I+ !3+DQ2? 3+ Q2

Ecuations [B3) and [Ef) were rst derived in Ref. [31]
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by M irlin and W ol e. U sing the standard analytical con—
tinuation procedure (see Appendix 4. ofRef. [L7] forde-
tails), they found the correction to the DC conductivity
as

ocoth  —
2T

F©0;330 1)

d
= 71?{1 d N
F @

A7)

At low tem peratures, this leads to the follow ing resul:

2P In 1
#h—: @8)
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