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O n the Localization ofH eavy Particles in M etals.
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Abstract

Ithasbeen conjectured1;2 thatan im puritywith chargeZ � 2can belocalized

due to its interaction with electrons in a m etal. The sim plest case is an

im purity free to m ove between only two sites,which interacts locally with

s-waveelectrons.ForZ � 2 thehoppingoftheim purity isform ally irrelevant

and thishasbeen argued to lead tolocalization.In thispaperitisshown that

otherprocesses,in particularjointhopping ofthe im purity and one orm ore

electronsbetween thesites,play an im portantroleand havenotbeen treated

properly in the literature. Being relevant in a renorm alization group sense,

even when Z � 2,these term slead to delocalization ofthe im purity. Using

bosonization,it is shown how these processes are generated from m arginal

operatorsthatare usually neglected and the dangersofignoring m arginalor

irrelevantoperatorsare discussed in detail.Q uestionsaboutim plicationsfor

the m ore generalsituation ofm any sitesto which the im purity can hop,are

also considered.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

A very interesting but subtle problem for the past quarter century has been the low

tem perature(T)behaviorofa heavy particleinteracting with theelectronicexcitationsin a

m etal.Thesubtletiesarisefrom thecom petition between thetunnelingoftheheavyparticle,

which tendstodelocalizeit,and theinabilityoftheelectronicdegreesoffreedom toadjustto

thepotentialofthem oving particle,which tendsto localizeit.Thisdi�culty ism anifested

in theorthogonality between theelectronicground stateswith theim purity located attwo

di�erentpointsin space.Thisphenom enon,Anderson’sorthogonality catastrophe3;4,isdue

to the factthatthe two ground states di�erby a very large num ber ofvery sm allenergy

particle-holeexcitations.Thisin�nity ofexcitationsisrelated to thefactthattheim purity

attwo di�erentpointsin spacecreatesFriedeloscillationsin theelectronicchargedensity of

the m etalwhich,due to a di�erence in the phase ofthe oscillations,di�erfrom each other

atarbitrary distances,im plying particle-holedeform ationsatarbitrarily low energies.

In thelim itofweakinteractionsbetween theheavyparticleand theelectronstheprim ary

e�ect ofthe coupling to the electrons is to induce a frictionalforce on the otherwise free

tunneling m otion oftheparticle| although thedynam icpropertiesoftheim purity atlow

tem peraturesareonly partially understood5.In theoppositelim itofstrong interactions,it

has been argued thatthe particle willbe strictly localized. M ore speci�cally,ithas been

claim ed thatacharged particlewith chargeZe� 2etunneling between sym m etricpositions

thatarewellseparated spatially willlocalizearound oneofthesitesdueto theinteraction

oftheparticlewith s-waveelectrons.

In thispaperwewillarguethataheavy particleinteractingwith theelectronsviaasm all

num berofchannels(lessthan orequaltofour)cannotbelocalized bytheinteraction because

ofsubtle e�ectsthathave notbeen treated fully in previouswork1;2;6;7. W e willprim arily

focuson thesim plestcasein which theparticlecan tunnelbetween only two sitesthatare

related by sym m etry.Thistwo siteproblem isrelated totheKondoproblem although there

are im portant di�erences which have often been ignored in the literature. W e prim arily
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assum e local,screened,s-wave,spin independentinteractionsbetween the particle and the

electronicdegreesoffreedom .Dueto thespin independence oftheinteraction wecan then

neglectany possible spin ofthe heavy particle and treatthe opposite spin electron species

independently.

At the end ofthe paper we willdiscuss the generalization ofthe problem due to the

presenceofthreeorm oresitestowhich theparticlecan hop,and alsothepotentialrelevance

ofm ore angular m om entum channels. W e willargue that our results suggest the correct

behaviorfortheextended system ofaparticlein aperiodicm etal,and alsohaveim plications

forthe sharpness ofX-ray edge singularitiesin system s with m obile deep holes and other

related problem s.Thepurposeofthispaperispartially pedagogical,thuswework through

som e parts in substantialdetail,in particular pointing out the dangers that lurk within

m any ofthestandard tricks,especially bosonization.

A .O utline

In therem ainderofthisIntroductionwem otivatetheform oftheHam iltonianwith which

wewillprim arily work and explain qualitatively thee�ectsoftheorthogonality catastrophe

on them otion oftheparticleaswellasthee�ectsthatm akeitdi�cultto localize.Therest

ofthepaperisorganized asfollows:In thenextsection (II)wem otivateand introducethe

standard and very usefulm ethod to perform thecalculations,i.e.bosonization.Them odel

is introduced in the usualferm ion representation ofelectrons which is then m apped into

bosons.In section IIIa path integralrepresentation ofthepartition function isform ulated

and brought into a Coulom b gas representation. Renorm alization group ow equations

are derived and analyzed. In thisway the resultsthatwere discussed qualitatively in the

Introduction are put on a �rm footing. Subsequently in Section IV,the results,as well

as possible generalizations and com plications,are discussed. Finally in Appendix A the

Coulom b gasrepresentation ofthepartition function isrederived from theoriginalferm ion

representation and in Appendix B the two site problem isanalyzed in the absence ofany
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sym m etriesotherthan theequivalenceofthetwo sites.

B .P hysicalP icture

The Ham iltonian ofthe im purity{electron system hasthree im portantterm s: the non-

interacting electron part(H o),thehopping oftheheavy particlebetween thetwo sitesand

theinteraction term U.Thus:

H = H o + � o(d
+

1
d2 + d

+

2
d1)+ U (1)

where d+1 ;d
+

2 are the creation operators ofthe im purity at sites 1,2 and � o is the bare

hopping m atrix elem ent ofthe im purity between the sites. W e willgenerally neglect any

asym m etrybetween thetwosites.Theinteraction U willinvolveterm softheform d
+

1 d1c
+
n cn0

and d
+

2 d2c
+
n cn0 where c+n are the creation operators ofthe electronic degrees offreedom .

However,dueto theassum ed localnatureofthepotentialwecan rediagonalizethedegrees

offreedom oftheelectronsand beleftwith only two electronicdegreesoffreedom foreach

energy thatarejustcom posed ofthosewavefunctionswhich do notvanish atthetwo sites.

ThusthepotentialU can beputin aform in which itinvolvestwoelectronicstates| albeit

notfree electron eigenstates | while allothers decouple from the im purity. W e can thus

writethem ostgeneralform forU in thefollowing sym m etricway:

U = (d+1 d1 + d
+

2 d2)[V1(c
+

1 c1 + c
+

2 c2)+ V2(c
+

1 c2 + c
+

2 c1)]

+(d+1 d1 � d
+

2 d2)[V3(c
+

1 c1 � c
+

2 c2)+ iV4(c
+

1 c2 � c
+

2 c1)] (2)

with m atrix elem ents Vi to be determ ined. The interchange sym m etry 1 $ 2 ism anifest

in U. W e have picked a basisforthe electronsci ,i= 1;2 so thatin the lim itthatR,the

distancebetween thetwosites,tendstoin�nity,theci’stend tothelocals-waveannihilation

operatorsatthetwo sites.Asa resultwe expectV2;V4 ! 0 and V3 ! V1 asR ! 1 .This

willbe seen explicitly later. Because there is only one heavy particle it is convenient to

express U in form ofEq.(2)since d+1 d1 + d
+

2 d2 = 1. Therefore only V3 and V4 couple the
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im purity to the electrons. One can see that the four term s in Eq.(2) are the only ones

possible,dueto the1$ 2 interchangesym m etry ofU.From thesefourterm s,by choosing

thebasisci appropriately,onecan m akeoneterm vanish sincetherearem any wayswecan

choosenorm alized statesthatalltend tothelocalwavefunctionsofthetwositesasR ! 1 .

The freedom ofchoice ofstates is related to a gauge sym m etry. Ifthe system is tim e

reversalinvariant,to which weprim arily restrictconsideration,then a gaugecan bechosen

tom aketheHam iltonian realand henceelim inateV4.Notethat,m oregenerally,even in the

absenceoftim ereversalinvarianceV4 could beelim inated form ally atthispoint.Butother

operatorswould appearin them oredetailed analysiswhich cannotbeelim inated.Although

wewillnotanalyzetheseoperatorsin detail,wewillarguewhy they willnota�ectourm ain

results.

ThusH can bewritten as:

H = H o + � o(d
+

1
d2 + d

+

2
d1)+ V1(c

+

1
c1 + c

+

2
c2)

+V2(c
+

1
c2 + c

+

2
c1)+ V3(d

+

1
d1 � d

+

2
d2)(c

+

1
c1 � c

+

2
c2) (3)

using d+1 d1 + d
+

2 d2 = 1.In thenextsection we willexplicitly derive thisform and evaluate

the Vi’s. In the standard m anner,one can treatthe relevantelectronic degreesoffreedom

thatcom prisec1 and c2 asessentially one dim ensionalwith them agnitudeofk playing the

roleofa onedim ensionalwavevector.

Letusnow try to understand the e�ectsofthe potentialon the m otion ofthe particle.

To start,we considerthe sim ple lim itwith R large so thatthe V2 term which couplesthe

two channelsvanishesand V1 = V3.Thusweareleftwith two independentchannels,c1 and

c2,thatinteractlocally with the im purity. Channel1 electronsinteractwith the im purity

when itison site 1,(d+1 d1 = 1)with interaction strength V1 and do notinteractwhen the

im purity ison site2,(d+2 d2 = 1).Theoppositeholdsforchannel2.Theim portantphysics

arisesfrom the e�ectofthe im purity ata given site on the electrons. If,forexam ple,the

potentialisattractive,then the im purity tendsto attractelectrons towards itin orderto

screen itspresence. Thuswhen the im purity ison site 1,itwilltend to shiftelectrons of
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channel1 towardssite1.A rathernaivepictureofthisshifting istheinduction ofchargein

a m etalclose to a positively charged objectin orderto screen the electric �eld in the bulk

ofthe m etal. The induced charge com esfrom the outerboundariesofthe m etaland thus

from arbitrarily faraway.

A better interpretation is in term s ofthe wavefunctions ofthe electrons. Due to the

existence ofthe attractive potentialthe wavefunctions faraway from the potentialcenter

look justlikethenon-interacting onesexceptfora phaseshift.Thisim pliesthatsom eextra

chargedensity hasm oved in from faraway toscreen theim purity.Indeed Friedel’ssum rule

relatesthe phase shifts�‘ atthe Ferm ilevelto the charge,Ze,thatisneeded to screen a

charged im purity,

Z = 2
X

‘

(2‘+ 1)�‘(kF )=� (4)

where the sum isoverthe angularm om enta channels‘;the sum overthe spinsyieldsthe

factorof2.Thuswecan interpret

n‘ = �‘=� (5)

asthenum berofelectronsperchannelthatneed tobeshifted closetothegiven sitein order

to screen the potential. For the present discussion we willassum e that only one angular

m om entum channel‘= 0 playsa role.

Now sincetheim puritycan m ovefrom sitetosite,in ordertounderstand thee�ectofthe

interaction on thedynam icsoftheim purity weneed to know thetim edependentam plitude

ofa processin which theim purity hopsaway from a given sitefora certain am ountoftim e

tbeforeithopsback totheprevioussite.W hen tislongenough wecan view thisprocessin

thefollowing sim pleway:untiltim et= 0theim purity hasbeen at,say,site1.Att= 0the

particle tunnelsto site 2 where itrem ainsfora tim e tbefore tunnelling back to 1. W hen

the particle hopsaway from site 1,there aren = �=� extra electronsofeach spin within a

screening distance from site1 thatwillm ove away asthesystem evolvesto itsnew ground

state. Sim ilarly there are n extra holesofeach spin nearsite 2. W ith the sitesfarapart,

theevolution ofthes-waveelectronsaround each siteareessentially independent.
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Following Schotte and Schotte8 we can get a sem i-quantitative understanding ofthe

am plitude ofthehopping processby considering �=� = n with n an integer.Between tim e

zero and t,then extra s-wavespin-up electronsin channel1 propagateasin absenceofthe

potentialthatearlierkeptthem nearsite1.To estim atetheam plitudeofthetotalprocess,

we need to �nd the m atrix elem ent between this evolved state at tim e t and the ground

state with the particle back at site 1,i.e.the initialstate at tim e zero. Since the radial

distance from site1 ofthes-wave electronscan betreated asessentially a onedim ensional

coordinate, we can obtain the t-dependence of this process, roughly, by creating the n

electronsatdistancesa,2a,...,nafrom site2with naoftheorderofthescreening distance.

(A betterapproxim ation would involve an integraloverthepositionsoftheextra electrons

with a weighting factorrelated to thewavefunctionsin thepresenceoftheim purity atsite

1;butthiswillonly m odify ourcrudeestim ateby a m ultiplicativeprefactor.) W ethusneed

to com putetheam plitude2;8

A n(t)= h0jc(a;t)� � � c((n� 1)a;t)c(na;t)c+ (na;0)� � � c
+ (2a;0)c+ (a;0)j0i (6)

in a one dim ensionalsystem with no potential,with allthe electronsm oving atthe Ferm i

velocity vF in the sam e direction. At long tim es,the antisym m etry ofEq.(6) under ex-

change ofany two space variables �xes the form ofA n. W hen t� �c = a=vF ,the sum

over allpossible W ick pairings in Eq.(6) with the one dim ensionallong tim e propagator

G o / [i(t� x=vF )]� 1 yields

A n / det[t+ (j� i)�c]
� 1
: (7)

Thedeterm inantisofthen � n m atrix with iand jsubscripts.By useofthepropertiesof

determ inants,thiscan beshown to yield:

A n /

Q

i< j[(i� j)�c]
2

Q

i;j[(j� i)�c+ t]
� t

� n2 (8)

for long t � �c. The sam e result willobtain for the down spin electrons as wellas for

the s-wave holesaround site 2.Thusthe am plitude forthe fulldouble-hop processwillbe
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A / t� 4n
2

.In general,with di�erentspin,angularm om entum and sitechannels,,with n

electronsm oved in channel,the am plitude willbe A / t
�
P


n2 . Laterwe willsee that

the generalresult forfaraway sites isto sim ply replace n by an appropriate phase shift

n = �=� .

Itisconvenientto de�nean exponent�o

�o =
1

2

X



n
2

 (9)

so thattheam plitude ofthedouble-hop processwillbe,including dependence on the bare

hopping am plitude� o ,

A(t)� �2ot
� 2�o: (10)

Ifthesitesarenotfarapart,orthesystem isnotrotationallyinvariant,therewillnevertheless

stillbequantitiesanalogousto n,with theinterpretation aschargem oved in a \channel",

such that Eq.(10) obtains,even though the phase shifts no longer have any m eaning,see

Appendix B.

In orderto understand thedynam icsin thepresenceofthecoupling to theelectrons,we

m akethestandard argum ent,with theAnsatzthatin equilibrium ,theheavy particlehops

back and forth ata rate�.5;9 Theam plitudeforthishopping can thusbeguessed to bethe

square rootofthe double-hop am plitude A(t� 1=�)since the particle willspend tim e of

order1=�ateach sitebeforehoppingback.Thustheam plitudewillbeoforderA(t� 1=�)

foreach pair ofhops,so that,from Eq.(10)wehave

� 2 � �2o�
2�o: (11)

Thishasthefollowing solution:

�=

8
>><

>>:

0 for�o > 1

c�
1

1� � o
o for�o < 1

(12)

W ethusseethatfor�o > 1 therealhopping processwillnottakeplaceand wearethereby

lead to theconclusion thattheim purity willlocalizeon thesiteon which itstarted under-

going only shortvirtualhopsback and forth to theothersite.W ith only s-wavescattering
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o� theim purity Friedel’ssum ruleyieldsZ = 2�o=� with �o thes-wavechannelphaseshift

forthe potentialV = V1 = V3 and the factorof2 com ing from the two spin species. Asa

result,forwellseparated sites,

�o = 2(
�o

�
)2 =

Z 2

2
> 1 (13)

obtaining theinequality ifZ � 2,so thata chargetwo particlewillbelocalized although a

chargeoneparticlewillnotbe.

Thisisthe conclusion thathasbeen reached,by thisargum entand m ore sophisticated

versions ofit,by a num ber ofauthors1;2;5;9. It seem s widely accepted - along with the

extension ofthe resultto the localization ofa particle m oving on a lattice ofsites. Note,

furtherm orethatiftherewerem oreangularm om entum channelspresentwith phaseshiftsof

both signs,itshould bepossible,by theaboveargum ent,tolocalizeeven aneutralorcharge

oneparticleprovided thephaseshiftsarein theregim ein which theexponent�o > 1.The

m ain pointofthispaperisthattheseconclusionsarenotjusti�ed.Although wewillseethat

itstillappearsto be possible to localize a particle,thiscannotbe achieved by justs-wave

scattering foranycharge,and in factrequiresatleastthreeangularm om entum channelsto

havesubstantialcoupling (so thats and thethreep channelsm ay besu�cient).

W e willsee thatthe approxim ation ofneglecting the V2 coupling isvery dangerous. In

contrast,relaxingtheapproxim ation ofV3 = V1 willnotchangem uch and therelevantphase

shiftswillbethoseassociated with V3.HoweverthecrucialV2 term changesthesym m etry of

theproblem :TheHam iltonian in Eq.(3)with V2 = 0and thec1 and c2 electronsuncoupled,

hasthecontinuousextra gaugesym m etry

c1 ! c1

c2 ! ei�c2

(14)

thatisbroken by V2. The V2 term m ixesthe two channelsaround the two sites(although

them ixing willbeweak forlargeintersiteseparations).Thisterm allowsprocessesin which

oneorm oreelectronsnearonesitetransform to electronsneartheother.W eshallseethat

these yield processesin which the im purity hopsfrom onesite to the othersim ultaneously
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with anum berofelectronsm oving from onesiteto theother.In term softheinterpretation

ofthe exponentforthe tim e dependence ofa processasa square ofthe charge transferred

(such asEq(9))wesee thattheexponentfora processin which theim purity and a holeof

each spin hop togetherwillbe

�1 = 2(no � 1)2: (15)

Thisprocessisillustrated in Figure 1.In generalthe processin which the im purity m oves

from site1 to 2 atthesam etim easm holesofeach spin transferfrom site1 to site2,will

havean orthogonality exponent

�m = 2(no � m )2: (16)

Thususing theself-consistentargum entforlocalization outlined above,weconcludethatin

thecaseofs-wavescattering with no = Z=2,regardlessofthechargeoftheim purity,itwill

neverbecom elocalized becausetherewillalwaysbea processwith m pairsofholeswith m

such that
�
�
�
Z

2
� m

�
�
� < 1

2
forwhich

�m = 2(no � m )2 = 2(
Z

2
� m )2 <

1

2
: (17)

Thisprocesswillyield a non-zero hopping rateand willdelocalizetheparticle.

Physically,aprocessin which anum berofelectronshop aswellastheim purity,schem at-

ically shown in Fig.1,m eansthatin a sense,lessofthescreening cloud hopsback and forth

thatone would expect from the behavior ofthe ground state ofthe static im purity. The

com bined processcan bethoughtofasthetunnelling back and forth notbetween thestatic-

im purity ground states,butbetween excited states,with the extra action associated with

thiscom bined processm orethan com pensated forby itslargerm atrix elem ent(sinceithas

a sm allerorthogonality exponent). The processwith the leastaction overallwilldom inate

theim purity hopping.

W eshallseethatthise�ectcan easilybem issed,and indeed itseem stohavebeen m issed

in theliterature1;2;7,even though a num berofauthors6;10 haveconsidered \electron assisted
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tunnelling" processes in which the heavy particle hops sim ultaneously with one electron

(anotherprocessthatcan occur).Thisprocesswasalso introduced in a spinlessversion of

the X-ray edge problem in a recent num ericalwork by L�ibero and Oliveira11. The m ain

theoreticaldi�culty isthatin certain representations(e.g.choicesof�eldsto bosonize)the

im portantextraim purity-electron hoppingterm saregenerated,underrenorm alization,from

m arginalterm s(such asV2)which arethem selvesonly generated from irrelevantoperators.

Ashappensalltoo often,irrelevantoperatorscannotjustbecavalierly thrown away!

II.M O D EL

In thisSection we introduce a sim ple m odelwith short-rangeinteractions,show how it

can becastin theform ofEq(3)and then begin toanalyzeitby bosonization oftheelectron

�elds,pointing outsom eofthepitfalls.

A .D e�nitions

W estartwith theHam iltonian

H = H o +
X

�= �

U� + � o(d
+

1 d2 + d
+

2 d1) (18)

wherethefreeelectron Ham iltonian H o can bewritten as

H o =
Z

k

"kc
+

k�ck� (19)

with
R

k
=

R
d3k

(2�)3
and with c

+

k� being the creation operatorsofelectrons atm om entum k,

spin � and energy "k. Finally U� is a short-range interaction between electrons and the

im purity

U� = V

Z

k

Z

k0

e
� i(k� k0)� r1c

+

k�ck0�d
+

1 d1 + V

Z

k

Z

k0

e
� i(k� k0)� r2c

+

k�ck0�d
+

2 d2 (20)

with V the interaction strength and ri the position ofthe i-th site.Ifwe putthe centerof

coordinatesbetween thetwo sitesthen wecan setr1 = � R

2
and r2 =

R

2
with R = r1 � r2.
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In orderto elim inate the unim portantdegreesoffreedom thatare decoupled from the

im purity we integrate over the k{solid angles12 and are left with a set ofe�ectively one-

dim ensionaldegreesoffreedom .Neglecting fornow thespin index �,wede�ne ĉ+� k via:

Z
dk

2�
ĉ
+

� k =
Z

d3k

(2�)3
e
� ik�R

2 c
+

k
=

Z
dk

2�

"Z
k2d
k

(2�)2
e
� ik�R

2 c
+

k

#

(21)

with d
k being the solid angle elem ent in k-space. Butnow these one-dim ensionalFerm i

operatorsarenotproperly orthogonal.Thisism anifested by nonvanishinganticom m utation

relations(fĉ+
+ k;̂c� kg 6= 0). An orthonorm alsetofstatescan be m ade from these thatare

even and odd undertheinterchangeofthetwo sites:

c
+

ek =
1

p
N e

(̂c+
+ k + ĉ

+

� k)

c
+

ok =
1

p
N o

(̂c+
+ k � ĉ

+

� k) (22)

wherethesubscriptse,odenote,respectively even and odd whilethenorm alization constants

N e;o

N e;o(k)=
2k2

�

 

1�
sinkR

kR

!

(23)

arepicked so thatcek and cok satisfy one-dim ensionalanticom m utation relations:

fc+ek;cek0g = 2��(k� k
0)etc. (24)

From thesestateswecan obtain linearcom binations

c
+

1k =
c
+

ek + c
+

okp
2

c
+

2k =
c
+

ek � c
+

okp
2

(25)

which transform into each otherunderinterchangeofthetwo sites.Itisinteresting to note

thatc+1;2 aretheonly orthonorm alstatesthathavethissym m etry forarbitrary kR.To see

thisonecould basically de�nethem ostgeneralpairoforthonorm alstateswith interchange

sym m etry:
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c
+

1k = �ĉ
+

+ k + �e
i�
ĉ
+

� k

c
+

2k = �e
i�
ĉ
+

+ k + �ĉ
+

� k (26)

with k-dependent�;�;�13. Eq(26)iswellde�ned only ifjcos�j>
�
�
�
sinkR

kR

�
�
�. Thusforsm all

kR wem ustset� � 0 whileforlargekR thetwo sitesaredecoupled and � can takealm ost

any value;for� = 0 Eq(26) becom es Eq(25) with the use ofEq(22). Now we can invert

Eq(26)and using Eq(21),substituteinto thepotentialU in Eq(20).Sincetheonly valuesof

k thatplay a signi�cantrolearek � kF wecan set�;� (equivalently N e,N o)to a constant

evaluated atkF .Thususing

c
+

i =
Z
dk

2�
c
+

ik with i= 1;2 (27)

with the integralrunning over k in the neighborhood ofkF with an appropriate cuto� of

orderkF ,wegetan expression forthepotentialidenticaltoEq(2).Henceforth wewillchoose

� = 0 forallk which yieldsV4 = 0 in Eq(2)thereby explicitly exhibiting the tim e-reversal

invariance.

Furtherm ore we can obtain the other coe�cients V i in Eq(2) starting from Eq(20) by

using the relation between the free electron density ofstatesperspin at" = "F ,�F ,with

theFerm im om entum kF ;afterrescalingtheFerm ivelocity tobeone,2�2�F = k2F .W ethen

get:

V1 = ��F V

V2 = ��F V
sinkF R

kF R

V3 = ��F V

r

1�
�
sinkF R

kF R

�2

(28)

Itisalso instructive to writeU using theeven-odd statesfrom Eq(22).De�ning

c
+

e;o =
c
+

1 � c
+

2p
2

(29)

weobtain:

U = V1

�

c
+

e ce + c
+

o co

�

+ V2

�

c
+

e ce � c
+

o co

�

+ V3

�

d
+

1
d1 � d

+

2
d2

��

c
+

e co + c
+

o ce

�

(30)
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Com paring Eq(30)with Eq(2)we see that(with V4 = 0)the non-interacting partofU is

diagonalin the even-odd representation while the interacting part is diagonalin the c1;2

representation.

Finally,wem akethestandard changeofvariablesfora two statesystem ,i.e.

d
+

2
d2 � d

+

1
d1 = �z

d
+

1
d2 + d

+

2
d1 = �x: (31)

In thisrepresentation the im purity in site 1 (2)isin state � (+)ofthe �z operator.Thus

d
+

1 j0i= j� iwhiled+2 j0i= j+iwherej0iistheground stateofH o.

Sum m arizing,theHam iltonian can bewritten as

H = H o + � o�x + U (32)

with

U = V1

�

c
+

1
c1 + c

+

2
c2

�

+ V2

�

c
+

1
c2 + c

+

2
c1

�

+ V3

�

c
+

2
c2 � c

+

1
c1

�

�z (33)

and with Vi given by Eq(28)and ci given by Eq(25)(wherei= 1;2)while

H o =
X

i= 1;2

Z
dk

2�
"kc

+

ikcik (34)

and

"k =
k2

2m
�

k2F

2m
� (k� kF ) (35)

with Ferm ivelocity setequalto unity.

The electrons that interact with the im purity are thus e�ectively two species ofone-

dim ensionalferm ions m oving only to the right,with those to the left ofthe origin cor-

responding to incom ing electrons while those to the right ofthe origin corresponding to

outgoing electrons.

Atthispointitisusefultopauseandconsiderthesym m etriesofthee�ectiveHam iltonian

in Eq(32).ThereisaglobalU(1)gaugesym m etry | oftheelectron phase| and adiscrete

14



interchange sym m etry 1 $ 2. Howevernote thatin the absence ofthe V2,there would be

an extra gaugesym m etry,thatofEq(14).Although in som eform ulations6;10 itappearsthat

V2 can be m ade to disappear,thisispotentially dangerousasV2 breaksthe arti�cialextra

gauge sym m etry and the form ally irrelevant operators which break the sym m etry should

thusberetained.

It is instructive to see how the problem with trying to get rid ofV2 can be seen in

the ferm ion representation;in Appendix B the analysiswillbe done in considerable detail

using the boson representation introduced in the next sub-section. Using the even-odd

representation ofEq(30),one can indeed rediagonalize the even-odd channels and absorb

the V1,V2 term s into H o. This leaves the long tim e Green’s functions ofthe even-odd

channelsuna�ected butchangestheshorttim ebehavior(see,forexam ple,Nozi�eresand De

Dom inicis14).Thus

D

c
+

e (�)ce(0)
E

6=
D

c
+

o (�)co(0)
E

(36)

for� sm all,oforderthecuto� �c.Perform ing perturbation theory in V3 to second orderwe

geta correction in U

�U / V
2

3

n

c
+

e ce

�D

coc
+

o

E

�
D

c
+

o co

E�

+ c
+

o co

�D

cec
+

e

E

�
D

c
+

e ce

E�o

: (37)

In general,hc+ ci 6= hcc+ i due to the nonlinear dispersion offerm ions away from kF ,in

particularparticle-holeasym m etry.Thus,from Eq(36)weseethattheasym m etry between

theeven-odd channelsreappearsin perturbation theory,duetotheshorttim e(high-energy)

details.Asa resultwem ustretain theV2 term in theHam iltonian.

B .B osonization

In orderto proceed itisnecessary to �nd a representation thatfocuseson theessential

low energy parts ofthe problem . Then,even ifthe problem is not exactly solvable,one

can atleasthope to be able to understand the physics and predictthe low energy behav-
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ior.The m ostcom m only used representationsareboson representationsofthe pseudo-one

dim ensionalferm ions.

Thebasicstrategy ofbosonization istotry tom im icthelow energy physicsoftheFerm i

system ,which can onlybedoneexactlyforaparticularlysim plesystem ofexactlylinearone-

dim ensionalbandswith a speci�cform ofthecuto�.In m oregeneralsituations,itishoped

(or,better,dem onstrated!) that the high energy term s that are ignored | for exam ple

particle-hole excitations far from the Ferm isurface | only serve to give �nite renorm al-

izationsofthe basic param etersofthe dom inantlow energy operatorsin the Ham iltonian.

High energy properties| forexam ple the ferm ion anticom m utation relations| are,ipso

facto,only handled approxim ately. W hatism ore im portant,butunfortunately som etim es

forgotten,isthatterm sthatareform ally irrelevantatlow energiescan,eitheron theirown,

when com bined with otherterm s,orundercanonicaltransform ations,produce relevantor

m arginalterm s that a�ect the physics. As we shallsee,this is the case for the present

problem .

Fornow we willproceed in the conventionalm anner. Letusthen startwith the non-

interacting Ham iltonian,H o. Ifwe are prim arily interested in energiesclose to "F ,we can

extend thelineardispersion relation to allenergies.Thusifwesettheorigin ofk atk = kF

forconvenience,wewillgetby Fouriertransform ing:

H o =
X

j= 1;2

Z 1

� 1

dx

"

	 +

j (x)

 

� i
@

@x

!

	 j(x)

#

(38)

wherex istheconjugatevariableto k and 	 j(x)istheFouriertransform ofcjk:

	 j(x)=
Z 1

� 1

dk

2�
e
ikx
cjk j= 1;2 (39)

Notethatthere areonly rightm oving ferm ionsin thesystem since thereisonly oneFerm i

point,i.e.onek-valueatwhich �k = �F .

Theoperatorsattheim purity sitesaregiven in term sof

cj =
Z
dk

2�
cjk = 	 j(0) j= 1;2 (40)
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which identi�escj asthe x = 0 creation operatorin the one dim ensionalpicture. Roughly

speaking,	 j(x)with x < 0 corresponds to incom ing s-wave electrons around site jwhile

with x > 0,itcorrespondsto outgoing s-wave electrons. Thus the tim e reversaloperator

acting on 	 j(x)willgive:

T̂	 j(x)= 	 j(� x) (41)

sinceittransform sincom ing to outgoing electronsand vice-versa.

Atthispointwecan introducethebosonic�elds� j(x)by15:

	 +

j (x)=
1

p
2��c

e
i� j(x) (42)

with �� 1c / kF thecharacteristiccuto� frequency oftheordertheFerm ienergy,and

�j(x)=
p
�

�

�j(x)�
Z x

� 1

� j(x
0)dx0

�

(43)

with �j and � j satisfying appropriatecom m utation relations:

[�j(x);� i(y)]= i�ij
�c

�
�

�2c + (x� y)2
� (44)

In the continuum lim it �c ! 0,this com m utation relation approaches i�ij�(x � y). From

Eq(41)and Eq(42)itcan beseen that�j(x)transform sundertim ereversalasfollows:

T̂�j(x)= � �j(� x): (45)

Expanding �j(x)and � j(x)in term softheirFouriercom ponents,

�j(x)=
Z 1

� 1

d�

2�
q

2j�j

h

�j(�)e
i�x+ �

+

j (�)e
� i�x

i

e
�

j�j�c

2

� j(x)=
Z 1

� 1

d�j�j

2�
q

2j�j

h

� i�j(�)e
i�x+ i�

+

j (�)e
� i�x

i

e
�

j�j�c

2 (46)

and inserting theseexpressionsin Eq(43),�j can bewritten as:

�j(x)=
Z 1

0

d�
p
2��

h

�j(�)e
i�x+ �

+

j (�)e
� i�x

i

e
�

��c
2 (47)

17



which involvesonly thepositiveenergy parts.Subsequently inserting Eq(47)in Eq(42)and

then in Eq(38)thenon-constantpartofH o becom es

H o =
X

j= 1;2

Z 1

0

d�

2�
��

+

j (�)�j(�)e
� ��c (48)

with

h

�i(�);�
+

j (�
0)
i

= �ij2��(� � �
0) (49)

Finally using thestandard expression15

	 +

j (x)	 j(x)=
1

2�

@�j(x)

@x
; (50)

thepotentialU isfound to be:

U =
V1

2�

"
@�1(0)

@x
+
@�2(0)

@x

#

+
V2

��c
cos[�1(0)+ �2(0)]+

V3

2�
�z

"
@�2(0)

@x
�
@�1(0)

@x

#

: (51)

Theform ofU m aybesim pli�ed byintroducingBose�eldscorrespondingtocollectivem odes

forexcitationsthatare even,�e(x),and odd,�o(x),aboutthe centerofsym m etry ofthe

pairofsites:

�e =
1
p
2
(�1 + �2)

�o =
1
p
2
(�2 � �1) (52)

The �e;o and � e;o can be de�ned equivalently. In term s ofthe new variables H o rem ains

in diagonalquadratic form (i.e. the indices j = 1;2 in Eq(48) are replaced by j0 = e;o),

corresponding to freebosonsand U becom es

U =
V1
p
2�

@�e(0)

@x
+

V2

��c
cos[

p
2�o(0)]+

V3
p
2�
�z
@�o(0)

@x
(53)

The sym m etries ofthe problem are m anifestin Eq(53),�e ! �e + c corresponding to

the globalgauge invariance,�z ! � �z with �o ! � �o corresponding to the interchange

sym m etry, and �o ! �o + �
p
2 corresponding to c

+

j ! � c
+

j for j = 1;2. Note that

the even m ode iscom pletely decoupled from the im purity in Eq(53)and willtherefore not
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play a role.Form ally itcan beelim inated by a unitary transform ation H ! �eH �� 1
e with

�e = exp[� iV1p
2�
�e(0)];we perform this transform ation and henceforth only consider the

potentialEq(53)withouttheV1 term .

In addition,Eq(53)also hasthe sym m etry: �e;o ! � �e;o and x ! � x corresponding

to tim e reversalinvariance from Eq(45). Ifthe system were nottim e reversalinvariant,

then one could have V4 6= 0. Indeed,the lowest order tim e reversalsym m etry breaking

term is�zsin
hp

2�o(0)
i

which isexactly the V4 term . However,we argued (above Eq(3))

that V4 can always be chosen to be zero. But in the absence oftim e reversalinvariance,

such term sas @� o(0)

@x
sin

hp
2�o(0)

i

can also appear,essentially from nonlineardispersion of

the ferm ionsaway from kF and energy dependence ofthe scattering,thatbreaksthe tim e

reversalsym m etry ofthe even or odd channels. Although these appear to be irrelevant,

they cannotsim ply be elim inated because they generate a �zsin
hp

2�o(0)
i

term afterthe

unitary transform ation ofEq(59)isperform ed.In orderto elim inatesuch term sonehasto

pick agaugeor,equivalently abasisfortheferm ions(i.e.pick appropriate�,�,� in Eq(26))

which createsa V4-term thatexactly cancelsthegenerated �zsin
hp

2�o(0)
i

term .In e�ect,

one would thus obtain a set ofalm osttim e-reversalinvariant low energy excitations,and

ourm ain resultswould stillobtain.

Butdangerlurks:even with fulltim ereversalinvariancesim ilarterm stothosediscussed

above willinvalidate a related form ofbosonization thatwe now discuss. Itistem pting to

�nd a way to getrid ofthe V2 term by a di�erentchoice ofbosonization. One way to do

thisisto startwith U in theform ofEq(30)and bosonizethe�eldscek and cok.In thiscase

onehasto introducethe�elds	 0
e(x)and 	

0
o(x)in an analogousway to 	 1(x)and 	 2(x)in

Eq(42):

	 0
e(x)=

1
p
2��c

e
� i� 0

e(x)

	 0
o(x)=

1
p
2��c

e
� i� 0

o(x) (54)

with �0
e;o(x)di�erentfrom � e;o(x)in Eq(52).Subsequently by introducing linearcom bina-

tionsofthese�elds

19



�a =
1
p
2
(�0

e + �0
o)

�b =
1
p
2
(�0

e � �0o); (55)

U would taketheform :

U =
V1
p
2�

@�a(0)

@x
+

V2
p
2�

@�b(0)

@x
+

V3

��c
�zcos[

p
2�b(0)] (56)

with gauge sym m etry under�a ! �a + c;interchange sym m etry under�z ! � �z,�a !

�a +
�p
2
,�b ! �b�

�p
2
;and tim ereversalsym m etry underx ! � x,�a;b ! � �a;b.By then

perform ing a unitary transform ation using

�0= exp

"

i
V1
p
2�
�a(0)+ i

V2
p
2�
�b(0)

#

(57)

the�rsttwo term sin Eq(56)vanish so thatthetransform ed Ham iltonian becom es

�0
H �0� 1 = H o +

V3

��c
�zcos[

p
2�b(0)]+ � o�x: (58)

Noting thatthesecond term isnothing butthethird term in Eq(53),onem ightbetem pted

to conclude that the dynam ics ofthe im purity is independent ofV2. However,a term of

theform �x
@� b(0)

@x
willappearin Eq(56)from a perturbation expansion in � o and V2 which

cannotbeelim inated bythecanonicaltransform ation and isnotirrelevant.Indeed,thisterm

breaksthe apparentsym m etry ofEq(58)under�b ! � �b which correspondsto �0
e $ �0

o

and isnotan exact sym m etry in the presence ofV2 orsim ilar term s. In the Appendix B

we consider a m ore generalform ulation ofthe two site problem which shows how,even if

thepartoftheHam iltonian thatissym m etric under�z ! � �z isdiagonalized fully before

bosonizing,the energy dependence ofscattering processeswill,nevertheless,generally lead

to term swhich play a sim ilarroleto V2.

W e now analyze the e�ectsofthe even-odd sym m etry breaking term s,such asV2,and

other term s that are generated from these,by use ofa Coulom b gas representation. As

we shallsee,in certain regim es,extra relevantoperatorsare generated from the m arginal

operatorsthatwilldelocalizetheheavy particle.
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III.C O M P U TAT IO N S

A .Path IntegralR epresentation

In thissection,we analyze the bosonized Ham iltonian Eq(53)by a Coulom b gasrepre-

sentation and show how extra operatorsare generated which physically correspond to the

im purity hopping togetherwith oneorm oreelectrons.Thesewilldelocalizetheim purity in

regim esin which itwaspreviously believed to be localized. (They willalso generate extra

im portantoperatorsin Ham iltonianswith \ electron assisted tunnelling" likethatanalyzed

by Vlad�arand Zawadowski6.) The Ham iltonian Eq(53)isin a convenientform since itin-

cludes,in a sim ple way,a term thatbreaksthearti�cialsym m etry in theabsence ofV2,as

wellasa sim ple form ofthe im purity coupling to the Ferm isea. To treatEq(53)we �rst

perform a canonicaltransform ation from H to H 0using theunitary operator

�= exp

"

� i

 
V1
p
2�
�e(0)+

V3
p
2�
�z�o(0)

! #

: (59)

Then H becom es

H
0= �H � � 1 = H o +

V2

��c
cos[

p
2�o(0)]+ � o

n

�+ exp
h

i
p
2Q o�o(0)

i

+ h:c:
o

(60)

where �� = 1

2
(�x � i�y)and Q o = � V3

�
which aswillbe seen lateristhe e�ective charge

forthe hopping process. In Appendix A itwillbecom e clearwhy Q o really isthe charge

transferred when theim purity hopsbetween faraway sites,by expressing Q o in term softhe

scattering phaseshifts.

TheHam iltonian Eq(60)isexpressed entirely in term sofexponentialsofboson operators

which areparticularly convenientforderiving aCoulom b gasrepresentation.Notealso that

theeven partsoftheBose�eldarecom pletelydecoupled from theoddpartsandtheim purity.

Although theform ally irrelevantoperatorsin Eq(53)havebeen ignored,theire�ectsunder

the canonicaltransform ation would only be to m odify the coe�cient ofthe V 2 term ,and

to give operators that are stillirrelevant and break no sym m etries,although they would

includecoupling to theeven partoftheBose�eld.W ecan howeversafely ignorethese.
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Thecorrelationsoftheim purity position �z,willnotbea�ected by thecanonicaltrans-

form ation as�z com m uteswith �. W e therefore work with Eq(60)and drop the prim e on

H .Including thee�ectsofspin �,wehave,dropping the\o" (odd)subscripton �

H = H o +
V2

��c

X

�

cos[
p
2��(0)]+ � o

(

�+
Y

�

exp
h

i
p
2Q o�

�(0)
i

+ h:c:

)

(61)

with

H o =
X

�

Z 1

0

d�

2�
��

�+ (�)��(�)e� ��c (62)

and

��(x)=
Z 1

0

d�
p
2��

h

�
�(�)ei�x+ �

�+ (�)e� i�x
i

e
�

��c
2 : (63)

W eareinterested in thezero tem peraturepartition function Z = Tr
h

e� �H
i

in thelim it

� ! 1 .Ifweexpand Z in V2 and � o we obtain a sum overonedim ensional\paths" from

� = 0to�.Each ofthesepathscorrespondstoaprocessin which theim purity hopsbetween

the sitesatparticulartim esshifting the phase ofelectron excitations,while atothertim es

theelectronshop via theV2 term .Such a path isillustrated in Figure2.Forsim plicity,we

�rstwork with a single spin species.Then wecan writeZ as

Z =
1X

n= 0

1X

m = 0

2mY

k= 1

0

@
X

�k= � 1

1

A � 2n
o y

2m
�
0;
P

2m

k= 1
�k

Z �

0

ds1:::

Z s2m � 1

0

ds2m

Z �

0

d�1:::

Z �2n� 1

0

d�2nZnm (f�kg;fsig;f�jg) (64)

with

Znm (f�kg;fsig;f�jg)=
D

0
�
�
�T

h

e
i�2m

p
2�(s2m )

:::e
i�1

p
2�(s1)e

� iQ o

p
2�(�2n ):::e

iQ o

p
2�(�1)

i�
�
�0
E

:

(65)

where the product over di�erent �k = � 1 corresponds to the two di�erent term s in

cos
�p

2�
�

= 1

2

�

ei
p
2� + e� i

p
2�
�

and the\fugacity" y oftheelectron hopsisde�ned as

y �
V2

2��c
(66)
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W e have taken the im purity to be on the \one" site at � = 0,this m erely reduces Z by

a m ultiplicative factor oftwo. Note that the signs ofthe � i
p
2Q o�(�n) m ust alternate

corresponding totheparticlehoppingback and forth,i.e.alternating�+ and �� term sfrom

Eq(61),and thesum isconstrained to an even num berofhopsbecausetheim purity begins

and endsatthe sam e site. In addition,we shallsee thatonly term swith an even num ber

ofy \charges" willcontribute,thusthesum
P

2m
k= 1�k hasto vanish.W ehavesuppressed the

dependence of�(x = 0)on thevariablex and by �(�)wedenote:

�(�)= e
+ H o��e� H o� (67)

with the expectation in Eq(65)taken with the ground state ofH o. The evaluation ofthe

expectation value ofthe tim e ordered productin Eq(65)isparticularly sim ple due to the

bosoniccharacterof�.FirstweobservethatEq(67)becom es

�(�)=
Z 1

0

d�
p
2��

h

�(�)e� ��+ �
+ (�)e��

i

e
�

��c
2 : (68)

Thusitisofthe form �(�)= B (�)+ B+ (� �)where B (�)isa boson having com m utation

relations:

[B (�);B (�0)]= 0

and
h

B (�);B+ (� �
0)
i

=
Z 1

0

d�

�
e
� ��ce

� �(�� �0) = I(� � �
0) (69)

for� > �0,I(� � �0)being form ally divergentatsm allenergies;butonly the�nitepart

~I(�)� I(�)� I(0)= ln
�

�c

� + �c

�

(70)

willenterphysicalquantities.Bythestandard procedureofreorderingtheoperatorstobring

B to the right and B + to the left using the com m utators in Eq(69),and noting that for

zero tem perature,only theground stateofH o willappearon therightand left,weseethat

term swith the totalcharge
P

k �k 6= 0 willgive negative in�nite term sin the exponentials

and thuszero contribution to Z.Furtherm orethepartition function Znm can bewritten in

term sofe�ectiveinteraction between thechargeswith strength
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W ij = 2qiqj~I(jri� rjj) (71)

where ri = �i with qi = +Q o for the �+ im purity hops 1 ! 2;ri = �i with qi = � Qo

for the �� im purity hops 2 ! 1;and �i = si with qi = �i for the electron hops,y. The

partition function Znm isthussim ply theBoltzm ann factorforthechargesinteracting with

thelogarithm icpotentialEq(71),i.e.

Znm (f�kg;fsig;f�jg)= e
� Enm (72)

with

Enm = � 2Q2o
2nX

(l;l0)

(� 1)l+ l
0

ln

 
j�l� �l0j+ �c

�c

!

� 2
2mX

(k;k0)

�k�k0ln

 
jsk � sk0j+ �c

�c

!

+2Q o

2mX

k= 1

2nX

l= 1

(� 1)l�k ln

 
jsk � �lj+ �c

�c

!

(73)

Itisinstructive to note thatthe exponentialofm inus the second term in Eq(73)hasthe

sam e form asthe am plitude (A m )
2 in Eq(8)which isnothing else than the square ofan m

particleGreensfunction.Thereason itisthesquareofA m and notjustA m isthatherewe

havetheproductoftheGreensfunctionsoftwo setsofparticles,thec+1 ’sand thec
+

2 ’s.

The partition function Z in Eq(64)with Znm from Eq(73),isthusa 1-D Coulom b gas

with logarithm ic interactions between integer charges � �k with fugacity y and \hopping"

chargeswith fugacity � o and charge� Qo which m uststrictly alternatein sign.

To take into consideration the e�ects ofm ore than one spin species,we m ust m odify

Eq(73) to include the e�ective interactions between the im purity hops �� from each spin

and the� 1 chargesfrom theV2 term in H foreach spin species.SincetheBose�elds� � are

independent,theinteractionswillbesim ply additive.Thuswem ustreplacethe\charges"qi

in Eq(73)by vectorcharges~qiwith two com ponentsforspin-1/2electrons.Fortheim purity

hopswehave

~q = ~Q o � (Qo;Q o)

or ~q = � ~Q o � (� Qo;� Qo)
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for1! 2 or2! 1 respectively,whilefortheelectron hops,wehave

~q = (�;0)

or ~q = (0;�)

forspin "or#electronsrespectively with � = � 1,depending on thedirection oftheelectron

hop.Thetotale�ective action now hastheform

Snm = Enm � 2m lny� 2nln�o

= � 2
X

j> i

~qi� ~qjln
�
rj � ri+ �c

�c

�

� 2m lny� 2nln�o (74)

with theordered tim esri= si or�i and the2n charges~qi= � ~Q o with fugacity � o,strictly

alternating in sign. The 2m chargesin Eq(74)with fugacity y,need notalternate in sign

butthesum ofalltheirchargesm ustbezero.

B .R enorm alization G roup A nalysis

W e are now in the position to analyze the behavior ofthe im purity in term s ofthe

propertiesofthe generalized Coulom b gaswith the action ofEq(74). W e are particularly

interested herein whetherornottheim purity can belocalized.Thusweconsiderthee�ects

ofa sm allhopping rate� o and analyze theCoulom b gasperturbatively in both � o and y.

Standard balancing ofthe energy and \entropy" term sindicate thaty isexactly m arginal

| asitm ustbe| ,whilethehopping � o hasrenorm alization group (RG)eigenvalue

�o = 1� 2Q2o (75)

under rescaling of the sm alltim e cuto�, �c, with the factor of 2 com ing from the two

spin species. Since for Q o > 1=
p
2,�o < 0,it would appear that the im purity hopping

isirrelevantin thiscase,thereby leading to the conventionalconclusion thata charge two

im purity,which has ~Q o = (1;1)correspondingtothetwospin channels,can belocalized.As

weshallsee,however,extrachargeswillbegenerated underrenorm alization which invalidate

thisconclusion.
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Sincetherearetwo typesofcharges~� and �~Q o,ofwhich only the� ~Q o arerestricted to

alternateinsign,therearevariousprocesseswhich canberegarded ascom positecharges.For

exam ple,a charge~q= (Q o � 1;Qo)can beform ed ifan im purity hop and an electronichole

hop areclosetoeach other.Thisprocessaswellasthem oregeneralprocesseswhich generate

charges(Q o � n;Qo � n)with n = 1;2;3;:::were discussed physically in the Introduction.

Itisclearthatwhilethey do notexistin theoriginalHam iltonian they aregenerated under

renorm alization (or from perturbation theory). For exam ple the hopping m atrix elem ent

� (� 1;0) ofa processwith charge (Q o � 1;Qo)willbe generated underrenorm alization with

m agnitude proportionalto y� o. Thus,in general,we m ustconsiderallpossible com posite

chargesand theire�ectson each other.

W e denote charges associated with generaltypes ofim purity hops: ~Q and � ~Q for�+

and �� hops,respectively,which occurattim es�i;~� forpurely electronichopsattim essi;

and charge~qforgenerichopsofeithertypeattim esri with fugacity z.W eneed to analyze

the e�ects ofintegrating outallpairsofcharges with spacings between �c,the cuto� and

hencethem inim um allowed spacing,and �c(1+ �l)with elthetim erescalingfactor.Pairsof

charges,~q1 and ~q2,which do notsum to chargezero,willgeneratecom positecharges~q1+ ~q2

with fugacity z1z2k12�c�lwith thek�c�lfactorfrom thepossibleseparationsand ordering of

~q1 and ~q2,with k = 2unlessboth ~q’sareim purity hops,in which casek = 0 ifthey areboth

�+ and k = 1 (since only one ordering ispossible),ifone is�+ and the other�� . Neutral

pairs,i.e. those with totalcharge zero,willnotproduce com posite chargesbutwillscreen

theinteractionsbetween therem aining charges.

W ecan proceed asusualby considering thee�ectsofoneneutralpairon othercharges,

speci�cally on a charge~q attim e r.Ifthepairis� ~�,i.e.purely electronic,then the e�ect

ofthe two possible orderings cancel(up to m odifying sub-logarithm ic corrections to the

interaction between rem aining charges) and we thus ignore these. The interesting case is

thusa pairofhops. The allowed orderingsofa � ~Q pairattim es� � �c=2 with fugacities

� ~Q
= �

� ~Q
,dependson �z(�).Thustheinteraction ofthispairwith charge~q attim er is
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�I~q(r)= � 2�c~Q � ~q
�z(�)

� � r
(76)

forj� � rj� �c,the appropriate lim itforanalyzing the renorm alization ofthe long tim e

interactions. Expanding e� S in �I~q(r)and integrating overthe possible position,�,ofthe

pairand theintra-pairspacingin therange�c to�c(1+ �l)weseethattherearecontributions

everytim e�z(�)changessign,i.e.attim es�i.Thisgeneratesane�ectiveinteractionbetween

~qand allim purity hops,butnotbetween ~qand purely electronichops.Foran im purity hop

� ~Q i attim e�i,thegenerated e�ective interaction is

�I
~q;� ~Q i

= � 4�2c�
2
~Q
~Q i� ~q lnj�i� rj�l: (77)

Thisthushasthee�ectofm odifying theinteraction ofeach ~Q i with allotherchargesby a

way thatisequivalentto changing ~Q i by

�~Q i= � 2�2c�
2
~Q
~Q �l: (78)

with � ~Q the chargesoftheelectron im purity im purity hop pairthathave been integrated

out.Sinceeach ~Q i isoftheform ~Q o plusan integervector,weseethatthenete�ectisjust

to changeQ o by

�~Q o = � 2�2c�l
X

~N

�
~Q o + ~N

�

� 2
~N

(79)

with thesum running overallpossible types ~Q of�+ charges,i.e. ~Q = ~Q o + ~N with ~N an

integervector;hereand henceforth weusetheabbreviated notation

� ~N
� �~Q o+ ~N

: (80)

Tothisorderin � ~N
and y~N ,thefugacitiesform ulti-electron hopswhich can haveallinteger

vectors ~N except(0;0),theRG ow equationsare,afterabsorbing�c’sinto�and ytom ake

them dim ensionless
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d~Q o

dl
= � 2

X

~N

�
~Q o + ~N

�

� 2
~N

d� ~N

dl
=

�

1�
�
�
�~Q o + ~N

�
�
�
2
�

� ~N
+ 2

X

~N 06= 0

y~N 0� ~N � ~N 0

dy~N

dl
=

�

1�
�
�
�~N

�
�
�
2
�

y~N +
X

~N 06= 0

y~N 0y~N � ~N 0 +
X

~N 0

� ~N 0� ~N � ~N 0 (81)

with

� ~N
� �~Q o+

~N
= �

�(~Q o+
~N ) (82)

by the1$ 2 interchangesym m etry.Ascan beseen from Eq(81)allthem ulti-electron hop

term sareirrelevant,thusweneed only retain y(10) = y(01) � y;from Eq(81)weseethatthis

issu�cientto generate allthe com posite chargeswith fugacitiesoforder� o tim espowers

ofy.

From Eq(81) we see that, generically for two spin channels, there are at least three

relevantoperatorsforany Q o:� ([Q o]� 1;[Q o]) and � ([Q o];[Q o]� 1) with [Q o]thefractionalpartof

Q o arealwaysrelevantwhileeither� ([Q o];[Q o]) or� ([Q o]� 1;[Q o]� 1) orboth willalsoberelevant.

M oregenerally,wearriveatthesam econclusion asfrom thesim plephysicalargum entofthe

Introduction:in orderto localizetheim purity,m orethan fourchannels(including spin)are

needed so that,ifeach channel,,isoptim ally coupled by a 1

2
-integerQ ,then

P
Q 2
 > 1

and theim purity can belocalized.

TheRG equations(Eq(81))arequitedi�erentfrom thosein theliterature:iftherewere

no V2 term ,then theextra com positeim purity hopping term swould notbegenerated,and

theim purity could appearto belocalized by justs-wavescattering.Notethattheapparent

c1 ! ei�c1 sym m etry when V2 = 0actually allowsforcharges ~Q = ~Q o+ ~N with even integer

vector ~N ,but these willnot prevent localization. This point suggests that Q o should be

de�ned up to an even integer(i.e.m od 2).In factitwillbeseen in Appendix A thatQ o is

actually �� 1 tim esa phaseshiftwhich naturally leadsto itsconsideration ofm od 2.

In theHam iltonian considered by Vlad�arand Zawadowski6 singleelectron assisted hop-

ping term sthatcorrespond to � (� 1;0) and � (0;� 1) arepresentbuttheirHam iltonian hasthe
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im plicitsym m etry c1 ! � c1,d1 ! � d1. Then only a subsetofthe � ~N
can be generated,

speci�cally those with N " + N # odd ;again this arti�cialextra sym m etry willchange the

behaviorby lim iting thenum berofpossibly relevantoperators.

IV .D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In the previous section,we have seen thatan im purity hopping between two sym m et-

rically placed sitescannotbe localized unlessitiscoupled strongly to m orethan fourspin

and angularm om entum \channels". Ifthe sitesare nearby | asthey m ustbe ifthe bare

hopping rateisto beappreciable| then onecannotuseangularm om entum channels,and

m ust,instead,generalizethetreatm ent.Oneway todothis,which showsdirectly theroleof

theirrelevantoperatorsand relieson no sym m etriesotherthatthesiteinterchangesym m e-

try,istousetheone-electron eigenstatesofthesym m etrized electron Ham iltonian H S which

isthe average ofthe Ham iltonianswith the im purity on the two sites. The antisym m etric

partthen scatterstheelectronsbetween even and odd parity statesofH S.The analysisin

thisrepresentation iscarried outin Appendix B,with the sam e conclusionsbeing reached

asin Section III.

Theproblem swith m ostearliertreatm entsofthetwo-sitesystem havebeen oftwotypes:

In m any ofthe treatm ents,an extra U (1)sym m etry associated with the independence of

theelectronswhich interactwith theim purity atthetwo sitesisim plicitly assum ed7.The

V2 term thatbreaksthissym m etry ism arginalbutitcreatesextra operators,particularly

those which m ove one localized hole with the im purity,and these processes delocalize a

charge two particle which had previously claim ed to be localized ifit interacts with only

s-waveelectronsateach im purity.

Recently,there has also been a substantialliterature on the relationship between an

im purity with \electron assisted tunnelling" | i.e.hopping ofthe im purity concom itantly

with the m otion ofone electron ofeither spin | and the two channelKondo problem

with thez-com ponentoftheKondo\spin"beingtheim purity position and itsx-com ponent
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the hopping,(i.e. our �z and �x). The two \channels" ofthe Kondo problem are then

the two electron spin species which are exactly degenerate in the absence ofan external

�eld. The frequently used Ham iltonian10 forthis problem was introduced by Vlad�ar and

Zawadowski6.However,they com pletely neglected a V2-liketerm .They derivetheelectron-

assisted hopping term assum ing thatQ o � 1 and kF R � 1.Even in thiscase,using their

num berswe �nd thatthe estim ate ofthe am plitude ofthe electron-assisted hopping term

they getissm allerby atleastoneto two ordersofm agnitudefrom theam plitudeof� (� 1;0)

thatisgenerated from Eq(81)afterrenorm alizing to l= O (1):

� (� 1;0) � y�o � �o��F V (83)

with kF R � 1. In the case ofkF R � 1,essentialto getQo = O (1)which isthe relevant

situation forlocalization,theirderivation oftheelectron-assisted hoppingterm breaksdown.

In ourtreatm ent and because ofthe existence ofV2 we show how both � (� 1;0) and other

relevantterm s(e.g.� (� 1;� 1))naturally arise.Thus,in any case,we believe wehave here a

m orecom pletephysicalpictureoftheproblem .

As we have seen, these extra term s change the physics for large Q o and sm allhop-

ping | the \weak coupling" (sm allJ) lim it in the Kondo language. M ost ofthe recent

literature12;16{19 hasfocused on the\strongcoupling"behavioroftheKondosystem i.e.the

regim eatlow energieswith param eters,particularly Q o,such thatexchangeisrelevantand

owsto largevaluescorresponding to theparticlehopping back and forth between thetwo

sites.Novelnon-Ferm iliquid behaviorhasbeen found theoretically in thisregim eforwhich

ourconsiderations are notdirectly relevant. Nevertheless,the extra sym m etry im plicitin

these treatm ents is potentially dangerous,indeed,as we willshow elsewhere,term s that

break thissym m etry change the physicsin the strong coupling delocalized regim e,asthey

did in theweak hopping regim eanalyzed in thispaper.

One ofthe m ajor m otivations for the present work was the hope ofgaining further

understanding aboutthe propertiesofa heavy particle thatcan hop on sitesofa periodic

lattice im peded (or in som e regim es assisted!) by the coupling to a Ferm isea. This has
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potentialrelevance for the m obility ofm uons in m etals9,the sharpness (or rounding) of

X-ray edge singularitieswhen the deep hole can m ove (albeitwith a largebarem ass),and

possibly thepropertiesofaheavy d-orf-electron band coupled toalightconduction band20.

Them ain papers(e.g.reference1and referencestherein)on thebehaviorofasingleparticle

in such a periodic system ,su�erfrom som e ofthe sam e problem sasthose on the two-site

system :they treatasubsetoftheallowed operatorsand donotallow forthee�ectsofothers

thatm ay be generated. Notsurprisingly,the conclusions ofthese papersare the sam e as

forthetwo sitecase:thatachargetwo particlewith only s-wavescattering can belocalized

whilea chargeoneparticlecannotbe.In lightofthepresentresults,thisconclusion should

clearly bereexam ined.

In the spiritofthe work ofSolsand Guinea1,one could treateach step ofthe particle

m otion | whethervia nearestorfurtherneighborhopping| essentially independently and

look at the renorm alization ofeach such hopping term separately,including the possible

m otion ofelectrons with the particle,by the m ethods outlined in this paper. From this

approach thefollowingconclusion would beim m ediate:thattheparticlecannotbelocalized

unless allthe hopping processes are irrelevant,and this can only occur ifthere are m ore

than four electron channels involved for every possible hopping process and the coupling

is su�ciently strong. Thus with just s-wave scattering,a particle cannotbe localized,in

contrastto theconclusion in theliterature1;2.Instead,theparticlewillm ovearound with a

screening cloud ofelectronsin tow.

Unfortunately,there are problem s in extending the two site results in this way. The

prim ary oneisthespatialstructureofthesystem and thelack ofindependencebetween the

electronsinvolved in hopping between di�erentpairsofsites.Forany �nitenum berofsites,

the electronscan be treated asessentially onedim ensionalatsu�ciently low energies,and

generalization ofthepresentm ethodscan beused to categorizealltheoperators.W ehave

explicitly carried outthisprocedurefora sim plecaseofthreesitessym m etrically arranged

in a triangle and �nd thatthe sam e conclusions are obtained asin the two site case. W e

believethatthisshould likewise hold forany �nitenum berofsites.Howeverforan in�nite
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latticeofsites,theelectronsm ustbeconsidered to befully threedim ensionaland thelim it

ofsm allbare hopping rate thatwe have studied perturbatively,m ay notbe exchangeable

with thelim itofan in�nitenum berofsites.In particular,onehasto worry aboutatleast

twoe�ects.First,even iftheparticleism ovingvery slowly,therewillalwaysbeparticle-hole

excitationswith group velocitiesslowerthan theparticle;thesecan perhapsnotbetreated

in the sam e m annerasthe rapidly m oving excitations.Second,onecould arguethatthere

arean in�nitenum berofscattering\channels"involved becauseofelectronsneareach ofthe

sites.Perhapsthesem ightm akeiteasiertolocalizetheparticle,although itisnotclearhow

thiscould com e about. Conversely,they m ightsom ehow interfere and preventlocalization

even iftherearem any scattering channelsateach site.W em ust,unfortunately,leavethese

questions for future study. But we should note,that ifthe prelim inary conclusion about

the di�culty oflocalizing a heavy particle iscorrect,itm ay have im plicationsforsom e of

thesuggested possibilitiesforinteresting new physicswith a heavy f-electron band coupled

to a light conduction electron band20. Again,we leave this,as wellas the possibility of

interesting e�ectson theelectronscaused by a delocalized im purity,forfuturework.

Thepresentanalysis,although notintroducing new techniques,has,wehope,m adethe

physicalpicture behind the com petition between orthogonality catastrophe and hopping

clearer and sim pler. In addition,the pitfallsofthe standard com bination ofbosonization

techniques and \large" canonicaltransform ations have been brought out and should be

heeded by workerson otherproblem sin thisarea.
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A P P EN D IX A :

In thisAppendix itisillustrated how one can geta Coulom b gasrepresentation ofthe

partition function Z directly from the originalform ofthe Ham iltonian Eq(32),without

bosonizing. Atthe sam e tim e the physicalinterpretation ofQ o asthe transferred electron

screening charge instead ofsim ply being the interacting potentialV3 | which isthe naive

result ofbosonization | willbecom e apparent. The m ethod used here has been applied

to system s very sim ilar to ours in the past7;14;21 so we willnot go into the details ofthe

calculations.

ItisstraightforwardtoseethatusingtheHam iltonianinEq(32)onecangetanexpression

forthepartition function Z sim ilarto Eq(64):

Z =
1X

n= 0

1X

m = 0

� 2n
o y

2m

Z �

0

ds1:::

Z s2m � 1

0

ds2m

Z �

0

d�1:::

Z �2n� 1

0

d�2nZnm (fsig;f�jg) (A1)

wherey / V2 and

Znm (fsig;f�jg)=

*

0

�
�
�
�
�
T

"

c
+

1
(s1)c2(s1):::c

+

2
(s2m )c1(s2m )exp

 

�

Z �

0

d�
0
H

0
o(�

0)

! #�
�
�
�
�
0

+

:(A2)

In Eq(A2)by H 0
o wedenote

H
0
o(�)= Ho + (V1 + V3)c

+

1 c1 + (V1 � V3)c
+

2 c2 + 2V3�(�)
�

c
+

2 c2 � c
+

1 c1

�

(A3)

with

�(�)=

8
>><

>>:

0 for ��(�2k;�2k+ 1) k = 0;1;:::;n

1 for ��(�2k� 1;�2k) k = 1;:::;n
(A4)

SincetheV2 term containsboth c+2 c1 and c
+

1 c2 which can begenerated atany tim esi,there

isno constraintin theorderin which they appearin Eq(A2).However,dueto thenum ber-

conserving characterofH 0
o(�)thereisa constraintofhaving,foreach i,asm any c

+

i asci’s

in thetim eordered productofZnm .Forconveniencewepick j0> to betheground stateof

H o+ (V1 + V3)c
+

1 c1+ (V1 � V3)c
+

2 c2.W ecan seethatZnm representsaGreen’sfunction ofm

particles,types\1"and \2",in atim edependentpotentialwhich changesitsvaluewhen the
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im purity hopsattim es�i.This,in thelanguageoftheKondo problem 21,isequivalentto a

path in which theim purity spin ipsattim es�iwhiletheelectronsip their\spin"(i.e.1{2

index)attim essj.Theam plitudeforsuch a processisa productoftwo independentparts,

i.e.theam plitudeofthe1-particlesand thatofthe2-particles.Now sincethe\interaction"

term V3 isreally only a one particle operator,allthe diagram swillbe eitherclosed loops

or else willend at tim es si,so we can thus treat them independently14. The closed loop

contribution issim ply Zn0 which isidenticalto thatoftheKondo problem .

Inordertogettheothercontribution letus�rstconsiderm =1.Then theam plitudecorre-

spondstoaone-particleGreen’sfunction in thepresenceofthetim edependentHam iltonian

which can beshown to have thefollowing long tim e(i.e.alltim e di�erencesj� � �0j� �c)

solution21:

G(s;s0)/
1

s� s0

nY

k= 1

�
�
�
�
�

(�2k � s)

(�2k � s0)

(�2k� 1 � s0)

(�2k� 1 � s)

�
�
�
�
�

�

�

(A5)

with thephaseshift22

� = � arctan
V3

�
+ ��(� �) (A6)

with � theHeavyside step function and

� = 1� V1tan� +
1

4

�

1+ tan2�
��

V
2

1 � V
2

3

�

(A7)

with � related totheshorttim ebehaviorofGo (thepropagatorofH o)includingtheexistence

ofbound statesand particle-hole asym m etry14. Note thatthe extra �-function,which in

the pasthad often been ignored7;14 and was only recently introduced explicitly22 m akes �

de�ned between � �

2
and �

2
.

From Eq(A6) it becom es clear that although V1 m ay be form ally decoupled from the

im purity in thebosonized version oftheproblem (seeEq(53))itdoesrenorm alizetheexpo-

nent�.Thisleadsusto the conclusion thatindeed � isa non-universalquantity | notin

generalsim ply related to thephaseshiftsforscattering o� a staticim purity2.

M ore generally,since electron operatorsanti-com m ute,the am plitude form particlesis

a determ inantofG(si;s0j)term s
21 (see Eq(8)): detG

�

si;s
0
j

�

,where si and s0j are tim esat
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which the i-th 1-particle was created and the j-th 1-particle was annihilated,respectively.

Expanding thedeterm inant(overi,j)out,weget

detG
�

si;s
0
j

�

=

Q

i> j(si� sj)
Q

i> j(s
0
i� s0j)

Q

i;j(si� s0j)

Y

i

nY

k= 1

�
�
�
�
�

(�2k � si)

(�2k � s0i)

(�2k� 1 � s0i)

(�2k� 1 � si)

�
�
�
�
�

�

�

(A8)

W e can now bring thisin a form closerto Eq(73)ifwe introduce a num ber�i which is+1

forsi and -1 fors0i.Then,quoting theresultfortheclosed loop am plitude
7;21

exp

2

4

 
�

�

! 2
X

l> l0

(� 1)l+ l
0

lnj�l� �l0j

3

5 ; (A9)

and using Eq(A8),aftertaking thesquareofalltheabove am plitudesto takeinto account

thetwo channels(1,2),Znm becom es:

Znm (f�kg;fsig;f�jg)= exp

2

4+2

 
�

�

! 2 2nX

(l;l0)

(� 1)l+ l
0

lnj�l� �l0j

3

5

� exp

2

4+2
2mX

(k;k0)

�k�k0lnjsk � sk0j

3

5

� exp

"

� 2
�

�

2mX

k= 1

2nX

l= 1

(� 1)l�k lnjsk � �lj

#

(A10)

This is equivalent to Eq(73) if �

�
! Q o. The essentialreason for the appearance ofan

arctangentofthe potentialin Eq(A6)isbecause the singulare�ectsofhigherorderterm s

in V3 areincluded.Eq(A6)m akes� �nite even ifV3 isin�nite.Finally,from Friedel’ssum

rule,itwould seem that �

�
correspondsto the electronic screening charge m oved when the

im purity hops from site to site,thusQ o would be just thisscreening charge. One should

em phasize,howeverthatthiscorrectonly in the lim itoflarge site separation forwhich V2

issm alland � isnotappreciably renorm alized from the phase shifto� a static im purity at

oneofthetwo sites.

In conclusion,we have seen here that jQ oj�
1

2
,since � �

2
< � � �

2
. However this is

essentially equivalent with the results ofthis paper in which we have shown thatfor any

initialbare value ofQ o the m ost relevant process that willdom inate in delocalising the

im purity,istheonethathaschargeq with absolutevalue
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jqj= m in
n�Z

fj[Q o]j;j[Q o]� njg �
1

2
(A11)

with [Q o]the fractionalpart ofQ o (see discussion after Eq(81)). The physicalpicture

presented in this paper provides an intuitive way ofunderstanding why the branch of�

im plied by Eq(A6)isdom inant.Thiswasnotapparentin som eoftheearlierwork1;2;4;7;8;14

and isthesourceofsom eoftheerroneousclaim saboutparticlelocalization1;2.

A P P EN D IX B :

In thisAppendix,we show how the site problem can be analyzed generally in term sof

\channels" even in the absence ofany sym m etry except the equivalence ofthe two sites.

In addition,we willsee how bosonization in a representation in which no V2-like electron

hopping term can existwillstill,ifhandled carefully,yield term swhich play thesam erole.

Furtherm ore,thepossibility ofexchangeof\charge"between variouschannelswillbefound,

yielding another,albeitrelated way,thatchargescan bereduced,and localization im peded.

W econsidertheelectronicHam iltonianswith theim purity ateithersiteoneortwo,denoted

H 1 and H 2,and diagonalizeexactly thesym m etrized Ham iltonian

H S =
1

2
(H 1 + H 2): (B1)

ThefullHam iltonian isthen written as

H = H S + �zH A + � o�x (B2)

with theantisym m etric part

H A =
1

2
(H 1 � H2): (B3)

W ith ferm ion operatorsthatdiagonalize H S,we see thatneitherV2-norV1-like term scan

occur.Ateach energy,therewillbea countabledegeneratesetofscattering eigenfunctions

ofH S,which welabelbyk = �� �F ,settingvF = 1;and forthestatesthatareeven (e)under
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interchange 1 $ 2 we use a \channel" index � which we can choose laterforconvenience,

whileweusean index � fortheodd (o)states.Thus

H S =
X

k

X

�

kc
+

k�eck�e+
X

k

X

�

kc
+

k�ock�o (B4)

and theantisym m etric parthasthegeneralform

H A =
X

k;k0

��;�(k;k
0)
h

c
+

k�eck0�o+ h:c:
i

: (B5)

Sinceweareinterested in thebehaviorneartheFerm isurface,wecan chooselinearcom bi-

nationsoftheeven statesatk = 0 and likewise thek = 0 odd states,so that

��;�(0;0)= ���� (B6)

isdiagonalin �;�;then in thisrepresentation wecan denote� also by �.W enow form the

operators

	 �e(o)=
1

q

N e(o)

X

k

c�ke(o) (B7)

with appropriatenorm alization factorsN e(o) asin Eq(23),and de�ne

	 �1 =
1
p
2
(	 �e+ 	 �o)

	 �2 =
1
p
2
(	 �e� 	�o): (B8)

TheHam iltonian then takestheform

H = H S + �z
X

�

�

�

	 +

�1	 �1� 	+�2	 �2

�

+ �zM (B9)

wherethecorrectionterm M involvesthedeviationsof�from thediagonalform fork;k06= 0:

M =
X

k;k0

X

�;�0

(���0(k;k
0)� ����0)

�

c
+

k�eck0�0o + h:c:
�

: (B10)

Ifwebosonizethe	 �1;2 following theprescription used in Section II.B,then in theabsence

ofM ,theHam iltonian justtakesthesim pleform

H = � o�x +
X

�

H � (B11)
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with

H � = K � +
�
p
2�
�z
@��o(0)

@x
(B12)

where K � is the kinetic energy of the � bosons. W e then have for each channel� an

independentcharge

Q �o =
�o

�
; (B13)

so that23

�o =
X

�

Q
2

�o: (B14)

In theabsenceofM ,theparticlewould thusbelocalized if�o > 1.

Analysis ofthe form ofM ,shows,with the � basis chosen to vary slowly with k,the

existence ofform ally irrelevantterm slike

�z
@��o(0)

@x
cos

hp
2��o(0)

i

; (B15)

the @

@x
essentially arising from term sin M linearin k and k0.Underthecanonicaltransfor-

m ation thatelim inatesthe �z
@� �o(0)

@x
term sin Eq(B12),these willgenerate cos

hp
2��o(0)

i

term swhich are ofexactly the sam e form asthese thatwould have arisen from a V2 term

originally.Theseterm screateintegerchargeswhich can then com binewith theQ � charges

to givee�ectivechargesofQ � � n� with integern�.Becauseofthechoiceofthe� ferm ions,

theseterm snolongerhavequitetheinterpretation ofm ovingn� electronswith theim purity.

Physically,thisisquitesim ple:in thecorrectbasis,theelectronsdo notneed to bem oved,

they willdo so on theirown due to the change in the electronic partofH asthe im purity

m oves.

In addition to V2-liketerm s,term softheform

e
i
1
p
2
(� �e� � �0e)sin

 
��o
p
2

!

sin

 
��0o
p
2

!

(B16)

willalsobegenerated underthecanonicaltransform ation from ���0 term slinearin k.These

willcreate 1

2
chargesin theform erly-decoupled even channels.Forany pair�,�0,itcan be
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seen thatthee�ectivechargesquared ofcom biningthisprocesswith ahop hasacontribution

to �o from thesetwo pairsofeven and odd channelsof

�

Q � �
1

2

�2

+
1

4
+
�

Q �0 �
1

2

�2

+
1

4
: (B17)

Sincetheresulting contribution from each even-channelchargeis 1

4
,itcan beseen thatthe

e�ectivechargesquared ofeach channelcannot,in thegeneralcase,bereduced below 1

4
,i.e.

thesam eresultasin theabsenceofthechannelm ixing term s.Thereforetheseterm sdo not

changetheconclusion oftheearlierdiscussion.Nevertheless,thepresenceofchannelm ixing

term swillcom plicate the analysisofthe m any site problem and could perhapschange the

physicsin a spatially extended system .
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