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Abstract. For N interacting particles in a one din ensional random potential, we study the structure of
the corresponding network in H ibert space. T he states w ithout interaction play the role of the \sites".
T he hopping tem s are iInduced by the interaction.W hen the one body states are localized, we num erically

nd that the set of directly connected \sites" is m ultifractal. For the case of two interacting particls,
the fractal din ension associated to the second m om ent of the hopping temm is shown to characterize the
G oden rule decay of the non interacting states and the enhancem ent factor of the localization length.

PACS. 05454 b Theory and m odels of chaotic system s { 7215Rn Quantum Ilocalization { 7130+ h
M etaldnsulator transitions and other electronic transitions

The wave functions of one particle In a random po-—
tential have been extensively studied. In two din ensions
w ithin the localization dom ains [L] the large uctuations
of their am plitudes have a m ultifractal character. In one
dim ension, the elastic m ean free path 1and the localiza—
tion length L; colncide, preventing a single one particle
wave function to be m ultifractal over a signi cant range
of scales. T he description of the correlations existing be—
tween the localized eigenstates is m ore di cul. This is
quite unfortunate, since a local twobody interaction re—
organizes the non interacting electron gas in a way which
depends on the spatial overlp of (four) di erent one par-
ticle states.W hen one w rites the N -body H am ittonian in
the basis built out from the one particle states (eigenba—
sis w ithout interaction), this overlap detem ines the in—
teraction m atrix elem ents, ie. the hopping tem s of the
corresponding network in H ibert space. In thiswork, we
num erically study the distribution ofthe hopping tem s in
one din ension, when the one body states are localized. Tt
has been observed 2] that this distrdbution is broad and
non G aussian.W e give here num erical evidence that this
distribution is m ultifractal. M oreover, since the obtained
R enyidin ensionsdo not depend on L;, sin plepower law s
descrbe how the m om ents scale with the characterdstic
length L; of the one body problem . Shce the m ain ap-—
plications we consider (G olden rule decay of the non in—
teracting states, enhancem ent factor of the localization
length for two interacting particles) depend on the square
of the hopping tem s, we are m ainly Interested by the
scaling ofthe second m om ent.Fora sizeL. L, we show
that, contrary to previous assum ptions, the N body eigen—
states w thout interaction directly coupled by the square
of the hopping tem s have not a density of the order of

the twobody density , @1) / L%, but a sm aller density

€ L)/ Li'T? Thedimension f( (@= 2)) ( 15
forhopping tem s involving fourdi erent onebody states)
characterizes the fractal set 0f N -body eigenstates w ith-
out interaction which are directly coupled by the square
of the hopping tem s.

W e consider N electrons described by an Ham ilttonian
Including the kinetic energy and a random potential, plus
a twobody interaction:

X X
H = dd +U

o d,dsdd. @

The operators d* (d ) create (destroy) an electron in
a one body eigenstate j > of soin .Notihg n) the
am plitude on site n of the state j > w ih energy , the
Interaction m atrix elem ents are proportional to the Q
given by:

®)

Q = @)

n
pT hJs com es from the assum thon that the Interaction
u n#cn# n"cn" Js]ocaLThec " (]9, ) create (destroy)
an ekectron on thesiten and d* = | (@)d .W hen
U = 0, the Ham iltonian is diagonal in the basis built
Oblt ﬁ:om the one particke states, and the N body states
( 13 . P >) can be thought as the \sites" w ith en-

il , of a certain network which is not de ned
In the real space, but in the N body H ibert space.W hen
U 6 0, di erent \sites" can be directly connected by o —
diagonal interaction m atrix elem ents. T herefore, one can

map [B]this com plex N -body problem onto an A nderson
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localization problem de ned on a particularnetw ork in the
N -body H ibert space. Since the interaction is two body,
only the \sites" di ering by two quantum num bers can be
directly coupled. T his restriction w ill not m atter @] for
N = 2 and (under certain approxin ations) m ay yield a
Cayky tree topology [B] for the resulting network, ifN is
large. W e study the additional restrictions com ing from

one body dynam ics.

W e summ arize a few evaluationsofthe second m om ent
@@= 2) ofQ w hich have been previously used.Case ():
T he one body H am iltonian is describbed by random m atrix
theory RM T). T he statistical invariance under orthogo—
naltransom ationsO M ) Inpliessthath@Q )?1i 1=M 3
where M is the number of one body states. Case (ii):
The system is a disordered conductor of conductance
g. An estimate [B] based on perturbation theory gives
h@Q )?i/ (=g) 2. Since the one particle mean level
spacihg / 1=M , this perturbative result concides w ith
the previousRM T results if one takesM &% .M oreover,
it is valid only if all the one particle states appearing in
Eg.@) are taken from a sequence of g consecutive levels
In energy. O therw ise, Q can be neglected. Case (iii):
The system is a disordered insulator. Shepelyansky K]
In his st study of the two interacting particles (TIP),
assumes a RM T behavior for the M = L com ponents
of the wave function inside the localization dom ain, and
neglects the exponentially sn all com ponents outside this
domain. W hen the dimension d = 1, one gets a tem
© ) 1=L} orthetemscouplinga TIP state j >
to L? TP states j > .Thisestinate org < 1 diers
from the one valid when g > 1 under two in portant as—
pects: not only M L¢ instead of g?, but the condition
for a Jarge hopping is entirely di erent. In the insulator, a
large hopping tem is not given by four one particle states
close in energy, but by four states close in real space, ie.
located inside the sam e localization dom ain. P onom arev
and Silvestrov have criticized [] this estim ate, using an
approxin ate description of a localized state for weak dis—
order. T hey note that the density of TIP states coupled
by the Interaction is sensbly sn aller.

Foram oreaccurate study ofQ  in onedin ension,we
consider a spin independent one particle Anderson tight
binding m odelw ith L sites and nearest neighbor hopping
o 1). The on-site potentials V, are taken at random
in the interval W W ] and the boundary conditions are
periodic. L; is estin ated from the weak disorder formula
Li 25=W ? .The® Jare calulated using Eq.() and
num ericaldiagonalization ofthe one particle H am ilttonian.
Q ,for xed and isa two-din ensionalob fct which
isnot de ned in the real2d space, but In the space oftwo
one particle quantum numbers and .Those statesj >
(@and j > ) can be ordered In di erent ways: @) spectral
ordering by increasing eigenenergy, () spatial ordering
by the location n  oftheirm axin um am plitude, from one
side ofthe sam ple to the other, (c) m om entum ordering if
W = 0.Letusnote that ordering () becom esm eaningfiil
only in the localized regine L > L).

W e rst study the m atrix elem ent Q . o Character-
izing two electrons w ith opposie spins in the sam e state
J o > hopping to an arbitrary state j > .Hopping isvery
unlikely over scales larger than L; . The Lf large values of
the hopping tem are concentrated inside a square of size
L?, as shown in Figl for a given sam plke using ordering
() and a rainbow color code.F igl is not hom ogeneously
colored, but exhibits a com plex pattem which rem Inds us
another bidin ensionalob gct: the one particle w ave func-
tion in a two din ensionaldisordered lattice. T his suggests
usto analyze its uctuationsas forthe 2d onebody states,
and to check if this pattem is not the signature ofa mul-
tifractal structure.
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Fig.1l. § , ,Jwith j o > taken In thebuk (n , = 50) ofa

sam ple of size L = L; = 100. Spatial ordering (). T he color
code goes from red (sm allvalue) to violt (large value) through
yellow , green and blue.

In analogy w ith the 2d one body problm , we do not
expect that this m ultifractality w illbe valid in the whole
( ; ) Hibert space, but only In a lim ited but param etri-
cally large dom ain.

W e proceed as usual (see references [6,7]) forthemul-
tifractalanalysis.ForL; and L. xed, we divide the plane
(; ) Into @=D)? boxes of size D and we calculate the

ensam ble averaged function for di erent values of g
0 1

NXoxes X
L, P

IL,0)= e €))
; 2box;

i=1

The existence of a mulifractal m easure de ned In the
( ; )plane by the interaction m atrix elem ents is estab—
lished In the next gures. In Fig2, a single sam plk has
been used and power aws I, 0) / D @ are obtained
overm any orders ofm agniude for di erent valies of q.

T he lin its of validity ofthese power law s are shown in
Fi. 3.
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Fig. 2. Power laws showng that Fig. 1 corresponds to a
m ultifractalm easure in the ( ; ) two din ensionalplane.I4 0O )
are calculated for a single sample with L; = L = 2500. o in
the buk of the spectrum . The states j i and i are ordered by
Increasing eigenergy (ordering a). T he dashed line corresponds
to the RM T prediction (case (i)).

On the kft side, spatial ordering (o) or di erent val-
ues of L; is used for the states ( ; ). One can see that
I,0)/ D @, frscalesl< D < Lj,as hdicated by the
arrow s. The lower scale is given by the lattice spacing of
the b ;n ) network in H ibert space. T he upper scale L;
isthe lJargest scale com patible w ih a spatialoverlap ofthe
states and , fora xed .Thismeansthat themulti-
fractality of the interaction m atrix elementsQ |~ in the
two din ensional H ibert space ( ; ) has the sam e para—
m etrically large range of validiy as the one body wave
fiunction [1] in two dinensions (scak 1< D < L;).Here,
m ultifractality is valid for L? m atrix elem ents as m ulti-
fractality is valid in the 2d one body problem brL% sites.

On the right side of Fig. 3 spectral ordering (a) is
used for the sam e sam ples, giving the sam e power law s
as wih ordering (o), Inside the corresponding energy
range ( (L 1) < D (L) < 1) Indicated by the arrows.

) / x ! is the level spacing of a segm ent of size x,
and 1 isthe band w idth.The exponents (q) are lndepen—
dent of the ordering when L > L; (ie.when the ordering
) becom esm eaningfiil) and the snall uctuations from
sam ple to sam ple are ram oved by ensem ble averaging.

T he corresponding R enyidim ensions

d@ @=@ 1)

are shown In Fig. 4 ordi erent L. and L, using ordering
(@) and ensem ble averaging.

For an n nie L, (Mo disorder), the eigenstates are
planewavesofmomentum k and Q 6 0 only ifk +
k k k = 0.Thisgivesd() = 2andd(@> 0)= 1wih
ordering (c).The din ensions calculated w ith ordering (@)

1,(D)

Fig. 3.

Left: Spatial ordering (). I, 0 ) for P
o In the buk of the spectrum and for L; (ndicated by the

s oJwih
arrow s) = 25;200;2500 L = 2500.The power law behaviors
are obtained for a given sampl if 1 D L;.Right: Same
sam ples using spectral ordering (@). T he arrow s indicates the
lower scales associated to (L 1).The power law s are valid for
L=L, D L.

are close to this Iim it. Fora nite L, d(q) goes from the
clean lim it (L << L) to an L;-independent regin e when
L >> L;. In the crossover regine (L L,) the d(@
depend on Li;. In the Imit L >> L, the d(@ (using
orderings @) or ()) do not depend on L and L;. For
0< g 3

da@ 2 g

wih a slpe 0435. The L ;-independence of is

shown in the nsert ofFig.4 forL; L up to L; = 600.
A mulifractal distribution has scaling behavior de-

scribed by the f ( )-spectrum , given by the relations:

@ = _q and £( @)= @u @: )
W e obtain
f(@ 2 g ()
for g 3, ie. a parabolic shape £() = 2 ( 2

)2=@4 ) around the maxinum 2+ .W e have mahnly
studied the st positive m om ents, since we are m ainly
Interested by £ ( (= 2)). Indeed, when one uses Femm i
golden rule to calculate the interaction-induced decay of
a non-interacting state, one needs to know the density of
states directly coupled by the second moment (@ = 2)
of the hopping tem . The fractal din ension of the sup—
port of this densiy is given by £ ( (= 2)).For greater
values of g, there are deviations around the parabolic ap—
proxim ation, indicating deviations around sin ple lognor-
m al distributions. From a study of the large and an all



4 X avier W aintal, Jean-Louis P ichard: T IP I:M ulifractality of the interaction m atrix elem ents

Fig.4. d(@ wih o inthebulk ofthe spectrum using ordering
(@) and after ensemble averaging. Filled symbols: L = 240
and L; = 1 (diam onds), 25:10% (circles) and 2500 (squares).
Open symbols:L; = 70 and L = 960 (diam onds), 480 (circles)
and 240 (squares).Insert:the slope (L 1) showing thatd(q) is
disorder independent forg 3 and L; < L.

values of ¥ |  J one can obtain d(q ! 1).We nd
d+1 )= 133andd( 1 )= 315, giving the lin its ofthe
support of £ ().

W e have also checked that our results for Q9 | | do
not depend on the chosen ( and studied the generalcase
where j > and j > arenot the same.In Fig. 5, one can
see that theQ | | studied fordi erent o give the same
curves d (g) . Usihg energy ordering (@) and in posing an
energy sgparation j > (L 1) In oxder to have a
good overlp between the xed states and , we nd
also power law behaviors for I; 0 ). The corresponding
dim ensions d(g) are given in Fig. 5, characterized by a
slope

(6 ) 0:065:

(= )=2

T herefore, the m ultifractal character of Q is less pro—
nounced when j >6 j >, but ram ains relevant.

So far, we have discussed the hopping tem s of the
generalN -body problem .W e now discusshow our resuls
m odify previous assum ptions for two interacting parti-
cles (TIP).A s pointed out by Shepelyansky, the interac—
tion induced hopping m ixes nearby In energy T IP states
j >=d"d.P>.Thedecay width [B,9,10]ofa TIP
state 3 >, buil out from two one particle states local
ized w ithin L, can be estin ated using Fermm igolden rule.
Ifone assumesRM T wave functions inside L; for the one
particle states, (case (iii)) the Q UL,”” couple
theTIP statej > toalltheTIP statesj > insideL ;.
A round the band center, they have a density , (L;) / L?

2.0

d(a)
-

Fig.5. d() calculated forL; = 70 and L = 240 using ordering
(@). The Iled symbols correspond to = = o, averaged
over 10 consecutive o chosen in various parts ofthe spectrum :

down triangle (130 0 140), square (120 0 130),
diam ond (145 0 155) and up trianglk (170 0 180).
Em pty sym bols correspond to the case #$ is xed and
d(q) is averaged fora few 6 :circle ( = 100;123
133), cross ( = 80;123 133) and plus (101 112
and 123 133)
and Fem igolden rule gives
2 U2
E 0/ —= 2@L1)= — (6)
TERERE A

. W e have shown that all the TIP states which can be
coupled by the interaction w ithin the localization dom ains
are not equally coupled. Since the square of the hopping
term sappears in the G olden rule, ourm ultifractalanalysis

gives a reduced e ective TP density § / Li' ‘T2

which should replace the total TIP density 2 Li1). The
resulting expression
U2t @20
/ Fh - )

can be com pared to the direct num erical evaluation:

X

=u? D F( + ) @®)

ofthe G olden rule decay.

In Fig.6,we show forthreedi erent sizesL. how the de—
cay rate num erically calculated using E g.(8) depends
onlL,;,oraTIP state j > where istaken in thebulk
of the spectrum . From Fig4, one gets (2) 1:52 and

(2) 169,andEqg.@)givesf( (@= 2)) 135.Forthis
value, one can see in Fig.6 that Eq.(7) and Eq.(8) give In—
deed the sam e L;-dependence. T his cbserved L11:65 law
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Fig. 6. (L1) Por three di erent sizes L . D ashed line:y =

255L, % .Doted Ine:y= 05L, *

clearly di ers from theLl1 law mnplied by the RM T as-
sum ption (case (iii)).W e can also see that does not
depend on L when L, < L, since there are no signi cant
hopping tem s for range larger than Lj .

A nother Interesting issue is the enhancem ent ofthe lo-
calization length L,, which is induced by the interaction
and characterizes a restricted set of T IP stateswhich have
a su cient overlap to be re-organized by a local nterac—
tion [11,12].U sing the T houlessblock scaling analysis [13],
one nds £ / ( U=L™ ,(@L1))?. Ifthe density , (L1)
of states coupled by the interaction is the totalTIP den-—
sity for a size L, one nds the origihal estin ate [4,13]
L, / L?.The multifiactality yields a reduced e ective

density § / Li'‘“?’ instead ofthe total TP density.
Since the contrdbution of TP states j > wih 6
dom lnates, weuse £( 2)) = 15valdwhen €6 and
we nd L, / Li®.This L;-dependence is in agreem ent
w ith recent num erical results [2,14]. So there is an en—
hancem ent, though weaker than the original estim ate #]
L, / L%),due to them ultifractaldistribution ofthe hop—
pihg tem s.

In summ ary, we have studied how one particle dy-
nam ics (one dim ensional localization) can a ect them any
body problem through non trivial properties of the dis-
tribution of the twobody Interaction. In a clean system,
one has £ ( )) = 1 and the densiy of states which are
e ectively coupled by the interaction is the one particle
density 1 / L. The disorder, as it is well known, en—
hancesthe e ect ofthe Interaction, since the e ective den—
sty ¢ /LI'® ,with1< £((@=2<2®HrL=1L;.
T his enhancem ent of the density of states coupled by the
Interaction inside a system of size L, is nevertheless
an aller than the one ( 5 / Lf) given by fully chaotic one
body states Inside their localization dom ains. In a sec—
ond paper [15], a study of the TIP spectral uctuations
w ill be presented, show ing that statistics is critical (@s or
the one body spectrum at a m obility edge) if U is large
enough, acoom panied by m ultifractalw avefiinctions in the

TIP elgenbasis or U = 0.In a third paper [16], a study
of the dynam ics of a T IP wave packet w ill be presented,
show ing that the center ofm ass exhibits anom alousdi u—
sion between L; and L, . T hese three studies provide con—
sistent and com plem entary observations supporting our
clain :multifractality and criticality are relevant concepts
fora TIP system with on site interaction in one dim en—
sion. O ur results go beyond the TP problem and show
that oversin pli ed twobody random interaction m atrix
models [17,18,19]which ignorem ultifractality in the hop—
pihg cannot properly describe the m any body quantum
m otion in Anderson insulators.

W e are indebted to S. N . Evangelou for very usefiil
com m ents.

References

1.V I.Falko and K B. E ftov, Euro. Phys. Lett. 32, 627
(1995); PhysRevB 52, 17413 (1995).
2. K .Frahm , A .M ullerG roeling, J-L .P ichard and D .W ein—
m ann, Europhys. Lett. 31, 169 (1995).
3. B L.A Xkshulr, Y .Gefen, A .Kam enev, and L S. Levitov,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 2803 (1997).
4. D .L.Shepelyansky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 2067 (1994).
5. IV .Ponom arev and P G .Silvestrov,Phys.Rev.B 56,3742
(1997).
6. G .Paladin and A .Vulpiani, Phys. Rep 156, 147 (1987).
7. T C.Halsey,M H .Jensen, L P.Kadano , I.P rocaccia and
B I.Shraim an, Phys. Rev A 33, 1141 (1986).
8. Ph.Jacquod and D .L. Shepelyansky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75,
3501 (1995).
9. D . W einm ann and J-L .P ichard, Phys.Rev. Lett. 77, 1556
(1996) .
10. D . W elnmann, J-L. Pichard and Y. Imxry, J. Phys. 1.
France 7 1559 (1997).
11. F.von Oppen, T .W ettig and J. M uller, Phys. Rev. Lett.
76,491 (1996).
12.D. W einm ann, A . M ullerG roeling, J-L. Pichard and
K .Frahm , Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 1598 (1995).
13. Y . Im ry, Europhys. Lett. 30, 405 (1995).
14. P.H .Song and D oochulK in , cond-m at 9705081 (1997).
15. X . W aintal, D . W einm ann and J-L. P ichard, cond-m at
9801134.
16. S.de Toro Aras, X .W aintaland J-L.P ichard, In prepa-
ration.
17. O . Bohigas and J. F ores, Phys. Lett. 34B, 261 (1971);
35B, 383 (1971).
18. V.V .Flambaum ,F .M . Izrailev and G .C asati, Phys. Rev.
E 54,2136 (1996).
19. Ph.Jacquod and D .L. Shepelyansky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 79,
1837 (1997).



