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Abstract

W e propose a unifying theory forboth the integraland fractionalquantum

Hallregim es.Thistheory reconcilesthe Finkelstein approach to localization

and interaction e�ectswith thetopologicalissuesofan instanton vacuum and

Chern-Sim onsgauge theory. W e elaborate on the m icroscopic originsofthe

e�ective action and unravela new sym m etry in the problem with Coulom b

interactionswhich we nam e F -invariance.Thissym m etry hasa broad range

ofphysicalconsequenceswhich willbe the m ain topic offuture analyses. In

the second halfofthispaperwe com pute the response ofthe theory to elec-

trom agnetic perturbationsat a tree levelapproxim ation. This is applicable

to the theory ofordinary m etals as wellas the com posite ferm ion approach

to the halfinteger e�ect. Fluctuations in the Chern-Sim onsgauge �eldsare

found to bewellbehaved only when the theory isF -invariant.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Itiswellknown thatthequantum Halle�ectexistsonly dueto thepresenceofrandom

im purities1. Although one usually prefers to think in term s ofthe pure incom pressible

statesalone,the random im puritiesproblem in allitsgenerality opensup a Pandora’sbox

ofconcepts and com plex analyses. The integralquantum Hallregim e is the sim plest and

m ostwidely studied exam ple.Theadvancesm adein this�eld havein factvery littleto do

with theLandau quantization ofpurestatesthatoneoriginally startsoutfrom 1.Actually,

whatisreally needed istopologicalideasin quantum �eld theory (instanton vacuum 2;3)in

order to establish a unifying renorm alization theory forthe m any unrelated experim ental

phenom ena thatare observed in the laboratory4. Som e exam ples ofthese phenom ena are

weak localization in weak m agnetic�eldsand higherLandau levels5,thequantization ofthe

Hallconductance in strong m agnetic �elds1,the (critical)plateau transitionswhich occur

usuallyin theLandau band centers6;7,theproblem ofspin unresolved Landau levelsetc.The

problem thatneedsto beaddressed ischaracterized by a rich variety ofdi�erentcross-over

length scales,whereasdetailed experim entsareoften di�culttointerpretduetothelim ited

rangeavailablein tem peratureand sam ple-speci�cproperties(longrangeversusshortrange

disorder4 etc.).

To date,thePandora’sbox oftheintegralquantum Hallregim eistheonly onethathas

been opened. Forthe fractionalquantum Hallregim e,which isbelieved to be a strongly

correlated phenom enon,theim purity problem hasnotyeteven been form ulated!Ourtheo-

reticalunderstandinghasnotprogressed beyond thatofthepopularlystudied incom pressible

purestatesasinitiated by Laughlin8.

Nevertheless,there has been a long standing quest fora unifying theory which would

com bine the basic e�ects ofdisorder and strong correlation into a single renorm alization

group 
ow diagram ofthe conductances9. The originalattem pts m ade in this direction

were solely m otivated by the experim ents which seem ed to indicate thatthe integraland

fractionale�ectshavevery sim ilarcom m on features.

In thispaper,and othersthatfollow,wewilllay thefoundation and constructthem uch

soughtafterunifying theory.However,form ulation ofthisunifying theory heavily relieson

advances m ade in the recent literature on the fractionaland integer quantum Halle�ect.

In particular,we refer to the analysis oflocalization and interaction m ade by two ofthe

authors10,in which Finkelstein’se�ective sigm a m odeltheory11 wasextended by including

topologicale�ects (instanton vacuum )10. In this work it was shown that the interacting

electron gassharesm any ofthebasicfeatureswhich werepreviously found forfreeelectrons,

nam ely asym ptotic freedom in two dim ensions and non-perturbative renorm alization by

instantons.Theseresultsputthetopologicalconceptofan instanton vacuum in an entirely

di�erent perspective ofm any body theory,the consequences ofwhich have yet rem ained

largely unexploited. Secondly,there is the Chern-Sim ons gauge �eld approach12{18 which

im plicitly carriesoutJain’scom positeferm ion ideas19 and m apsthefractionalquantum Hall

e�ectonto theintegrale�ect.W earespeci�cally interested in theferm ionic Chern-Sim ons

theory14,since the basic starting form ulation (the ferm ionic path integral)isthe only one

suitable for analyzing disorder e�ects and,in particular,the above m entioned instanton

vacuum concept.

The e�ective action proposed in thispaperessentially extendsthe Finkelstein theory11
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to include the topologicale�ects ofan instanton vacuum as wellas Chern-Sim ons gauge

theory. As one ofthe principalfeatures ofour theory we shallshow that m ost ofthe

presently accum ulated knowledge on the quantum Hallregim e can be derived from our

e�ective action by considering the extrem e lim itsofweak and strong coupling only. M ore

speci�cally,thetheoryin weakcouplingdescribesthecom positeferm ion approach tothehalf

integrale�ect.Thiswillbethem ain subjectin thesecond halfofthispaper.Thetheory in

strongcoupling on theotherhand describestheJain seriesforfractionalquantization ofthe

Hallconductance20 and also providesa m icroscopic theory ofdisordered chiraledge states

which generalizes and extends the previously introduced Luttinger liquid description for

edgestateswithoutdisorder21.Subsequentpaperswillreportthestrong coupling e�ects22.

Itisinteresting tonotethatthephysicsofboth weak and strongcoupling isessentially a

perturbativephenom enon from theinstantonvacuum pointofview.Nevertheless,ourresults

clearly show thatoure�ectiveaction can beused toestablish am uch m oream bitioustheory

forthe quantum Halle�ect. Itis possible to address and investigate the consequences of

the renorm alizability (both perturbative and non-perturbative) ofthe theory25. Further,

this willprovide the necessary inform ation on the globalphase structure ofthe quantum

transportproblem in thepresenceofrandom im purities.

In thispaperwe m ainly explain the m icroscopic originsofthe e�ective action thatwe

proposeastheunifying theory forboth integraland fractionalquantum Hallregim es.The

analysispresented islargelybased on theinsightswehaveaccum ulated byextensively study-

ing the free electron renorm alization theory ofthe integrale�ect. W e willtherefore refer

to thisanalysis3;1 throughoutthecourse ofthiswork.A second im portantreference which

has been criticalin m otivating this work is the above m entioned renorm alization group

analysis oflocalization and interaction e�ects in the quantum Hallregim e10. During the

courseofthisanalysiswebecam eawareoftheincom pletenatureofFinkelstein’spioneering

work on the subject.Oneofthem ajorcom plicationsin Finkelstein’sapproach istheU(1)
electrodynam ic gaugeinvarianceofthetheory.Forexam ple,no transparentand consistent

way existsforintroducing externalvectorand scalarpotentialsand/orChern-Sim onsgauge

�elds.Subsequently thispreventsonefrom using thistheory asa m icroscopicapproach for

thefractionalHalle�ect.

In order to construct a unifying theory we start out (Section II) by considering the

ferm ionic path integralin M atsubara frequency representation. W e then analyze in a step

bystep m annerboth thelow energyexcitationsin theproblem (Q-�elds)and theU(1)gauge
invariance. Upon perform ing thisexercise,we �nd thatthe U(1)generatorsforthe gauge
�elds and those for the Q-�elds cover distinctly di�erent sectors in M atsubara frequency

space,which naively appearto be com pletely disconnected. Assum ing thisto be true,one

would noteven considerusing thee�ectiveaction approach.However,thesetwo apparently

distinctaspectsareintegrallyrelated tooneanotherviaW ard identities(obtained from local

U(N )� U(N )sym m etry)25.In orderto establish thisrelationship,severalconceptssuch as
‘sm allness’ofthe Q-�elds and ‘F -algebra’are introduced. These concepts are absolutely

necessary forhandling the U(1) gauge invariance ofthe problem . Additionally,they also

elucidateahidden sym m etry in theFinkelstein action which haspreviously goneunnoticed.

The sym m etry we unravelhas far reaching consequences and plays a criticalrole in the

developm entofthe unifying theory. W e term thissym m etry asF -invariance since we will

befrequently referring to itin therestofthiswork.
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One ofthe im portantconsequences forordinary m etalsisthatthe nature ofquantum

transportfundam entally changes depending on the length scale being considered. Atdis-

tancesshortrelativetotheDebijescreeninglength,transportisfreeparticlelikeand conser-

vation lawsaregoverned by Einstein’srelation between conduction and di�usion.Atlarge

distances,however,them etalisnolongerdi�usiveand theinternally generated electric�eld

due to the Coulom b interactionsentersinto the transportequations. Ourtheory provides

theseresultsby considering thegaugeinvariantresponseatthetreelevel(Section IIE).

Finally,in Section IV weincludetheChern-Sim onsstatisticalgauge�eldsin theaction.

Asa �rststep towardsdescribing thefractionalHallregim e,weconsiderthe� = 1=2 state.
In thiscaseitissu�cientto work with thestatisticalgauge�eldsand external�eldsin the

tree levelapproxim ation. Additionally,we com pute the contribution ofthe Chern-Sim ons

gauge �eldsto the speci�c heat. Forthe problem with Coulom b interactionswe �nd that

the singularity structure ofthe theory is not m odi�ed. This then dem onstrates that the

com posite ferm ion approach to the halfintegrale�ect is free ofinfrared trouble. On the

other hand,for a system with �nite range electron-electron interactions com plications do

arise.Theseaspectsarefurtherdiscussed in Section IV C.

W eend thispaperwith a conclusion (Section V).

II.Q -FIELD FO R M A LISM ;T H E FER M IO N IC PAT H IN T EG R A L

A .Introduction

W eareinterested inthedisorderaverageofthelogarithm ofthegrandcanonicalpartition

function Z,

Z = tre�(�N �H ) (2.1)

with � theinversetherm alenergy,� = (kBT)�1 ,� thechem icalpotential,N thenum berof

electronsand H the totalenergy ofthe system . W e considera system oftwo-dim ensional

electronsinarandom potentialV (~x)andastaticm agnetic�eld B pointingalongthepositive

z-axis. W e work in units where alllengths are expressed in term s ofthe m agnetic length

‘=
q

2�h

eB
and where�h= 1,e= 1.In theseunits,theelectron m assm hasthedim ension ofan

inverse energy,whilethestaticm agnetic�eld and thevectorpotentialaredim ensionless,

m = m SI� ‘2=�h2 ; ~A = ~A SI� e‘=�h: (2.2)

W e write the vectorpotentialas ~A st+ ~A,where the static partsatis�esr � ~A st = B~ez and
~A represents the quantum 
uctuations. In the units chosen above,the m agnetic �eld is

norm alized toB = 2.The
uctuationsin thescalarpotentialaredenoted by A 0.In thepath

integralform ulation,thepartition function foroursystem iswritten in thefollowing way

Z =

Z

D [�  ;A �]e
S[� ; ;A �] (2.3)

S[� ; ;A �]=

Z �

0

d�
Z

d2x � (~x;�)[� @� + iA �(~x;�)+ � � H (~x)� V (~x)] (~x;�)

� 1

2

Z
�

0

d�
Z

d2xd2x0 � (~x;�) (~x;�)U0(~x;~x
0)� (~x0;�) (~x0;�): (2.4)

4



Here,the  and � are Grassm ann variables de�ned on the im aginary tim e interval� 2

[0;�],with theferm ionicantiperiodicity condition  (~x;�)= �  (~x;0).TheA� areordinary
integration variableswith thebosonicboundary condition A �(~x;�)= A�(~x;0).TheU0(~x;~x0)
istheCoulom b interaction and H isadi�erentialoperatoractingtotheleftand totheright

H = 1

2m

 
� � ~�; (2.5)

where� isthecovariantderivative,

~� = � i~r � ~A st� ~A;
 
�= i

 

r � ~A st� ~A: (2.6)

TheCoulom b term isquarticin the�elds .W egetrid ofthisquarticform by perform inga

Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation,introducing an extra path integration overa bosonic

�eld �(~x;�),the‘plasm on �eld’,

exp� 1

2

Z

d�d2xd2x0 �  (~x)U0(~x;~x
0)�  (~x0)/ (2.7)

Z

D [�]exp
�

� 1

2

Z

d�d2xd2x0�(~x)U �1
0 (~x;~x0)�(~x0)+ i

Z

d�d2x ��  
�

:

Here U �1
0 stands for the m atrix inverse ofU0. In order to �nd the disorder average lnZ

we use the wellknown replica trick3;1. In the path integralform alism thisam ountsto the

introduction ofreplicated �elds � �; �;��;A �
� with � = 1;� � � ;Nr. The quantities �,�,V

and A st
� areidenticalin allreplicas.Thereplicated partition function isgiven by

Z =

Z N rY


= 1

D [� 
 
;�
;A 

�]exp

N rX

�= 1

Z �

0

d�
�Z

d2x � �[� @� + iA �
� + � � H� � V ] �

� 1

2

Z

d2xd2x0��(~x)U �1
0 (~x;~x0)��(~x0)+ i

Z

d2x �� � � �

�

: (2.8)

As a next step we perform a Fouriertransform from im aginary tim e � to M atsubara fre-

quencies. Since ferm ionic �elds are antiperiodic on the interval[0;�],while bosonic �elds
areperiodic,theallowed frequenciesfor ;� and A �;� are,respectively

!n =
2�

�
(n + 1

2
) (ferm ionic) ; �n =

2�

�
n (bosonic): (2.9)

with n integer.W ede�netheFouriertransform ed �eldsby

 �(�)=
1X

n= �1

 �
ne

�i! n � ; � �(�)=
1X

n= �1

� �
ne

+ i!n � (2.10)

��(�)=
1X

n= �1

��ne
�i� n � ; A �

�(�)=
1X

n= �1

(A �)
�
ne

�i� n �

which resultsin thefollowing form oftheaction

S = �
Z

d2x  y(i! + iÂ � + �̂ + î� � Ĥ � V̂ ) (2.11)

�
�

2

Z

d2xd2x0�y(~x)U �1
0 (~x;~x0)�(~x0): (2.12)

5



FIGURES

2
1
0
-1
-2
-3
-4

-4-3-2-13 2 1 0

3

l

k I
~

n

n

FIG .1. O urway ofpicturing a m atrix [� � � ]klin frequency space,and thestructureof
~In (n> 0).

Herewehaveused m atrix notation forcom bined replica and frequency indices,

 y(� � � ) =
X

nm ;��

� �
n(� � � )��

nm  
�
m : (2.13)

The ! isa unity m atrix in replica space,while in M atsubara space itisa diagonalm atrix

containing thefrequencies!n

(!)��nm = !n�
���nm : (2.14)

The‘hatted’quantitiesarede�ned according to

ẑ=
X

n;�

z�n ~I
�
n with (~I�n)

�


kl = �����
�k�l;n : (2.15)

The m atrix ~I�n isthe unitm atrix in the �’th replica space,while in M atsubara space itis

zero everywhere excepton the n’th diagonal,where itis1.The ~I�n-m atricesare extrem ely
im portant,because they willturn out to be the generators ofthe electrom agnetic U(1)
transform ations. But before we elaborate on this,let us �rst take the disorder average

ofthe replicated partition sum ,in analogy with what has been done in the free particle

form alism .Thisisdoneusing a Gaussian distribution fortherandom potentialV (~x),

Z =

Z

D [V ]P[V ]Z (2.16)

P[V ]/ exp

�

� 1

2g

Z

d2x V 2

�

:

Thisintegration leadsto a quarticterm in theaction oftheform ( y )2,which can bede-
coupled by m eansofa Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation,introducing herm itian m atrix

�eld variables eQ ��
nm (~x).Thepartition function now becom es

Z =

Z

D [�  ;eQ;�;A�]e
S[� ; ;eQ ;�;A �] (2.17)

S[� ; ;eQ;�;A�]= � 1

2g
Tr eQ 2 + �

Z

d2x  y[i! + iÂ � + �̂ � Ĥ + î� + ieQ ] 

� �

2

Z

d2xd2x0�y(~x)�(~x0)U �1
0 (~x;~x0) (2.18)

where the notation Tr stands for a trace over com bined replica and M atsubara indices

as wellas spatialintegration
R
d2x . Notice that the only di�erence with the previously

studied free particle case3 isthatwe work with a M atsubara frequency label,ratherthan

with advanced and retarded com ponentsalone.
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B .G auge invariance;tunneling density ofstates

A genericlocalU(1)gaugetransform ation on theferm ion �eldsand theelectrom agnetic
potentialshastheform

 �(~x;�)! ei�
� (~x;� ) �(~x;�) ; � �(~x;�)! e�i�

� (~x;� )� �(~x;�) (2.19)

A �
�(~x;�)! A��(~x;�)+ @��

�(~x;�)

with �� real-valued functionsperiodicin �.In frequency notation thisgaugetransform ation
iswritten asa unitary m atrix acting on thevector 

 ! eî� ;  y !  ye�î� (2.20)

Â i! Â i+ @i�̂ ; (A �)
�
n ! (A �)

�
n � i�n�

�
n: (2.21)

From (2.20)itisclearthatthe ~I-m atricesarethegeneratorsofgaugetransform ations.From
theirm ultiplication

~I�n ~I
�
m = ��� ~I�n+ m (2.22)

itisreadily seen thatthey span an abelian algebra,and thata gaugetransform ation indeed

actsin every replica channelseparately,asseen in (2.19).The eQ transform saccording to

eQ ! eî� eQe�î� : (2.23)

Thegaugeinvarianceoftheaction (2.18)iseasily checked:Firstofall,theplasm on �eld �
and thecom binations y eQ and  y areinvariant.Secondly,thefactthatthe ~I com m ute
leadstoe�î� r eî� = ir �̂,from which itfollowsthattheterm  yĤ  isalsoinvariant.Finally,

using thefollowing com m utation relation,

[~I�n ;!]= � �n ~I
�
n; (2.24)

incom bination with thetransform ationrule(2.21)forA �,we�ndthattheterm  y(i!+iÂ �) 
isalso invariant.In thepartition function (2.17),theintegration overferm ion �eldscan be

perform ed,yielding an e�ective action forthevariables eQ,A � and �,

S[eQ;�;A�]= � 1

2g
Tr eQ 2 + Tr ln[i! + iÂ � + �̂ � Ĥ + î� + ieQ ]

�
�

2

Z

d2xd2x0�y(~x)�(~x0)U �1
0 (~x;~x0): (2.25)

The gauge invariance ofthise�ective action isagain evident. W e only have to rewrite the

gaugetransform ed second term Tr ln[� � � + ieî� eQe�î� ]intoTr ln[e�î� (� � � )eî�+ ieQ]and repeat
theargum entsgiven above.

W e end thissection with an expression forthe one particle Green’sfunction G(�2� �1)
which entersthetunneling density ofstates,

G(�2 � �1)= h� �(~x;�2) 
�(~x;�1)i: (2.26)

In term softhe eQ-variablethisexpression iswritten as

7



heQ ��(�1;�2)i=
X

nm

e�i! n �1ei!m �2heQ ��
nm i: (2.27)

Thereaderm ay verify thatundera gaugetransform ation,theGreen’sfunction transform s

as

ei[�
� (�2)��

� (�1)]heQ ��(�1;�2)i (2.28)

asitshould.

C .Truncation offrequency space

1.‘Large’and ‘sm all’com ponents

W eproceedasinthefreeparticleanalysisandsplitthe eQ m atrixvariableinto‘transverse’

and ‘longitudinal’com ponents,

eQ = T�1 PT P = P y T 2 SU(2N 0): (2.29)

Here,P hasonly block-diagonalcom ponents in frequency space (i.e. P ��
nm isnonzero only

for!n � !m > 0)and T isa unitary rotation. 2N 0 isthe size ofthe M atsubara space tim es

thenum berofreplica channels,and representsthesizeofthe eQ-m atrix.

maxN

P
1

T

2Nmax

1 1

2Nmax

1

Q

FIG .2. Sketch ofthem atricesP ,T and Q in truncated frequency space (N m ax� N
0
m ax).

Thischange ofvariables(2.29)ism otivated by the saddlepointstructure ofthe theory

(2.25) in the absence of the �elds A �;� and at zero tem perature (i.e. !n ! 0). This

saddlepointcan bewritten as

eQ sp / T�1 �T ; � ��
nm = ����nm sgn(!n); (2.30)

indicating thatthe longitudinal
uctuationsP are the ‘m assive’com ponentsofthe theory

whereas the T-m atrix �elds are the lowest energy excitations (Goldstone m odes) in the

problem .Them annerin which (2.29)isgoing to beused isillustrated in Fig.2:weim pose

ontheT-rotationsacuto�N m ax inM atsubarafrequencyspace,such that1� N m ax � N 0
m ax.

Itisim portanttokeep in m ind thatworking with a�niteN m ax isjustacalculationaldevice

which willenable us to derive an e�ective action for the lowest energy excitations T by

form ally integrating out the m assive com ponents P (the latter can be done explicitly by

em ployingsaddlepointm ethods).Oncean e�ectiveaction fortheT-�eldshasbeen obtained,

8



wehaveto �nd som eprocedureby which thecuto� N m ax can besentto in�nity.Them ain

problem istoensurethatsuch aprocedureretainstheelectrodynam icU(1)gaugeinvariance
ofthe theory. W e willreturn to this problem at the end ofsection IID. A m ore form al

justi�cation ofthe ‘sm allness’concept is postponed untilsection IIE where we introduce

vectorand scalarpotentialsin thee�ective action.

2.F -invariance

In orderto beableto carry through theconceptof‘sm all’T-rotationsin a ‘large’M at-
subara frequency space,we shallneed to perform speci�c algebraic m anipulations which

(som etim es)willbereferred toby thenam eof‘F -algebra’.Toillustratethem eaning ofthis

algebra weshallnextderivethee�ectiveaction forthe�eldsT in thepresence ofCoulom b

interactions,butwithoutscalarand vectorpotentials.Thee�ective action isde�ned by

eSe� [T]/
Z

D [P;�]exp
�

� 1

2g
TrP 2 � �

2

Z

d2xd2x0�y(~x)U �1
0 (~x;~x0)�(~x0)

+Tr ln[i! + �̂ + î� � Ĥ + iT�1 PT]
�

: (2.31)

In two spatialdim ensions,theCoulom b interaction isin�nitely ranged.TheFouriertrans-

form isgiven by

U0(~q)/
Z

d2x e�i~q�~x

j~xj
/ j~qj�1 : (2.32)

From generalsym m etry considerations one can im pose two im portant conditions on the

actualform ofSe�[T].

1.The only localvariable on which Se�[T]can depend and which isconsistentwith the

sym m etriesoftheproblem isprecisely oftheform of eQ sp (2.30),

Q = T�1 �T: (2.33)

Herethem atricesareallacting in ‘large’frequency spaceofsize2N 0
m ax� 2N0

m ax.The

T-rotationsare e�ectively ‘sm all’(2N m ax� 2Nm ax with N m ax � N 0
m ax)asdepicted in

Fig.2.

2.The e�ective action m ustbe invariantunderglobal(i.e. spatially independent) ‘W -

rotations’:

Se�[Q]= Se�[W 0QW
�1
0 ] with W 0 = expi

X

n;�

��nI
�
n; (2.34)

wherethem atrix I�n standsfor
~I�n truncated to size2N 0

m ax� 2N0
m ax.

The statem ent (2.34),which is exact in the lim it N 0
m ax! 1 ,can easily be derived from

(2.31)by using theinvarianceoftheTrln underunitary transform ations.Thisam ountsto

a spatially independentshiftoftheplasm on �eld � insidetheTrln according to

9



��n(~x)! ��n(~x)+ (@��)
�
n: (2.35)

Thisshiftcan beabsorbed in arede�nition of� provided thattheinteraction U0 isin�nitely

ranged (i.e.U �1
0 (~q)! 0 asj~qj! 0),asconsidered here.The‘F -invariance’of(2.34)playsa

very specialrolein theproblem .Noticethat(2.34)actually standsfora globalU(1)gauge
transform ation and isdirectly related to thestatem entofm acroscopicchargeconservation.

Thefar-reaching consequencesofthisstatem entwereunderstood �rstby Finkelstein.

3.E�ective action

W ewillproceed by presenting Se� in an F -invariantm annerasfollows27

Se�[Q]= S�[Q]+ SF[Q]+ SU[Q]: (2.36)

The�rstterm ,S�,isprecisely thenonlinear� m odelaction in thepresenceoftheinstanton

term ,

S�[Q]= � 1

8
�0xxTr(r Q)

2 + 1

8
�0xyTr"ijQ@iQ@jQ (2.37)

where �0xx and �0xy denote the (m ean �eld)conductances in unitse2=h. The second term ,

SF,can bewritten as

SF[Q]=
1

2
z�
�

X

n�

0
Tr[I�n;Q][I

�
�n ;Q]: (2.38)

The quantity z isthe ‘singletinteraction am plitude’and itde�nes the tem perature scale.

The prim e on the sum m ation over n indicates a restriction on the frequency range,n 2
f� N0

m ax;� � � ;N0
m ax� 1g.Thelastterm in(2.36)containstheCoulom b interactionU0 explicitly

and can bewritten as

SU[Q]= � �

�

X

n�

Z

d2xd2x0[trI�nQ(~x)]U
�1 (~x� ~x0)[trI��n Q(~x

0)]: (2.39)

In m om entum spaceU �1 isgiven by

U �1 (p)=
Z d2r

2�
U �1 (~r)e�i~p�~r =

�

2
�

1

��1 + U0(p)
(2.40)

where�= @n=@� isthetherm odynam ic density ofstates.

4.Exam ples ofF -algebra

W e stressagain thatfrom now onward,allm atrix m anipulationsaredone in truncated

(2N 0
m ax� 2N0

m ax)M atsubara frequency space.Thetruncated I-m atricesobviously no longer

obey thesim pleU(1)algebra (2.22),butinstead

(I�nI
�
m )

��

kl = (~I�n ~I
�
m )

��

klgl+ m ; [I�n;I
�
m ]

��

kl = ������k�l;m + n (gl+ m � gl+ n) (2.41)
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where ����� m eans thatallreplica indices have to be the sam e,and gi is a step function

equalto one ifi 2 f� N0
m ax;:::;N

0
m ax� 1g and zero otherwise. Consequently,the W0 in

(2.34)standsfora m ore com plicated unitary m atrix ofsize 2N 0
m ax� 2N0

m ax. Nevertheless,

by m aking use ofelem entary butsubtle algebra one can show thatthe procedure with an

arbitrary ‘large’cuto� correctly describes the low energy sector and correctly retains the

electrodynam ic gauge invariance ofthe theory at low frequencies. W e proceed by listing

som eoftheim portantsubtletiesoftheF -algebra.

Nmax

2Nmax

FIG .3. Thesum m ation intervaln 2 f� 2Nm ax+ 1;� � � ;2Nm ax� 1g,indicated by the shaded area.

Thede�nition of(2.38),which involvestherestricted frequency sum ,isparticularly delicate.

Itcan bewritten in a m orefam iliarform by �rstwriting

Q = �+ �Q: (2.42)

W ritten outexplicitly,(2.38)now becom es

SF[Q]= z�
�

Z

d2x

"
X

�

X

klm n

�Q��kl�Q
��
m n�k�l;n�m + 4tr��Q

#

+ const. (2.43)

which isthe resultoriginally obtained by Finkelstein. Here � isa m atrix representation of

theM atsubara frequencies,

���nm = n����nm : (2.44)

Theconstantin (2.43)isproportionalto tr��= N r

P L�1
n= �L jnj,where thecuto� L depends

on theexactde�nition oftheprim ein (2.38).M ostly,wewillnotbeinterested in theexact

value ofL,and a prim e on a sum m ation sim ply m eans a restriction to sm allfrequencies.

Using thede�nition oftheprim eunder(2.38),Eq.(2.43)can bere-expressed in term sofQ
asfollows

SF[Q]= z�
�

Z

d2x

"
X

�n

(trI�nQ)(trI
�
�n Q)+ 4tr�Q � 6tr��

#

: (2.45)

Noticethatthebilinearform sin Q in (2.38)and (2.45)di�erby afrequency term tr�Q and

a constant.W ithin Finkelstein’sform ulation oftheproblem (2.43),thevery specialrelative

coe�cient\4"between the�rst(singletinteraction)and second (frequency)term arisesfrom

11



the m acroscopic conservation lawsin a very indirectand deep m anner. The advantage of

the present form alism is(am ongstotherthings)the sim ple algebraic interpretation ofthe

resultwhich can be obtained from the sym m etriesofthe problem .M oreover,theconstant

appearing in (2.45)hasavery specialsigni�canceforphysicalquantitiessuch asthespeci�c

heat.Thisaspectoftheproblem willbefurtherdiscussed in subsequentwork26.

5.Generalrem arks

Fora generalunderstanding oftheresult(2.36)wenextdiscussthevariouspiecessepa-

rately.First,by putting thetem perature��1 equalto zero weobtain thesam eresultS� as
in thefreeelectron theory.The‘bare’param eters�0xx and �

0
xy aregenerally m odi�ed by the

electron-electron interactions.Them odi�cationsareofa Ferm i-liquid typeand in thelim it

ofstrong m agnetic �eldsthe resultsdepend on the ratio ofdisorderenergy �0 (the width

oftheLandau band)and thetypicalCoulom b energy E 0 (= U0(‘),where‘isthem agnetic
length).

The m ostim portantpartnextisSF. Quite unlike whatone naively m ightexpect,the
presence ofSF alters the ultraviolet singularity structure ofthe free electron theory S�
altogether26.Thispeculiaraspectoftheproblem indicatesthattheelectronic system with

Coulom b interactions has a behavior fundam entally di�erent from that with �nite range

interactionsorfreeelectrons.

Nextwebrie
y elaborateon thesigni�canceoftheCoulom b term SU (2.39,2.40)which is

usually ignored in renorm alization group analyses,sinceitreally standsfora higherdim en-

sionaloperator(notice thatU �1 (p)/ jpjin the sm allm om entum lim it). The im portance

ofthisterm ,however,can notbe overem phasized. First,we m ention thatin thelargem o-

m entum lim it we can substitute �

2
� forz in (2.38)27. In this lim itthe sum ofSU and SF

does not contain the term quadratic in (tr IQ) and (2.36) reduces to the e�ective action

forfreeparticles.Thism eansthatthefulltheory of(2.36-2.39)isappropriately interpreted

in term sofa cross-overphenom enon between freeelectron behaviouratshortdistances(or

high tem perature ��1 ) and an interaction dom inated behaviour which appears at larger

distances(orlowertem peratures��1 )only.
Secondly, the com plete form of(2.39) and (2.40) unravels im portant inform ation on

the nature ofquantum transporteven forordinary m etals. Thiswillbe the m ain subject

ofsection III,where we com pute at a tree levelthe com plete m om entum and frequency

dependentresponseofthetheory to electrom agneticperturbations.

Finally,we m ention that although (2.39) is naively irrelevant from the weak coupling

renorm alization pointofview,itneverthelessdom inatesthequantum transportproblem in

the strong coupling (insulating)phase which is characterized by strong interaction e�ects

such asthe appearance ofthe Coulom b gap in the (quasiparticle) density ofstates. This

willbe the m ain subject ofa subsequent paper,where we em bark on the renorm alization

group behaviourofthetheory26.
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D .G auge invariance in truncated frequency space

In this section we wish to show that Se� (2.36) is F -invariant,i.e. it satis�es the re-

quirem entstated in (2.34).W ewillproceed by giving theresultsforan arbitrary spatially

dependentgauge or W -transform ation from which the statem ent ofF -invariance follows

trivially.Assum ing thatW approachesunity atspatialin�nity,weobtain

S�[W QW �1 ]= � 1

8
�0xxTr(~dQ)

2 + 1

8
�0xyTr"ijQ@iQ@jQ (2.46)

where

~dQ = [r + ir �̂;Q]: (2.47)

Furtherm orewehavey

SF[W QW �1 ]= SF[Q] (2.48)

SU[W QW �1 ]= � �

�

X

�n

Z

d2xd2x0
h

trI�nQ(~x)+
�

�
(@��)

�
�n (~x)

i

U �1 (~x;~x0)

�
h

trI��n Q(~x
0)+

�

�
(@��)

�
n(~x

0)
i

: (2.49)

Forcom pletenesswegivetheresultsfortheW -transform ationsoftrI�nQ and tr�Q:

trI�nW QW �1 = trI�nQ +
�

�
(@��)

�
�n (2.50)

tr�W QW �1 = tr�Q �
�

2�
trQ d@�� � (

�

2�
)2(@��)

y(@��): (2.51)

Therem arkableaspectoftheseresults(2.46-2.51)isthattheW -rotation on theQ doesnot

contributebeyond thelowestfew ordersin apowerseriesexpansion in theI-m atrices!W hat

ism ore,thearbitrary cuto� N 0
m ax doesnotenterthese�nalresultsand can besafely taken

to in�nity.Next,from (2.51)weseethatwithin theQ-�eld form alism thefrequency m atrix

! doesnottransform sim ply according to the linearrule! ! !� d@�� asonewould naively

expect.The consistency oftheF -algebra dem andsthatterm squadratic in thegauge �eld

� arebeing generated such thattheFinkelstein partoftheaction (SF)asa wholerem ains
gaugeinvariant.TheresultsoftheF -algebra arethereforesom ewhatcounterintuitive.

In sum m ary wecan say thatelectrodynam icgaugetransform ationscan beincorporated

in theQ-�eld theory forlocalization and interaction e�ects.Forthispurposeweintroduced
the‘sm allness’conceptfortheQ-�elds,whereastheW orelectrodynam icgaugetransform a-

tionsareconsidered tobe‘large’.In thenextsection (IIE)wewillbuild upon these�ndings

and present a form aljusti�cation ofour cuto� procedure in M atsubara frequency space.

In practice this m eans that the coupling between the ‘large’W -rotations and the ‘sm all’

Q-m atrix �eldsasdiscussed in thissection isthe only consistentway ofcarrying through

electrodynam ic gauge transform ationsin the e�ective action form alism . The stringentre-

quirem entson thecuto� proceduredo not,however,providean answerto thefundam ental

question ofU(1)gauge invariance.M ore speci�cally,since the Q and W QW �1 do not(by

construction)belong tothesam em anifold,wegenerally can notabsorb theW -rotation into

the m easure ofthe Q-integration and prove the gauge invariance in thisway. The general

ideabehind thisapproach,however,isthatgaugeinvarianceisonly obtained afterthecuto�
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N m ax in thee�ectiveactionissenttoin�nity.ThiswayofhandlingtheU(1)gaugeinvariance
iscom pletely new and specialcareshould thereforebetaken.Theproofofgaugeinvariance

ofthe Finkelstein theory ultim ately relieson the resultsofexplicit,laboriouscalculations,

both perturbative26 and non-perturbative10.This,then,putsextra weighton statem entsof

renorm alizability and wewillem bark on thisproblem in subsequentpapers.

From now onward we are going to treat the W -rotations and F -invariance as a good

sym m etry ofthe problem ,keeping in m ind thatthe lim itN m ax! 1 isalwaystaken in the

end.

E.External�elds

One m ay next em ploy the results ofthe previous section and extend the theory by

including vector and scalar potentials A �. This could be done in such a way that the

resulting action isinvariantunderthetransform ation Q ! eî�Qe�î� ,A �
� ! A �

�+ @��
�.Such

a procedure,however,doesnotim ply anything forthe topologicalpiece ofthe action S�,
which couplesto external�eldsin a m orecom plicated fashion.In anticipation ofa detailed

analysisofdisordered edgecurrents22 wereportthefollowing results.

S� ! � 1

8
�0xxTr([~D ;Q])

2 + 1

8
�0xy"ijTrQ[D i;Q][D j;Q]�

�

8�2�
(�IIxy)

2

Z

d2x B yB (2.52)

SU ! � �

�

X

n�

Z
d2q

(2�)2
U �1 (~q)

h

trI�nQ(� ~q)� �

�
(~A �)

�
�n (� ~q)

ih

trI��n Q(~q)�
�

�
(~A �)

�
n(~q)

i

(2.53)

wherewehavede�ned

~A � = A � �
i

2��
�IIxyB : (2.54)

Theterm scontaining �IIxy/ @n=@B
5;1 aretheresultofthediam agneticedgecurrentsin the

problem ,which giverisetoextra contributions.W estressthatthecom pletem icroscopicre-

sultof(2.52)clearly dem onstratesthetheoreticalsubtletiesofthee�ectiveaction procedure

which can notbetaken forgranted.In addition to this,we m ention that(2.52)and (2.53)

really stand forextrem ely nontrivialstatem ents m ade on the low-energy,long wavelength

excitationsofthetheory.In orderto seethis,weconsiderthetheory (2.52,2.53)ata clas-

sicallevel,i.e.weputQ = �.The resultsnow representan e�ective action fortheexternal

�elds A � which contains the sam e m icroscopic param eters �0ij etc. as those appearing in

Se�[Q](2.36-2.39)withoutexternal�elds.Thisresultistruly rem arkableifonerealizesthat
the e�ective actionsSe�[A �;Q = �]and S e�[A � = 0;Q]follow from fundam entally di�erent

expansion proceduresapplied totheoriginaltheory (2.25-2.29).In appendix A weelaborate

furtheron thispointand show thatthedi�erentexpansion proceduresarein factrelated by

W ard identities.These W ard identitiesarenotonly crucially im portantin them icroscopic

derivation ofthe generalresult(2.52,2.53),they also provide a form aljusti�cation ofthe

‘sm allness’concept. In appendix B we give a sim ple exam ple and show how the theory

(2.36-2.39)can beobtained in thisway.
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III.R ESP O N SE AT T R EE LEV EL

A .Perturbative expansion

Itisstraightforward to check thattheQ-�eld theory ata classicallevel(putting Q = �)
doesnotprovide a gaugeinvariantresponse to the external�eldsA �.In orderto obtain a

U(1)invariantresult,one hasto work with the propagatorsofthe Q-�eld 
uctuations. A

U(1)invariantresultata so-called tree levelisobtained by taking the Q-�eld 
uctuations
to lowestorderinto account.

The m oste�ective way to proceed isto �rstm akeuse ofa W -orgaugetransform ation

such thatthe A � in (2.53)isabsorbed into thevectorpotential ~A.Itiseasy to check that
undersuch a W -rotation the�eldstransform according to

~A �
n ! z�n = ~A �

n +
r (A �)

�
n

i�n
(3.1)

A � ! 0:

Itisobviously advantageousto dealdirectly with thegaugeinvariantquantity ~z�n = i~E
�
n=�n,

where ~E istheelectric�eld (@� ~A� r A�).In orderto de�nea perturbativeexpansion in the
Q-�eld wewrite

Q =

0

@

q

1� qqy q

qy �
q

1� qyq

1

A (3.2)

where the m atrices q;qy are taken as independent �eld variables. W e use the following

convention fortheM atsubara indices:thequantitiesn1;n3;� � � with odd subscriptsrun over

non-negative integers,such that the corresponding ferm ionic frequencies !ni are positive.
By thesam etoken,then2;n4;� � � run overnegative integersand thecorresponding !ni are

allnegative. The action can be written asa seriesin powersofthe 
uctuation �eldsq;qy.
ThepropagatorsoftheGaussian theory aregiven by

D

q��n1n2(p) [qy]
�n4n3(� p0)
E

= 4

�0xx
�����
�(p� p0)�n12;n34D p(n12)�

�
n

�n1n3 + ����2[z� U�1 (p)]D c
p(n12)

o

(3.3)

D p(m )=
h

p2 + �2m z
i�1

; D c
p(m )=

h

p2 + �2m U �1 (p)
i�1

�2 = 8�

��0xx
; n12 = n1 � n2:

W eobtain thefollowing resultfortheresponseattreelevel

S[A �]= � �0xx
X

�;n> 0

Z d2p

(2�)2
n (zi)�n(p)

"

�ij �
pipj

p2 + �2nU �1 (p)

#

(zj)
�
n(p) (3.4)

where,for sim plicity,we have put �0xy = 0 for the m om ent. (The bar-notation indicates

com plex conjugation.) The theory (3.4) provides im portant physicalinform ation on the
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process ofquantum transport. In order to show this we write for the electron density n
(using � = it)

� �n�m (p)=
�S[A�]

�(A�)��m (� p)
= �

��0xx
2�

pi

"

�ij �
pipj

p2 + �2m U �1 (p)

#

(zj)
�
m (p) (3.5)

which can bewritten as

[�m + 1

4
�0xxp

2U(p)]n�m =
�0xx
�
m ~p� ~z�m = i~p� (~|ext)

�
m : (3.6)

W ehaveobtained a currentdensity on ther.h.s.by using ~z�m = i~E
�
m =�m and ~|ext=

�0xx
2�

~E .
Eq.(3.6)can berewritten in theform

[�m + p2D 0
xx](nc)

�
m + i�

0

xx

2�
~p� [~E � i~pU0nc]

�
m = 0; (3.7)

wherenc= � n isthechargedensity and D0xx thedi�usion constant,equalto�
0
xx=2�� by the

Einstein relation.In spacetim enotation (3.7)reads

@tnc+ r � (~|di� + ~|c)= 0 (3.8)

and expressesthewellknown resultfrom thetheory ofm etals28 with ~|di� = � D0xxr nc being

thedi�usivecurrentand ~|c=
�0xx
2�

~E tot theconductivity currentgenerated by thetotalelectric

�eld insidethesystem :

~E tot = ~E � r

Z

d2x0U0(x � x0)nc(x
0): (3.9)

Notice that in the lim it of low m om enta (or high frequencies) the ~|di� in (3.8) can be

neglected and the system only responds to the sum ofexternally applied and internally

generated electric �elds. The instantaneous Coulom b potentialapparently wins over the

m uch slowerdi�usive processesin thiscase. In a separate paper27 we addressthe problem

ofquantum correctionsto thesem iclassicaltheory (3.8).

B .Including m agnetic �elds

The generalresult (2.52) describes interesting edge dynam ics in case strong m agnetic

�eldsare present22.In the rem ainderofthispaper,however,we willlim itourselvesto the

problem ofweak m agnetic �elds,in which case the �IIxy term can be neglected1 and edge

e�ectsbecom eim m aterial.Thetopologicalpieceof(2.52)can then bewritten as

1

4
Tr"ijQ[D i;Q][D j;Q]=

1

4
Tr"ijQ@iQ@jQ + iTrQr � ~̂z+

Z

d2x
X

�;n

n~z�n � ~z��n : (3.10)

Thisleadsto thefollowing gaugeinvariantresponse

S[A �]= �
X

�;n> 0

Z
d2p

(2�)2
n (zi)�n(p)

h

�0xx�ij + �0xy"ij
i

(zj)
�
n(p) (3.11)

+ 1

�0xx

X

�;n> 0

Z
d2p

(2�)2
n

h

�0xx~p� ~z�n + �0xy~p� ~z�n
i�
D c

p(n)
h

�0xx~p� ~z�n � �0xy~p� ~z�n
i

:
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Ifwenow repeatthecalculation oftheelectron density in section IIIusingtheaction (3.11),

we �nd thatthe results(3.6)-(3.8)stillhold,with onem odi�cation:The ‘external’current

~|ext and theinternally generated current~|c now also includea Hallcurrent,

ji=
�0xx
2�
E i+

�0xy

2�
"ijE j: (3.12)

(The m odi�cation of~|c is not apparent in the calculations, however, since r � ~|H allc /

"ijqiqjU(q)n(q)= 0.) Forconvenience lateron,we write the result (3.11)in term s ofnew

variables�;	

zi= @i�+ "ij@j	 (3.13)

S[�;	]= � � 0
xx

X

�;n> 0

Z
d2p

(2�)2
np2(��;	 �)M

�
�

	

�

: (3.14)

The2� 2 m atrix M isgiven by

M =

�
G � !c�G

!c�G 1+ (!c�)2(1� G)

�

with G = 1� p2D c
p(n) (3.15)

wherewehavem adeuseofthesem iclassicalnotation

�0xx =
�0

1+ (!c�)2
; �0xy = !c� �0xx: (3.16)

IV .C H ER N -SIM O N S G A U G E FIELD S

A .Introducing C S gauge �elds

Theresultsoftheprevioussectionsareeasily extended to includestatisticalgauge�elds

andtheChern-Sim onsaction,leadingtothecom positeferm iondescription ofthehalf-integer

e�ectin thequantum Hallregim e.Theaction (2.4)now becom es

S[� ; ;A �]! S[� ; ;A � + a�]+
i

4�

1

2p

Z

a^ da (4.1)

wherewehaveused theshorthand notation

Z

a^ da =
Z

�

0

d�
Z

d2x "���a�@�a�: (4.2)

Equation (4.1)describesthecouplingofan even num ber(2p)of
uxquantatoeach electron,
butitleavesthe physicalam plitudesofthe theory form ally unchanged. This
ux binding

transform ation hasbeen exploited atm any placeselsewhere and itleadsto the com posite

ferm ion description ofthe qHe. The action (4.1) can be directly translated into Q-�eld
theory by writing A � ! A �+a� with oneim portantsubtlety,nam ely thatthezero-frequency
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com ponentsofa� obviously com m ute with the T-rotationsand hence belong to theunder-
lying theory with the P m atrix �eld. These zero-frequency com ponentscan be treated in

m ean-�eld theory.W ritingb= r � ~a,them ean �eld equation fortheChern-Sim onsm agnetic
�eld is

b= � 2pn(B + b) (4.3)

wherethecom positeferm ion density n(B + b)isde�ned by

n(B + b)= L�2 Tr
h

i! + � + î� � H (~A cl+ ~a0)+ iP
i�1

: (4.4)

HereL2 isthesizeofthesystem and thebardenotestheaveragewith respectto theaction

(2.31)with T = 1.Since we know thatthe density ofa half-�lled Landau band isgiven by

B =2�0 (with �0 the 
ux quantum h=e),it im m ediately follows from (4.3) that near half

�llingtheChern-Sim ons�eld bm ustcanceltheexternal�eld B alm ostcom pletely,provided

p � 1. Hence the com posite ferm ion problem turns into a weak m agnetic �eld problem

which can behandled with them ethodology ofthispaper.Thisleadstoan extension ofthe

actions(2.52)and (2.53),

S ! Scs[a]+ S�[A + a]+ SU[A + a] (4.5)

where the a standsforallbutthe zero-frequency com ponentsofthe CS �eld,and Scs[a]is
de�ned asthe

R
a^da term in (4.1). Itisunderstood thatnow �0ij= �0ij(B + b),forwhich

thesem iclassicalform (3.16)isa good approxim ation.Equation (4.5)can bewritten in the

form (3.14)asfollows

S ! S[�+ ’;	+  ]+ S cs[’; ] (4.6)

Scs[’; ]= � �0xx
X

�;n> 0

Z
d2q

(2�)2
nq2(’�; �)M cs

�
’
 

�

(4.7)

M cs =
1

2p�0xx

�
0 � 1

1 0

�

wherewehaveused thetranverse gaugeai= "ij@j ;a�= � @�’.

B .M apping ofconductances

Theconductancesofthecom positeferm ion system can beobtained by integrating over

the CS �eld a. Forinstance,working with the action (3.11)with A ! A + a,one can put

jqj! 0 �rst;it su�ces to take the �rst two term s only. This leads to a m apping ofthe

com positeferm ion conductances�0ij to m easurablequantities�ij,

�xx =
�0xx

(2p�0xx)
2 + (2p�0xy + 1)2

; �xy =
1

2p

"

1�
2p�0xy + 1

(2p�0xx)
2 + (2p�0xy + 1)2

#

: (4.8)

This‘m apping’isknown tobearealization ofSl(2,Z).Itbecom esexactin thelim it�0xx! 1 ,

which istheweakcouplingcaseconsidered here.Equation(4.8)appliesalsotothecasewhere

�0xx! 0 butwith a m odi�ed de�nition of�0
xy which isnow integrally quantized.
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Itisreasonableto assum ethat(4.8)givesa good overalldescription provided oneisnot

too close to the criticalplateau transition. In this case one expects the conductances to

be broadly distributed. Thisthen com plicatesthe relation between average and m easured

conductances,and (4.8)is likely to be a�ected by the higher order response term s which

gavebeen neglected in (3.11)17.

W e can also integrate outthe CS �eld a� working with the fullaction (3.11)instead of
only the �rsttwo term s.The resulting action forA � hasthe exactform of(3.11),with �0ij
replaced by them apped �ij (4.8).

-
4

1-
2

3-
7

2-
5

1-
3

σxy

σxx

10

FIG .4. Unifying RG diagram forintegraland fractionalquantum Hallstates.AfterRef23.

Itisim portantto rem ark thattheSl(2,Z)m apping (4.8)isneitheruniquenoruniversal,

but that it depends on m icroscopic details ofthe system such as disorder. For exam ple,

the CS gauge �eldsrequire a di�erenttreatm entin a theory with slowly varying potential


uctuations,resulting in a di�erentm apping between integerand fractionalregim es.24

C .Internalenergy;speci�c heat

In orderto decide whetherthe 
uctuationsin the CS gauge�eldsare well-behaved,we

nextcom putethefreeenergy and extractfrom itthespeci�cheat.W eem ploy (4.6)aswell

as(3.14),(3.15).Forp= 1 wewrite

det[M + M cs]= G
h

1+ (!c�)
2 + !c�

�0xx

i

+ (2�0xx)
�2 : (4.9)

Thecontribution to thefreeenergy can bewritten as

�F =
X

�;n> 0

Z
d2q

(2�)2
ln
n

G
h

1+ (!c�)
2 + !c�

�0xx

i

+ (2�0xx)
�2
o

: (4.10)

In particular,weconsiderthederivativewith respectto tem perature
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@�F

@lnT
=

X

�;n> 0

Z
d2q

(2�)2

1+ (!c�)2 + !c�=�0xx
G[1+ (!c�)2 +

!c�

�0xx
]+ (2�0xx)�2

"
q2

q2 + �2nU �1
� (

q2

q2 + �2nU �1
)2
#

=
X

�;n> 0

Z
d2q

(2�)2

�2n[1+ (!c�)2 + !c�=�0xx]

�2n[1+ (!c�)2 +
!c�

�0xx
]+ (2�0xx)�2 (�2n + q2U)

�
q2

q2 + �2nU �1
: (4.11)

Thisexpression iswell-behaved in theinfrared and forsm all�n itcan bewritten in theform

@�F

@lnT
=

X

n> 0

�n�(�n) (4.12)

where �(!)isoforder! ln! forsm all!.However,forfree particlesorshort-ranged inter-
actionsthe insertion ofCS gauge �eldsleadsto singularcontributions,since by putting U
constantone�nds�(!)� jln!jforsm all!.Thisim pliesthattheCS �eldslead toasingular
quasiparticledensity ofstates

�qp(")= �(i")+ �(� i") (4.13)

entering the expression for the speci�c heat26. The exact m eaning ofthe Chern-Sim ons

gauge �eld procedure is not clear in this case. The results nevertheless dem onstrate the

fundam entalsigni�cance ofF -invariance in the problem ,possibly indicating that a new

saddlepointshould befound forthe�niterangeinteraction problem .This,then,showsthe

im portanceoftheCoulom b interactions.

V .C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper we have em barked on the subject ofelectrodynam ic gauge invariance in

theFinkelstein approach to localization and interaction phenom ena.W ehavefound a new

sym m etry in theproblem (F -invariance)which hasfundam entalim plicationsin setting up

a unifying theory for the quantum Halle�ect. The proposed unifying theory reconciles

Finkelstein’s e�ective action with the topologicalconcepts of an instanton vacuum and

Chern-Sim onsgaugetheory.Forthcom ing analyseswillfurtherinvestigatethistheory.The

second halfofthispaperhasbeen devoted to theconsequencesofF -invarianceforordinary

m etalsaswellasthecom positeferm ion approach to thehalf-integere�ect.

Futurework on thissubjectwillinclude the tunneling density ofstateswhich willhave

directsigni�cance forrecentexperim ents.
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A ppendix A :Justi�cation of‘sm allness’

In orderto dem onstrate the validity ofthe ‘sm allness’concept(section IIC,Fig 2)letus

proceed from them ostdi�cultpartoftheaction,(2.31),
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Tr ln[i! + iÂ � + �̂ � Ĥ + î� + iT�1 PT] (A1)

and re
ect on the possibility ofconstructing an e�ective action S e�[A �;T]which contains

the two distinctly di�erent sets of�eld variables A � and T sim ultaneously. Notice that

the A � are ‘large’m atrices,and the problem is speci�ed to the question as to why only

‘sm all’T-rotationsaretherelevantlow energy excitations.Forthispurposeweconsiderthe

e�ective actionsSe�[A �;T = 1]and Se�[A � = 0;T]separately.M oreexplicitly,write

eSe� [A �;1]=

Z

D [P;�]I[P]exp
�

� �

2

Z

�yU �1
0 � + Tr ln[i! + iÂ � + �̂ � Ĥ + î� + iP]

�

(A2)

eSe� [0;T]=
Z

D [P;�]I[P]exp
�

�
�

2

Z

�yU �1
0 � + Tr ln[i! + �̂ � Ĥ 0 + î� + iT�1 PT]

�

: (A3)

TheSe�[A �;T = 1]isform ally obtained by expanding theTrln to lowestorderin powersof
the large m atricesA � and thism eansthatcom plicated in�nite sum soverfrequencies will

havetobeperform ed.Thesituation forSe�[A � = 0;T]isquitedi�erentand onehastofollow
theprocedureof3 in orderto form ally expressthisaction in term softhe‘sm all’variableQ
to lowestordersin a derivativeand tem peratureexpansion.

However,since one isusually interested in the lim itofsm allm om enta,frequenciesand

tem peratures,only a �nite num ber ofterm s in Se� needs to be considered in both cases.

The coe�cients are m icroscopic param eterswhich are generally given ascom plex correla-

tionsde�ned by the underlying theory with plasm on (�)and disorder(P)variablesalone.
Thesecoe�cients(coupling constants)ofS e�[A �;1]and Se�[0;T]arerelated to oneanother
by gauge invariance,as willbe shown next,and this then provides the starting point for

constructingacom pleteaction Se�[A �;T],which isdoneby ‘m atching’theknown resultsfor
both pieces.Thedetailsofhow todothisaredescribed,in part,in thispaper(Appendix B)

and in a forthcom ing paperon the Luttingerliquid behaviourofdisordered edge statesin

theqHe.

To establish a relation between (A2)and (A3)we startoutby taking a pure gauge for

theA � in (A2),i.e.A � = @�’,and a ‘large’m atrix �eld T = e�i’̂ in (A3).W riting

’̂ =
X

�;jnj< M

’�nI
�
n (A4)

(A2)and (A3)certainly stand forone and the sam e thing. Next,we m ake thisstatem ent

usefulby showing thatthelargerotation T = e�i’̂ can bereplaced by an equivalentrotation

(t)which issm all.Forthispurposewewrite

’̂ = ’̂t+ ’̂l (A5)

where ’̂l isblock diagonal(nonzero only in the ++ and � � M atsubara blocks)and ’̂t is
block o�-diagonal(nonzero in the+� and � + blocks).Now write

T = e�i�’̂ = e�i�’̂ lt(�) (A6)

wheretheparam eter� form ally servesasan expansion param eter.Thet(�)can bewritten
asa seriesin powersof� asfollows:
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t(�)= exp

1X

n= 1

i�n

n!
x̂n (A7)

where

x̂1 = ’̂t x̂2 = [̂’t;’̂l] x̂3 = [[̂’t;’̂l];’̂l] ::: (A8)

The im portant point is that the x̂n are allblock o�-diagonalm atrices and their ‘size’in

frequency space increaseslinearly in n.Itservesourpurposeto truncatetheseriesbeyond
sm allordersin � such thatt(�)satis�esthe condition of‘sm allness’. The statem ent(A6)

now e�ectively turns into a separation oflarge com ponents e�i�’̂ l and sm allcom ponents

t(�). The large com ponentscan be absorbed into a rede�nition ofthe P-�eld which leads

to thestatem ent

T�1 PT = t�1 (�)Pt(�) (A9)

or,equivalently,

Se�[�@�’;1]= Se�[0;t(�)]: (A10)

Thisprocedurecan beextended asfollows:Supposewehavefound Se�[A �;T]from a‘m atch-

ing’procedureasm entioned above.A usefulcheck upon thisresultisobtained by a gener-

alization of(A10),

Se�[A � + �@�’;t(�)]= Se�[A �;1]: (A11)

A ppendix B

In orderto givean exam pleofthem atching procedure(Appendix A),wederivean e�ective

action in the plasm on �eld � and the m atrix �eld variable T. De�ne Se�[�;T = 1]and

Se�[�= 0;T]asfollows,

eSe� [�;1]=
Z

D P I[P]expf� �

2

Z

�yU �1
0 � + Tr ln[i! + � � Ĥ 0 + î� + iP]g (B1)

eSe� [0;T]=
Z

D P I[P]expfTr ln[i! + � � Ĥ 0 + iT�1 PT]g: (B2)

Theidea isto constructSe�[�;T]from a detailed knowledgeofEqs.(B1)and (B2).Notice

that(B2)isprecisely thefreeparticleproblem .Eq (B2)isevaluated by writing theTrln[]

as

Tr ln[iT!T�1 + � � TĤ 0T
�1 + iP]= Tr ln[� � Ĥ 0 + iP + X ]; (B3)

where X = iT!T�1 � T [̂H 0;T�1 ]isa sm allparam eter. An expansion in powersofX leads

to a system atic expansion ofSe�[�= 0;T]in powersofthe gradientand tem perature. The
resultcan beexpressed in the�eld variableQ asfollows
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Se�[0;T]= S�[Q]+
2�

�
��0Tr�Q + � � � (B4)

where �0 is the free particle density ofstates,equalto dn=d� in this case,which can be

written as

�0 = � 1

2�i

D

G ��
n1n1

(x;x)� G��n2n2(x;x)
E

av
; G(x;x0)= hxj(� � Ĥ 0 + iP)�1 jx0i (B5)

where the average iswith respectto the theory of(B2)with T = 1 and ! = 0. In (B5)the

indices are kept �xed with n1 > 0 and n2 < 0 asusual. Eq. (B5)isidenticalto the m ore

fam iliar expression for �0,as can be seen from the standard rules ofreplica �eld theory.

M orespeci�cally,forquantitieslike (B5)which involve unm ixed averagesoverthepositive

and negative blocksofP,one can transform the problem back and tradein the P-integral
fortheaverageovertheoriginalrandom potentialV (~x).On theotherhand,wewrite(B1)
asan expression in powersof�.Theresultto lowestorderin � can bewritten as

Se�[�;1]= �
�

2

X

n�

Z

���n U
�1
0 ��n �

1

2

X

��

X

n;m

Z

��nM
��
nm �

�
m (B6)

where

M ��
nm (x;x

0)= � tr
D

Ĝ(x;x0)I�m Ĝ(x
0;x)I�n

E

av
+
D

tr[̂G(x;x)I�m ]tr[̂G(x
0;x0)I�n]

E

cum

Ĝ(x;x0)= hxj(i! + � � Ĥ 0 + iP)�1 jx0i: (B7)

Thesubscript‘cum ’standsforthecum ulantaveragewith respectto(B1)with �= 0.Notice
the subtle di�erence in the expansions of(B1) and (B2),in that the !-m atrix is treated

di�erently in (B7)and (B5),leading to di�erentpropagators Ĝ and G,respectively.
The m atrix elem entsM ��

nm in (B6)can be sim pli�ed by m aking use ofthe factthatthe

expectations of Ĝ (B7) are invariant under unitary transform ations. Speci�cally,(B7) is

invariantunderthereplacem ent

Ĝ ��
nm (x;x

0)= [U �1 Ĝ(x;x0)U]��nm ; (B8)

where U isdiagonalin theM atsubara frequency index,U ��
nm = �nm U ��

m .Itisthen straight-

forward to show thatM ��
nm m ustbeofthegeneralform

M ��
nm (x;x

0)= ����n+ m ;0M 1(x � x0;!n)+ �m ;0�n;0M 0(x � x0): (B9)

Thetwo di�erentterm sin (B9)havean entirely di�erentm eaning and they aregoing to be

treated quitedi�erently in whatfollows.First,thequantity M 1 can beexpanded in a series

expansion in sm allm om enta (gradients)and frequencies.To lowestorderwehave

M 1(x� x0;!n)= ��0�(x � x0)+ � � � : (B10)

Here,�0 can beidenti�ed astheexactfreeparticledensity ofstates(B5).The� � � in (B10)

standsforallthehigherorderterm sin frequency and derivatives.They becom eim portant

only when higher dim ensionaloperators in Q (represented by � � � in (B4)) are taken into

account.

23



Next,the zero frequency quantity M 0(x � x0) in (B9) can be identi�ed as the ‘m ean

�eld’result for the density 
uctuation correlation �n(x)�n(x0),where �n(x)= n(x)� n(x)
and the bardenotesthe ensem ble average. W e shallsee thatfullM 0(x � x0)(i.e. without
m om entum expansion)com pletely decouplesfrom the e�ective action procedure and is,in

fact,im m aterial.

The idea then is to �nd the ‘m atch’between the di�erent series expansions (B6{B10)

and (B4).Schem atically,thisisgiven by

Se�[�;T]= � �

2

X

n�

Z

���n U
�1
0 ��n �

1

2

X

��

Z

��0M 0�
�

0 + S�[Q]

+ 2�

�
��0

Z "

tr�Q +
�

2�

X

n�

��ntrI
�
nQ � (

�

2�
)2
X

n�

���n �
�
n

#

: (B11)

It can be shown that (B11) satis�es (A11). Eq. (B11) therefore is the desired result.

M oreover,com parison with (2.51)shows that(B11)is F -invariant. Next,by m aking the

appropriateshift

��n ! ��n +
�

�
�0(U

�1
0 + �0)

�1 trI��n Q;

the�nalresultdecouplessuch thatwehave

Se�(�;T)= Se�[�]+ S�[Q]+ SF[Q]+ SU[Q] (B12)

where

Se�[�]= �
�

2

Z

�y(U �1
0 + �0)� �

1

2

X

��

Z

��0M 0�
�

0

SF[Q]=
�2

2�
�0

Z "
X

n�

trI�nQ trI��n Q + 4tr�Q

#

SU[Q]= � �

�

X

n�

Z

tr(I�nQ)U
�1 tr(I��n Q): (B13)

This is precisely the form written in (2.36{2.39). The procedure that has taken us from

(B1,B2)to (B13)can besystem atically extended to includehigherorders.Thism eansthat

term sofhigherdim ension in (B4)and (B10)aswellashigherpowersof� in (B6)can be

taken into account. The extended procedure leadsto renorm alization (in the Ferm iliquid

sense)oftheparam etersin (B13)and itgenerateshigherdim ensionaloperatorsin Q aswell.

A detailed analysiswillbereported elsewhere.27
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