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Chapter 1

Introduction

This introductory chapter has a threefold aim: explanation of the physical system, historical
review and motivation for this work.

The system we are considering in this thesis is a mesoscopic diffusive wire of length L, height
b and width a. A sketch is given in figure (1.1). The word mesoscopic indicates that at least
the transverse length scales are neither microscopic nor macroscopic. The length L could be
macroscopic. Typical transverse extensions in the experiments are of the order of several tens of
nanometers, and the length of the wire could reach up to several micrometers (in the experiment
of [1]: L =29 pum , b=190nm and a = 22nm). Due to its transverse extensions our wire is not
a strictly one—dimensional system (like for example carbon nanotubes) in the sense that it has
only few transmitting channels. The wires we have in mind posses several thousand channels.

The electrons move diffusively through the wire due to the weak disorder that is present.
A typical piece of a trajectory is depicted in figure (1.1). The expression weak disorder shall
indicate that there are more than just a handful of impurities in the wire because in that case
the electrons would move ballistically through the wire. Also the expression weak disorder shall
indicate that the impurity concentration ninp is not that high that the electrons are captured
in bound states (Anderson localization [2]). In the weak disorder regime the electron states are
extended over the whole system. There is a characteristic mean free path [ along which the
electrons move on straight lines. This picture is of course only valid if the Fermi wavelength
Ar = 2wh/pr (pr is the electron momentum at the Fermi level.) is much smaller then I. For
metals this condition is typically very well fulfilled.
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Figure 1.1: Different length scales in a mesoscopic wire

The mean free path is connected to the elastic scattering time 7 by | = vp 7 where vp is the
Fermi velocity. Typically [ is several tens of nanometers. The exact quantitative definition of
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weak disorder is given by the inequality ez 7 > 1 where €5 is the Fermi energy. In section (2.1)
we will show where this condition comes from and how the scattering time 7 is connected to the
impurity concentration 7y,,. Concerning the length scales we can characterize our regime by
Ap < Lab< L.

Let us also consider our system at the level of energy scales. First there is the Fermi energy
er. As we will construct an effective theory for the low energy excitations of the system, the
Fermi energy is much bigger than any other energy scale of our problem. Due to the geometry
of our wire we get three more characteristic energies. We assume that the diffusion is isotropic
and that we have just one diffusion constant D for all directions. The diffusive motion is
characterized by Dt = z2. The time ¢, = a?/D is the typical time a particle needs to spread
over a distance a. The inverse of ¢, is called the Thouless energy E, = 1/t, = D/a>. 2 Hence
the energies F,, E, and Ej, are connected to the diffusion of the particle. Further energies are
the temperature kT and the voltage eV (that one applies in a tunnelling experiment, if one
constructs a contact by approaching another piece of metal). We assume that the temperature
is very low because otherwise all the effects we want to discuss in this work are destroyed by the
thermal fluctuations. Let us look at eV as the energy that is tunable which we use to investigate
the different regimes. Assuming that ¢ < b and choosing eV in such a way that we have the
following hierarchy of energies

kT < Er, < Ey, < B, < eV < €, (3D) (1.1)

we are working in the three dimensional regime. Choosing however eV smaller than F,, one
talks of the quasi two—dimensional regime. Translating the hierarchy

kpT < Ep < Ey < €V < Ey < ép (quasi 2D) (1.2)

into time scale makes this understandable. When one probes times of order 1/eV the particle is
already completely spread over the extension a and for the residual effective motion remain only
two dimensions. Lowering the energy eV further we cross over to the quasi one—dimensional
regime:

kpT < Er, < eV < Ey < B, < €. (quasi 1D) (1.3)

The particle is then completely spread over the cross section of the wire and the time scale 1/eV
resolves only the movement along the wire. Lowering the energy even below Ej we arrive at a
zero dimensional system:

kT < eV < B < Ep < E,; < €. (0D) (1.4)

In this work we are investigating our diffusive wires in the quasi one—dimensional regimeg We
will explain later why we choose this regime as we need some more ingredients to understand the
reasoning. So far, we have outlined what is understood by a diffusive mesoscopic wire and gave
the definition of a quasi one—dimensional system, but we neglected completely the interactions
between the electronsa However in reality our electrons are coupled by the Coulomb interaction.

n the ballistic regime [ is of order L or bigger.

*We have set h = 1.

3In the following we set a = b.

“Including interactions introduces new energy scales that modify our hierarchy of energies. We will have to
introduce two more diffusion constants which measure the propagation of charge and spin. This implies the
appearance of six new Thouless energies. We skipped that complication here for the sake of clarity. In section
(2.2.5) we will be more precise and explain how the definition of the quasi dimension is modified.



Nevertheless for many phenomena it is sufficient to neglect the Coulomb interaction. The reason
is that in metals the screening is very efficient and the effective screened interaction becomes
short-range.

For an interacting electron system (= Fermi liquid) without disorder it was shown by Landau
([3], [4] and HE)E that one can treat the low lying excitations as non—interacting quasiparticles.
The interaction between the electrons can be taken into account by a renormalization of various
parameters (for example a renormalized mass). What remains is the quasiparticles, which do
not interact, that one could imagine as electrons dragging a cloud of screening charges with
them. Up to the nineteen seventies the general feeling was that adding some disorder would not
modify essentially the Fermi—liquid theory. Thus it came quite as a surprise when it was shown
by Altshuler and Aronov in 1979 ([7], [8]) that interactions in disordered Fermi liquids lead to
strong singularities at the Fermi level. For the density of states (DOS) of a quasi one-dimensional
systems they predicted a suppression going like 1/ VeV @ For the quasi two-dimensional system
the singularity should go like In(eV'), and in three dimension they still predicted a suppression
of the DOS according to veV. This reduction of the DOS near the Fermi energy due to the
repulsive interactions is usually called zero bias anomaly.

In experiments the effect can be seen by a measurement of the tunnelling conductance G
For low temperatures one can derive the following direct connection between the tunnelling
conductance G and the DOS v:

SG(V)  su(V)
== (1.5)

A derivation of that expression is given in section (9.1) as it is the decisive link to the experiments.
In figure (1.2) one can see the decrease of the conductance towards the Fermi energy (e = 0). The
intuitive explanation why little disorder can make such a big difference is the following: If we add
enough impurities that the electrons travel through the wire no more ballistically but diffusively,
it has also an impact on the mutual interactions. Slowed down to the diffusive movement the
electrons spend longer time close to each other and thus have more time to interact. In the
chapter on perturbation theory we will remind the reader which part of the diffusive theory
reflects exactly that crucial feature.

Considering the three different functional dependencies of the suppression of the DOS, we
remark that the strongest effect shows up in the quasi one-dimensional system. Also this is
understandable in the same spirit. Reducing the dimension and thus the space for the electrons
to move increases the effect of the interactions. It is harder for the electrons to avoid each other.
As the combined effect of interaction, disorder and spatial restriction is most pronounced in
quasi one—dimensional systems we focus in this thesis on this class of systems.

® See also Noizieres and Pines [6].

5The energy is measured relative to the Fermi energy.

"The conductance is defined by G := ¢ L%~ where ¢ is the conductivity and d the dimension of the conductor.
One can define the dimensionless conductance g = G/(e?/h).
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Figure 1.2: Experimental data for the zero bias anomaly taken from [1]
The conductance of an aluminum wire was measured for different temperatures.

Before entering the historical review of the field let us discuss the quantity that we are
focussing on: The quasiparticle density of states per volume and spin direction (DOS) which
we denote for the three dimensional case by v3(e). It has the unit [ﬁ] In the remainder we
will often just talk of the density of states which is in some books associated with the quantity
that has the dimension [%] Our DOS however will always be related either to a volume or
to a length. We denote it either by v3(€) or v1(€) [4%] indicating the different dimensionality.

According to text books® the DOS of a free electron gas confined in a box is given by

\/§m3/2

V3<6) h3ﬂ_2

Ve (1.6)

where m is the electron mass. The DOS increases with /e. In this work we examine the DOS
close to the Fermi energy €. In order to give a feeling what we mean by close to €y, let us look
at some numbers: The energy F related to the singlet interaction, that will appear in this work,
is of the order of 10™%. In the figure (1.3) we plotted v3(e) for typical values of a metal. The
Fermi energy is several eV and the effective mass is close to the free electron mass. For such
values the DOS at the Fermi level is of order 1047ﬁ. We have put an energy strip indicating
the regime of our investigation, which is rather disproportionate because even 1000E, ~ 10~°eV
is very small@ In our calculations we will always approximate the DOS v3(¢€) around the Fermi

level by a constant because it changes, in the energy strip we are interested in, only very weakly.
We set v3 := v3(ep).

8See for example [9].
9See also the energy scale in figure (1.2).
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Figure 1.3: Density of states v3(¢) for free electrons in a box.
The sketch shows the small strip we will investigate in real diffusive metals.

There is a wealth of experimental data on the observation of the zero bias anomaly. In
the quasi one—-dimensional case studies were carried out on thin wires of WRe (Chaudari and
Habermeier 1980 [10]), AuPd (Giordano et al. 1979 [11], Giordano 1980 [12], White et al.
1982 [13]), Pt (Masden and Giordano 1981 [14], 1982 [15]), Cu and Ni (White et al. 1982
[13]). The experiments confirmed the 1/v/eV behavior. Especially we want to mention the
beautiful experiments by Imry and Ovadyahu [16] who varied the thickness of an indium oxide
film (a = 16-260nm) and could observe the transition from the 1/v/eV to In(eV) behavior. The
experimental data is shown in figure (1.4).

The curves in figure (1.2) are taken from a recent experiment of Pothier et al. [I]. They
stress that the 1/v/eV behavior arises from the diffusion of the electric potential along the wire
and not from the diffusion of the quasiparticles. In section (2.2.5) we will prove the correctness
of this statement in the framework of diffusive perturbation theory.
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Figure 1.4: Tunneling conductance as function of InV (left) and v/V (right) for a indium—isolator—
lead junction. The different curves are obtained by varying the thickness a of the indium oxide film:
a) a = 16nm; b) a = 19nm; ¢) a = 21nm; d) a = 31nm; e) a = 46nm; f) a = 260nm; see [16]
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On the theoretical side we want to mention two recent works that generalized the perturbative
results obtained by Altshuler and Aronov. Kamenev and Andreev [17] successfully derived a
non—perturbative result for the quasi two—dimensional DOS using a Keldysh oc—model. Inspired
by this work, Rollbiihler and Grabert ([18], [19]) developed a theory for quasi one-dimensional
systems including additionally the inter—electrode interactions. They obtained a non divergent
solution for the DOS at low energies, that recovers the 1/v/eV behavior for higher energies.

In our discussion of the effect of the interaction on the DOS we neglected so far the influence
of the spin of the electrons. Also here Altshuler and Aronov were the pioneers who first obtained
results using perturbation theory ([20], [21], [22], [23] and [24]). For a quasi one-dimensional sys-
tem they found two additional singularities in the presence of an external magnetic field. Apart
from the 1/v/eV divergence they predicted poles at 1/1/|eV + 2upBez| and 1/+/]eV — 245 Bey|.

In the early nineties Raimondi, Castellani and Di Castro [25] reinvestigated the problem
using perturbation theory and a renormalization group analysis. They predicted that the diver-
gencies at 1/4/|eV + 2upBeg| and 1/4/|eV — 2upBe;| do not exist and instead one would see
broadened peaks at +2upB.,. Up to now, no experimental papers are known to the author
that investigated the dependence of the DOS on the spin. According to private communications
Pothier et al. made experiments taking their aluminum wires of the experiment shown above
[1]. Up to several Tesla they did not see any signature due to external magnetic field.

Of course, this does not mean too much as one has to analyze carefully under which conditions
one can expect a measurable effect. Spin scattering due to magnetic impurities and spin—
orbit scattering tend to suppress the effect of the spin. We will discuss this in the chapter on
perturbation theory. However one could ask if there are any features at £2upB., at all, even
without any mechanism of suppression. It could be that the predicted dips or divergencies are
an artefact of an insufficient theoretical description. Maybe a theory that takes into account the
Coulomb interaction non perturbatively cures the divergencies, like it was shown by Kamenev
and Andreev [17] and Rollbiihler and Grabert [18] for the spinless case. If there is an effect of
the spin on the DOS, it is necessary to estimate its magnitude and seek a suitable regime in
which it is most pronounced. In this thesis we will try to answer these questions.

Outlook

We will approach the problem of calculating the DOS near the Fermi level in the presence
of disorder and interactions using Green’s functions. The Green’s functions are a powerful tool
in tackling such many-body problems. Therefore we connect the DOS to a Green’s function
which we then determine approximately taking into account the various effects. Assuming non—
interacting electrons confined in a box of volume V the eigenstates of the Schrédinger equation

HY = EV form a discrete set with eigenvalues €, = 2 The DOS per volume and spin direction

2
is given b "

vle) = %Za(e—ep). (1.7)

For a macroscopic system the energy levels lie very close. The average level distance Ae can
be related to the DOS in the following way: Ae = V%V In experiments one always has a finite
measuring time which leads to the fact that one is averaging over a certain energy interval which
is determined by the uncertainty principle. Thus instead of seeing the highly peaked structure

of equation (1.7) one obtains a smooth function as depicted in figure (1.3). The Green’s function

"Note that (¢ — ¢,) has the unity 1/J.
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associated with the problem (e — Ho)G(r,r’,€) = 6(r — 1) reads in (e,p)frepresentatio

1
€ — € +in sign(e)

G(e,p) = (1.8)

where 7 is a positive infinitesimal quantity. Note that for € > 0 one has the so called retarded
Green’s function G®. Writing the real and imaginary parts separately, we get

R €—¢€p . n
_ _ . 1.
GHep) (c—&2+m (- )2+ (1.9)

Hence the imaginary ImGf (e, p) = —md(e— ep)m and we can express the DOS per spin direction
as

va(e) = =5 Im > GT(p.e). (1.11)
p

This relation between v3 and G holds in general. For a proof consult for example [26]. Here
we just wanted to link v3 and GF using an easy and intuitive example.

The thesis is organized as follows: In the next chapter we will extensively use the standard
perturbation theory for diffusive metals in order to calculate the DOS for various situations. In
particular we will review results in the literature and extend them by accounting for dynamical
screening. These results will serve as a benchmark for our non—perturbative results for high en-
ergiesp?’ Furthermore we will discuss the spin scattering mechanisms due to magnetic impurities
and spin—orbit scattering.

Afterwards we will turn to a path integral approach for Fermions. In the chapters 3] /4 and 5|
we will explain the construction of a coherent state path integral for Fermions on the Keldysh—
contour and show how to implement disorder and spin dependent interactions. In chapter[6 we
will combine the effects of disorder and interactions (including spin) writing down an action that
models our diffusive quasi one—dimensional wire. Generalizing an idea of Kamenev and Andreev
we will be able to determine a non—perturbative expression for the Green’s function which will
allow us to derive a non—perturbative result for the quasi one-dimensional DOS.

In chapter [7 we implement additionally a constant external magnetic field in the action.
We investigate the influence of the external field on the quasi one—dimensional DOS. Using the
example of Palladium, which is a promising material as it has a high magnetic susceptibility for
low temperatures, we will estimate quantitatively the magnitude of the spin effects on the DOS
and discuss their observability.

In the conclusions we will finally summarize our findings and discuss the open questions.

"See [26], [27] or [28].

2Tn the limit 7 — O the real part is the principal value of i and the imaginary part is up to a factor of 7 a
P
representation of the —function. One has

—pl _irs) (n = 0%). (1.10)

13By high energies we mean here several E; away from the Fermi edge € = 0.
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Chapter 2

Perturbation Theory

As mentioned in the introductory part we will tackle the problem of calculating the DOS in
the presence of disorder, interactions and external magnetic fields using the Green’s function
formalism. For the one particle Green’s function exists a well established diagram technique. In
this chapter we are going to discuss the crucial lowest order diagrams in the Coulomb interaction
at zero temperature which already predict the spectacular suppression of the DOS near the Fermi
level. However taking only into account the first order diagrams in the interaction leads to a
result for the DOS which diverges in the quasi one-dimensional case like 1/1/¢€ for small energies.
This unphysical divergence can only be cured by taking into account the Coulomb interaction
in all orders. However the problem of identifying and summing up the relevant diagrams in the
presence of disorder is a quite intricate task. In order to incorporate higher order processes in
the Coulomb interaction we later turn to a path integral approach in the following chapters.
The effective low energy model we will use is a Keldysh oc—model.

Let us develop the diagrammatic technique step by step including all the different effects
like disorder, interactions and external magnetic fields. The chapter is organized as follows:
First we describe how the Green’s function is changed in the presence of static impurities U (R;).
Then we add an interaction V(g,w) and sketch the two basic first order diagrams. We will
discuss the so called impurity ladder and explain the concept of quasi one-dimensionality. At
that level of complexity we will calculate the correction to the DOS. Afterwards we include an
external magnetic field and discuss the effects of magnetic impurities and spin—orbit scattering.
In the whole chapter we restrict ourselves to zero temperature. We indicate the retarded and
advanced functions by an upper index % or 4. The propagators without index ® or 4 are time—
ordered. However in subsequent chapters where all the different time orderings appear in the
same equation we will also indicate the time-ordered functions by an upper index 7.

2.1 Green’s function in weak disorder

We consider a particle moving through a static disorder potentialE The Hamiltonian of the
problem is

9 N
p
H:2m+Z;U(r—Ri)

!See [26] and [27] for further information.

13
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The second term represents N short range impurities at the positions R;. It is convenient
to rewrite this in second quantization in which we allow many—electron states. However we
emphasize that the electrons do not interact with each other except for the constraint on the
wave functions imposed by the antisymmetry condition.

H=3 e ciep+ > U@ps ) chiger
P q P
where
N .
Pq = Z ettt
i=1

The energy €, is measured relative to the Fermi energy. So in fact we are considering H — uN =
Zp & c};cp where g is the chemical potential and &, = €, — p. By shifting the energy scale

we write however just ¢,. The operators ¢, and c; are the electron creation and annihilation
operators with the anti commutation relation

{cp 70;} = Opy {ep ep} = {CL ’C;LJ’} =0.

The non diagonal time—ordered Green’s function is defined as

Gy (1) 1= =i{| T[ep(t) s (O)]])
where |) is the ground state of the noninteracting electron gas. It is filled up to e = p(T = 0).
cp(t) is the Heisenberg operator c,(t) = eflt ¢, et and T[cp(t)c;,(O)] = @(t)cp(t)c;, (0) —

@(—t)cL,(O)cp(t). Calculating the partial derivative with respect to the time t, one gets the
equation of motion

(iat - fp) Gppr (t) = dpp0(t) + Z U(q)pqGpqp (1)-

Fourier transforming (¢ — €) and iterating, we obtain a series solution to the problem.

1
G (€) = 5pp/Gg(e) + =GU(p — p')pp_p/Gg/(e)

yop
1 (2.1)
+ 55 Y GO @)pGa( OV D —a =1 )opg G () + .
q
where )
G(e) = (2.2)

€ — €y + i1 sign(e)

is the unperturbed Green’s function for U = 0 with n = 0.

We are interested in universal properties of the system that do not depend on the special
realization of the disorder. A suitable method is to average over the disorder configurations. If
there are N impurities in the system at positions Rq, Ro,...Ry then G is a functional of this set
of vectors G = G(R1, R, ...Ry) and the average is defined as

1

G = VN/d?’Rl...d?’RN G(R1,Rs,...RN)
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Figure 2.1: a) First and b) second order contribution to the disorder averaged Green's function G, (e)

where V is the volume of the system. We assume that each R; is uncorrelated with all oth-
ers. Applying this averaging procedure to the series of Gy (€), we have averages of the form
Pa1Pgs---Pqn- We find for the first term

N .
D=~ / BRe7 TR = N§, .
V
For the second term (which has two contributions ¢ # j and i = 7)

- 2
PaiPqz = N"041,0 0g2,0 + Ngy142,0-
One can show in general that the averaging process makes the Green’s function diagonaulJ2

Gy (€) = Oppy Gp(e)
In figure (2.1) we represented the averaged first and second order terms of the series of equation
(2.1) by diagrams. The solid line represents Gg(e). In these diagrams the single dashed lines
ending in a circle may be thought of as independent scattering events (in lowest order Born
approximation) from different impurities and the pair of dashed lines ending in a single circle
corresponds to second order Born scattering from the same impurity.

@_._

Figure 2.2: Feynman diagram of the Dyson equation of the Green's function

+

— =

It is not possible to sum all diagrams. However by introducing the concept of irreducible
diagrams one can carry out a partial summation. An irreducible diagram is defined as a diagram
which cannot be divided into two sub—diagrams joined only by a single Gg(e) line. The sum of
the irreducible diagrams (where the incoming and outgoing Gg(e) lines are removed) is called

the self energy ¥,(e) = >, Zg,i) (¢). This allows us to write the Green’s function in the form of
a Dyson equation:

Gp(€) = Gyle) + Gp(e)Zp(e)Gyple)- (2.3)

The graphical representation of the Dyson equation is in figure (2.2) and the self-energy is given
in figure (2.3). The diagrams in the self-energy can be classified according to their dependence
on the impurity density nimp = % We remark that every scattering circle represents a factor
Nimp- We will restrict ourselves to low densities which means keeping only the single scattering
circle diagrams (Assumption 1).

The averaging process restores the translational invariance. In the remainder we will not write G, indicating
the disorder average but just G, in order to keep the notation simple.
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N N N
© @ P
@ = g=0 + a/ - + a. q -q-q +
- |
p+q p+q p+a+q’

Figure 2.3: The Self-energy

Furthermore we only take into account the two simplest irreducible diagrams that are de-
picted in figure (2.3) which means that we assume the scattering from a given impurity to be
weak (Assumption 2). 3

The first term contributes NU(q = 0). This simply leads to a shift in the energy.

ep—>ep+21(,1)(e) =€, +NU(q=0) —ep+nimp/d3r U(r)

We can take care of this term by a redefinition of the energies ¢,. The second order Born
approximation reads

£0)(¢) = % N U9, U(~q).

As U(r) is real we have U(q)* = U(—q). Also we assumed U(q) to be short ranged and we can
replace in good approximation U(g) by its value at ¢ = 0 which we denote by Uy. The energy
levels in a bulk systems lie very close. As one has a finite observation time ¢ one can not resolve
the discrete level spacing Ae. If the inequality Ae < K/t holds we can replace the g—sum by an
energy integral with a suitable smooth density of states v3(e).

]1); . RS /_: de vs(e)... (2.4)

We have then

oo !/
21(72)(6) = nimonz/ de’ va(€) (2.5)

ey €— € Finsign(e)
As the integrand is peaked around the Fermi energy e we can replace v3(ep,) by its value at eg
which we denote by v3. The real part is divergent. This is a consequence of the simple model
taken for the scattering potential U. A more realistic model will generally cure the divergence
and give rise to a finite contribution that may be absorbed into a redefinition of the energies.
The imaginary part (see formula (1.10)) is approximately

2@ (e) = —imV3NimpUG sign(e).
It is convention to define the elastic scattering time

1
S

= —. 2.6
27TI/37”LimpU02 ( )

3Three successive scattering events from one impurity as depicted in the third diagram on the right side of
figure (2.3) are then negligible.
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Then we obtain for the self-energy
(A
Sp(e) & B0 (e) + B (€) = — 5 sign(e)

and the damped Green’s function reads

1

Gr(p,e) = : .
r(p€) € — €p + 5 sign(e)

(2.7)

Compared to (2.2) n is replaced by 1/27. Due to the impurities the Green’s function has a finite
imaginary self-energy part and every state with energy ¢, acquires a finite lifetime. In the time
domain one has G (t,p) ~ e¥/?7. This is understandable as the momentum eigenstates, taken
as a basis, are no longer solutions of the problem.

Keep in mind that equation (2.7) is not the general solution of the problem. In neglecting
the crossed diagrams (see figure (2.4) diagram d) ) we restricted us to the case of weak disorder
which is characterized by the inequality ez 7 > 1. In [29] it is explicitly shown how crossed lines
lead to an extra factor ——

ERT "

c) d)

0 o
Figure 2.4: c) is included by our self-energy d) is not included in G (p, €)

Note however that the Green’s function G, is the self-consistent solution for our regime.
Taking the damped Green’s function of equation (2.7) as starting point and taking again into
account scattering events in the second order Born approximation we will arrive at the same
Green’s function in the end. This is due to the fact that we only need that the pole lies close to
the real axis which amounts to the condition e 7 > 1.

Having now the basic quantity for our perturbation theory we can start adding a short range
interaction between the quasiparticles. Let us denote this potential by V' (¢,w). The terminology
short range means that the interaction is finite in the limit ¢ — 0 and w — 0.

2.2 Calculation of the DOS without external magnetic field

In this part we calculate the DOS of a weakly disordered, interacting wire neglecting the spin
dependent interactions. Thus in this section the spin only comes in as a factor of 2. All
parameters affecting the spin like external magnetic fields and spin scattering are discussed in
the following sections.

Our philosophy in this chapter will be to write down first the expressions to be determined,
and then step by step we will explain the meaning of the different objects that appear. How-
ever we do not repeat in this work all the rules how to construct Feynman diagrams. For a
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introduction see for example [26], [27] or [28]. The correction to the DOS for one spin direction

reads .
ov(e) _ _sign(e) % zp: Im [5G(p, e)] 28)

1243 V3

where V is the volume of the system and 3 the three-dimensional DOS at the Fermi level of the
noninteracting wire per spin direction. The additional sign(e) that appears here in comparison
to equation (1.11) is due to the fact we use the time-ordered instead of the retarded Green’s
function. In all our diagrams the solid lines represent the time—ordered Green’s function. Note
that p is a three—dimensional vector. In principle all vectors in our calculation are three—
dimensional. However in the quasi one—dimensional regime one can neglect certain components.
This will be discussed in section (2.2.5).

5G(p7 6) = G(p> 6) - GT(p7 6)

is the change of the Green’s function G(p, €) due to the Coulomb interaction. The time-ordered
Green’s function of the noninteracting wire is given in equation (2.7). In lowest order perturba-
tion theory one has

6G(p,€) = GV (p,e) = Gr(p.€) = Gr(p, )5V (p,€)Gr(p,€)
where the self-energy X(1)(p, €) consists of two parts
S (p,e) = Z7(p, e) + BH(p, )

coming from the exchange and the Hartree diagrams depicted in figure (2.5) and (2.6). The
indices o and [ indicate the spin of the corresponding particle. They can be neglected for our
current discussion but will become important when we add an external magnetic field.

(9:w)

T T

pP.a q (e - w) q p,a

(e) (g)

Figure 2.5: Exchange diagram in the presence of disorder.

Let us begin with the exchange diagram. The solid lines represent the damped Green’s
function G, and the wavy line symbolizes the dynamic interaction V' (¢,w). Finally there are the
two shaded boxes. These boxes represent the so called diffusion ladder L(q,w). A diagrammatic
translation of the ladder is given in figure (2.7). One can see that the ladder takes into account
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successive scattering events of a particle-hole pair at a sequence of impurities. As it is the key
element of the diffusive theory we will derive its form in the next sectionJ4

Thus the exchange diagram represents an electron emitting a photon with momentum ¢ and
energy w and reabsorbing it again. The ingoing and outgoing electron lines are connected by
scattering events. Let us already stress here that due to the ladder elements before and after
the emission of the photon the main contribution comes from small momenta g and small
energies w. The functional form of L(g,w) will make this obvious. Throughout the whole work
we will use the letters ¢ and w to indicate small quantities whereas p’s and €’s represent big
momenta and energies near the Fermi surface. The correction to the DOS due to the exchange
diagram reads

81gn

e = 9S8 S i [ ) |5 Haw)6rlo = e = )Ll iV (0.)

VZG v, €) p —qg, e —w ZG p —q,e—w)|G-(p,e)
(2.9)

where the additional factor of i in front of V(g,w) comes from the internal photon line (see
Feynman rules in [28]) and the factor of 2 in front takes into account that the diagram can be
drawn for spin « = 1/2 and oo = —1/2.

The Hartree diagram has a different structure. The ingoing electron interacts with a second
electron performing a closed loop. The energy w transferred by the interaction V (g, w) has to be
0 as we need to conserve the energy in the upper loop (remember that the impurities are static
and therefore can not exchange energy). Note also that the transferred momentum p’ — p” is
not necessarily small. The second important difference is the additional minus sign coming from
the electron loop. As a consequence the Hartree correction has the opposite sign of the
exchange correction.

p-q.8
]
(e-w)
p-q, B p*a. B
—p
q q
=0
- - - - (g)
pP,a p’, a p", a pP,a

Figure 2.6: Hartree diagram in the presence of disorder.

“Inverting the hole line one obtains the so called Cooperon which is the particle—particle ladder. Taking into
account the Cooperon one gets the weak localization correction to the conductivity. For further information see

[29]
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A third point which will become important when we take into account the spin in the
presence of an external magnetic field is that we can of course choose the spin of the loop
electron independent of the spin of the incoming electron. Here however this freedom just
amounts in an additional factor of 2. So the spin degeneracy of the Hartree diagram without
external field is 4.

51/Har — 481%:36) Imzp: GT(p, |: Z/ ) Q7 )GT(p —q,€— w)L(q7w)

>z Z G, )G-(p — g, e —w) V(' = p",0)G- (0", )G (v — ¢,€ — w)| G+ (p, )

(2.10)

For the evaluation of (2.9) and we need to determine the functions L(q,w) and V(q,w).
This will be done in the next sections.

2.2.1 The ladder approximation

Two particles can scatter at the same static impurity. It can be shown that the leading order
term for low energies arises from diagrams without any crossing of lines (see for example [27]
or [29] ). The relevant processes are shown in figure (2.7). The dashed line with a circle in the
middle represents the scattering at a static impurity. Static implies that it can not absorb or
emit energy. All the impurity does, is transferring momentum from one particle to the other as
can be seen on the right side of the diagram in figure (2.7). The particle moving to the right
changes its momentum from p to p’ and the hole moving to left changes its momentum from
p' — q to p — ¢q. Quite general the series of scattering events may be evaluated by solving the
integral equation for ladder Ly, , .(q,w).

Lyyo(q,w) = Lo+ Lo = ZG A0 — g€ —w) Ly o(q,w) (2.11)

Each impurity line contributes Ly = nimpUg = 5 (see equation (2.6)). The ladder generally

2mTUrs
depends on three momenta and two energies. However in the diffusive limit we will see that the

ladder in fact only depends on ¢ and w and we can drop the subscripts p,p’ and e.
1
L(Qa w) = LO + LO 9 Z GT(p7 E)GT(p —q,€— w)L(Qa w) (212)
P

We define the (spin independent) polarization bubble

= %Z G (p,e)Gr(p — q, e — w). (2.13)
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p-a, B P-a,8  p-q.B
I (5—(,0) - - (8—00)

b4 b4 bd b 6 4+
O | | |

Figure 2.7: Diagrammatic representation of the ladder L,3(q,w)

Usually in the literature one can find diagrams like in figure (2.8) for the polarization bubble.
One would say that there are no bubbles in the ladder diagrams in figure (2.7). However bending
the Green’s function lines straight, one recognizes the pair of Green’s functions appearing in the
ladder sequences.

p-q, B
p-q,p
o
\@/ &
o
P.a pP,a

Figure 2.8: Diagrammatic representation of the polarization propagator HS‘B

We calculate Iy in the continuum limit. The standard approximation reads

1 d3p s, dQ,
Vg %/(271_)3 :/d€p Vg(ﬁp) ? ...V /dﬁp/4ﬂ_ (214)

where d2, = d¢dfsinf and the boundaries for the ¢ integration are 0 and 27 and the 6
integration goes from 0 to 7. For the integration over de, the choice of the correct boundaries
needs some caution. Usually one finds the following

1 o0 o0
vz o R Vg/ dep ... = Vg/ dep ... (2.15)
P

—€R —00

The extension of the lower boundary to —oo is only justified if the contribution of the integrand
in the interval [—oo, —ep] is negligible. The reader can verify that for our integrand the contri-

bution is of order €+6;3+ - ~ U3T GF% < v37 which is negligible. Thus we calculate Il in the
2T

approximation of equation (2.15).

A second comment we have to make before starting the calculation is how the diffusive
regime is reflected in our calculations. Diffusion is a continuous process which describes long
time developments. Thus the length scale L on which we observe diffusive motion is related to
the mean free path [ by L > [. For the k-vectors associated with L we have approximately:
g ~ 1/L. Thus we have the relation: ql = vpqgT < 1. We do not have only big length scales
but also big timescales t. t is much bigger than the elastic scattering time 7: ¢ > 7. Relevant
energies associated with ¢ are w ~ 1/t. If we combine these last two statements we obtain a
second inequality wT <« 1. Using the diffusion approximation thus means focussing on small
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energies w and small k—vectors ¢q. This allows some approximations in several integrals. Near
the Fermi surface one has

€p—q X €p— VF-q where vk = Vp Ep‘lpl=pF

is the Fermi velocity. We use bold letters for the vectors. Then Il reads

o0 ds) 1 1
Ip(q,w) = 1/3/ dép/ K

4w e—ep+%sign(e) E—w—¢€+VF-q+ %sign(e—w)'

For the e-integration we can apply the residue theorem. In the complex €,-plane the poles have
to lie on different sides of the real axis in order to get a non vanishing contribution. We obtain

o dQ, [ B(€)O(w—€) O(—€)O(e —w)
Ho(g,e) _2mV3/ 4m (W_VF‘CI"‘i - W—VF'q—i)

We multiply nominator and denominator by +i7

P )]

11 w) =
o(g,w) 2 1—iwr+ivp-q 1+iwr —ivp-q
Although the angular integral may be evaluated exactly we restrict ourselves to the diffusive
limitﬁ and expand in frequency and momentum. We find

1
1 Fiwr Fivep - qr

~1xiwr +ivp-qr — (vp-qr) + ...

We neglect higher order terms in w7 and v - q7 as this accuracy is high enough to reproduce
the results of the macroscopic diffusion theory (see the footnote to equation (2.23)). Now we
integrate over the angles noting that f_ll d(cos ) cosf =0 and f_ll d(cos ) cos? § = % We get
o(q,w) = 2nv37 O (6,w) (1 + i|w|r — Dg7) (2.16)
where D = ”%l = %’U%T is the classical diffusion constant in three dimensions and we introduced
the abbreviation ©4 (¢,w) := O(€)O(w — €) + O(—¢)O(e — w). From equation (2.12) we deduce

Lo
L(q,w) = 2.17
and obtain
®+(6> w)
L = . 2.18
(¢,w) 21372(Dg — i|w)|) (2.18)

Now we can see explicitly what we announced in the previous section: The function L(q,w) selects
small momenta g and small frequencies w due to its so called diffusive pole. This
diffusive pole will be finally responsible for the correction of the DOS. But before calculating
the correction to the DOS we need to discuss the dynamically screened interaction appearing in

equations (2.9) and (2.10).

®This expansion is sufficient in the low energy (or low temperature) regime when er < 1. At higher energies
with €7 > 1 one must retain the full frequency and momentum dependence of I1g. This defines the quasi—ballistic
regime. A detailed discussion can be found in [41]
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2.2.2 Dynamically screened interaction and polarization function

Let us start with a static bare interaction Vj(q) between our particles. This bare interaction
is screened in a many—particle system. Each electron is surrounded by other charge carriers.
Thus other electrons do not feel the bare electron charge but an effective screened charge.
The reorganization of charges is a dynamical time dependent process which leads to an energy
dependent effective interaction V(q,w) between the quasiparticles (=electrons + surrounding
clouds). V(gq,w) can be expressed by the bare interaction Vj(q) and the so called polarization
propagator II(g,w) in the form of a Dyson equatioﬂ6

V(g,w) = Volg) + Vo(9)(q,w)V (g, w). (2.19)

The graphical representation is shown in figure (2.9). The polarization propagator II(q,w)
represents all irreducible diagrams with one incoming and one outgoing photon line. Of course,
we are not able to take into account all the irreducible diagrams. A common and successful
approximation is the so called random phase approximation (RPA) which takes into account a
certain class of diagrams. For the clean case one can find an excellent description in [28]. In the
presence of disorder this approximation has to be modified including ladder diagrams. In the
literature this is often called diffusive RPA. Although we denoted the polarization propagator in
the diffusive approximation by Ip;s in figure (2.9) in order to stress the difference to the exact
II, we will omit the index in the following to keep the notation simple.

a)\/vvvv:wvwv+m@\/vw

b) VWAVW = SN+ \/\A/\/\/\/
rIDif

Figure 2.9: Dyson equation: a) exact, b) diffusive RPA—approximation

The first graph on the right side in figure (2.10) shows the first correction to the bare
photon line. This diagram is called polarization bubble. It can be interpreted as creation and
annihilation of a particle-hole pair.

p-q,p p-q,p PGB p-q,p P-4, P'-9,B
W) v = @v + (e v+ W o,
P, a P,a P, a P, a P a P’ a
Figure 2.10: Bubble of the diffusive RPA—approximation

In the presence of impurities those two particles can be scattered during their existence (see
second and third diagram on the right side in figure (2.10)). Again we include the scattering
processes in the ladder approximation.

5TI(¢,w) plays here the same role as ¥, (¢) in equation (2.3)
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Writing figure as an equation we find
) de 1
T(q,w) = —2i Z G-(p,€)Gr(p— g, ¢ —w) To(p, €, ¢, w) (2:20)
where the factor of 2 in front comes from the spin and Io(p, €, ¢, w) is
1
Lo(p e gyw) =1+ 5 > Gr(p,€)Gr(p— € — w) Ly pe(q,w).
p/
Putting the expression for I'g(p, €, ¢,w) in equation (2.20) one can identify the arising terms with

diagrams on the right side of figure (2.10). Using the diffusive results (2.16) and (2.18) we get

@+(6> w)

r =14+ ———F
@) =1 D iy

(2.21)

With the explicit expression for I'g we are now able to start the calculation of the polarization
propagator given in equation (2.20). We begin with the so—called static part which is propor-
tional to the 1 in equation (2.21]).

d3
Hstat Qa 21/ / )GT(p —q,€— W)

As the integrand contains no function with poles for small ¢ and w we can neglect the ¢ and w
dependence in the appearing Green’s function.

d3
Hstat Q7 —2i / / )2

We start with the integration over €

-1

KN
€ €p+ 2T

Hstat(q7w) ~ =2 % (27[_)3 +

i

1 [ &3 [ 1
27

€—€p — 0

and get

—i [ dp 1 1 —ivg [ —i/T
Hstat(qaw) ~ / 3 i 3 =~ / d€p 27/1 .
™ (27T) €p + 57 €p — 37 ™ —00 Ep + @2

As we are in the limit of weak disorder ex7 > 1 the appearing function is in good approximation
—i 2md(€p). Hence

stat (¢, w) = =23

which is nothing else but the total DOS at the Fermi level of the non—interacting system. The
dynamic part contains a diffusive pole coming from the ladder.

d3 O, (e,w
Mayn (g, w 21/ / )GT(P—(],E—W)M;EW)DT

Using once more (2.16) and keeping only the leading 1 we obtain
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*© de  Oi(e,w)

My (q, w) = —4irw g _ZHSY
o) =timy |52

The e—integral yields |w|.

iwl
II =213 ——— 2.22
dyn(Q>w) V3 Dq2 —’L’w‘ ( )
We find in diffusive ladder approximation
Dq2
II =1II gy = 2v3———
(Q’ UJ) stat + dy VB Dq2 _ Z‘(J.)|
and the retarded function is
1 (q,w) = —2V3D7QQ. (2.23)
Dq? — iw

At this point one can often read in the literature, that the form of II reflects particle conservation
and that the pole is a direct consequence of the particle conservation. In order to shed light
on this statement we added a footnote and show how to derive the expression for Il starting
with the continuity equation.ﬂReturning to equation (2.19) we can write down the retarded,
dynamically screened interaction in diffusive RPA approximation

\%
VE(g,) = bta)
1+ 2€2v3Vo(q)

o (2.29)
Dq?—iw

"The polarization function IT also appears in the context of linear response theory. Studying the response
of the density of an electron gas p to an applied external field ¢ one can derive a Kubo formula: p(q,t) =
S5, dt'x(q,t —t')¢(q, t) where the retarded response function x(q,t —t') = —i©(t — t'){|p(q,t), p(—q,t")]). 1" is
nothing else than y (for further information see [26]). That is why II is also often called density—density response
function. Let us derive the expression for the density—density response function from macroscopic equations. On
the one hand we have the continuity equation

O p(x) + Vj(xz) =0 (2.24)
and on the other hand the current density j is determined by
j(x) = =DVp(x) + o E(x) (2.25)

The electric field is connected to the scalar potential by £ = —V¢ and the conductivity ¢ can be connected to
the Diffusion constant D via the Einstein relation

o =2¢°vs D. (2.26)

Hence we have
(0: — DA)p(z) = 2e*vs DAG(). (2.27)
Putting this into the diffusion equation above and Fourier transforming leads to (—iw + Dq2)p(q7w) =

—2e?v3Dg?¢(q,w) . We finally obtain

2

p(q,w) = _2621/3 (rb(qvw) (228)

Dq? —iw

IR
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2.2.3 The exchange and the Hartree terms

Having discussed in the last sections the Green’s function G, (p,e€), the ladder L(q,w) and the
dynamically screened interaction V' (g,w), we are now able to evaluate the expressions given in
equations (2.9) and (2.10). In both equations we find the following product of Green’s functions®

: VZG p,€)Gr(p—q,e —w) (2.30)

which we calculate using the same approximations as before.

/ J /dQ 1 1
Y3 = U3 € —_— — ;.
oo P Qo=+ sign(e)2 € —w — ¢ + Ve - q + osign(c - w)

We extend the lower boundary to —oo and use the residue theorem. We find

V3 = —2m’u372/d9<[ O)Ow—-¢  O(=¢)0(c~w) >

Q\[l—wr+ivp-qr]? [1+iwT —ivy - qr]?

We keep only the highest order in the diffusive limit
v3 = —2miv3T?O_ (e, w) (2.31)

where ©_(e,w) := O(€)O(w—¢€) —O(—€)O(e—w). Let us start with the exchange term. Plugging
in our results for the different objects

S — QSlgn [ Z/ dw —2mivsT*O_(e,w)] (iV(q,w))

@+(67 (,U)
2nv372(Dg? — i|w|

)] 2 [2mv37 @+(e,w)]2] :

One has sign(e) O_(e,w) = O (e,w) and O3 (¢, w) = O4 (¢, w) and one is left with

= E:/ d“9+6”“mLDZ{w&D]

We replace the time—ordered propagators by retarded ones. This is possible because w is always
positive in the integrand and at 7' = 0 one has

VE(q,w) = ReVE(q,w) + i ImV(q,w) sign(w).

Finally we obtaiﬂ10

S = Z/H dw Im[ o (_ M))J (2.32)

8This is only true if we neglect spin. In the Hartree diagram the spin « can be different from 3.

9see Appendix 2 in [26]

100More precisely the upper integration limit in w should be 1 /7 since the diffusion approximation is only valid
in the limit wr < 1. The error we commit however is negligible.
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The expression (2.32) is still quite general. One can plug in various interaction propagators
VE(q,w).

But before evaluating the remaining integrals let us turn to the Hartree term. The Hartree
term has a more complicated structure. We can see in the second line of equation (2.10) that
the four Green’s functions are connected with the interaction V(p’ — p”,0) via their momenta.
We define like it was done in [39]*! the so called F—factor.

1
F = €o W Z GT(plv G)GT(p, —q,€— W)V(p, - p”a O)GT(p”? E)GT(p” —q,€— w) (233)

where ¢y = [(27v37)?V(0,0)04 (¢,w)] . The Hartree correction then reads

guer — g 98219 [ ) |5 [Femivre_(ew)] (-0

2
[(2m0s7)2F V(0,0)] [mﬁ{ég}zzuwo] }

Following the same steps as for the exchange term we finally get

s = 4 Z/H dw Tm [F;/R(Ow?))?} (2.34)

Remark the two fundamental differences between the exchange and the Hartree expressions.
First the Hartree term has the opposite sign and second the interaction Vﬁp’ —p",0) selects pro-
cesses with different momentum transfer (so called large angle scattering)!'? For the evaluation
of (2.32) and (2.34) we follow the lines of [29]. The important contribution comes from the small
momentum and energy region due to the diffusive pole 1/(Dg? — iw)?. We restrict ourselves to
a short range interaction which is equivalent to the assumption that V2(0,0) is finite. 13 So we
can replace in good approximation V(q,w) by V(0,0) in the exchange expression. The total
correction to the DOS then reads

vz (1-2F) VE0,0

In fact there is another correction coming from the Cooper channel. Here however we neglect
this contribution. Formally one may assume the presence of a small magnetic field which kills
the Cooper contribution (see for further information).

" Our definition is slightly different from the one in the paper because these authors used retarded and
advanced propagators to build up the perturbation theory.

12The evaluation of the F—factor is usually done in the following way: Due to the Green’s functions that are
highly peaked around pr one sets the absolute value of the appearing momenta in V (p’ —p”, 0) to pr and averages
the interaction over the angles. We denote this constant by V(p’ — p”,0). Having replaced the interaction by a
constant one can use the result (2.16) for the remaining products of Green’s functions and obtains

VE(@p —p”,0)

F =~
V£(0,0)

(2.35)

13That assumption is also used in the standard Fermi liquid theory.



28 CHAPTER 2. PERTURBATION THEORY

Simply summing up the contributions of the exchange and of the Hartree diagrams is however
dangerous. One is not really summing up two first order contributions concerning the interaction
as the dynamically screened interaction V(q,w) already is a infinite sum in which Vj(q) appears
to all orders (see the discussion in [24] chapter 3.3 and in [30] section II1.B.3.C. Specific heat
and tunnelling density of states). A correct way to handle the problem and at the same time a
way to include higher order diagrams in the interaction is the replacement of

Vi = VE0,0) and Va := F VE(0,0) (2.37)

by Fermi liquid scattering amplitudes I'y and I's. We will discuss this procedure in the next
section in detail.

®

®

Figure 2.11: Small angle and large angle scattering shown as Feynman diagrams

2.2.4 Effective scattering amplitudes and Landau parameters

According to the discussion of the previous section, the relevant interaction terms are

Hing = Z Z Z <V1 s1,840s2,83 Ci) (p)Clz '+ q)Csy (p/)Cs4 (p+4q)

51,52,53,54 p,p’ g(small)

(2.38)

Vi G mBsnns b (D)L, (0 + @)css (0 + @)esy <p’>>

The sum over ¢ is only over small momenta. In figure (2.11) we sketched the two processes that
appear in the exchange and the Hartree diagram. One can generalize the upper expressions by
replacing

Vi— I and Vo — Ty,

which include higher order diagrams in the Coulomb interaction depicted in figure (2.12). I'; and
I's are connected to Landau parameters. Even though the connection to the Landau parameters
was derived for the clean case, the general assumption is that the relations hold except close to
the impurities. Hence for weak disorder meaning low impurity density the replacement by I'y
and I's should work quite well.
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Figure 2.12: Diagrammatic representation of I'y and I'y
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If there is no mechanism present that could flip the spins one can decompose all diagrams into
singlet and triplet diaugramsJﬁ

Ty Iy
I 6518458253 —1I' 5818358284 =|I'h—— 5818458283 + | —— | Os15,059s3 (239)
2 | ~—— 2 | ~——
singlet triplet
We define the singlet and triplet amplitudes
Ls=T1-T%/2 Iy =-T9/2. (2.40)
These effective coupling constants are connected with the Landau parameters F{j and Fj§ in the
following Waym‘
1 S 1 Y
= — My=——0_. (2.41)
21/3 1—|—F0 21/3 1—|—F0
—— ——
Ag Af

Sometimes one also finds the parameters Aj and A§. The Landau parameters can not be
calculated for disordered metals from a first principle theory. The Fermi liquid theory however
connects the Landau parameters to various response functions which allows to determine them
experimentally. In section (9.4) we will look in detail at the Landau parameters in the example
of palladium. In summary we made the replacement:

VE(0,0) — 2FVE(0,0) = V; — 2V, — Iy — 2T — I, + 3T%. (2.42)

These effective amplitudes are also screened by polarization effects. The difference however
to the procedure in section (2.2.2) is that the amplitudes I'y; and T'; already include all the static

14 At this stage the names singlet and triplet are rather arbitrary and we are just using a mathematical identity
in equation (2.39) to rewrite the spin structure. However in the part where we discuss the effect of an external
magnetic field we will see how the singlet part remains unaffected, whereas the triplet part splits up into m =
—1,0,1 components.

15 A derivation of (2.41) can be found in [27] or [31]
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diagrams. This means that we only have to take the dynamical part Ilqy, of the polarization
propagator given in equation (2.22) in order to avoid multiple counting of diagrams. The Dyson
equation then reads

Fs(Qyw) =T's+ Fstyn(Q7w)Fs(Q7 w)

and one finds

Dq¢? —iw
r =ls——— 2.43
(4, ) *Dq? —iwZ, (243)
where Zg =1 — 213" = 1 — Af. For the triplet interaction one has in the same way
Ii(qw) =T Dg* - iw (2.44)
w)=Tt—— .
g "Dg? —iwZ,

where Z; = 1 — 213y = 1 — Af. We introduce field diffusion constants D} = D/Z, and
Dy = D/Z, writing the interactions in the form

I Dq¢? —iw Iy Dq¢? —iw
" Zy Dig? —iw " Z; D2 —iw
The field diffusion constants measure how fast the fields spread over the conductor. D} de-
termines the propagation of the charge density, whereas D} determines the propagation of the
spin density. In general they differ largely from the particle diffusion constant D. Putting these
interactions in our formula for the correction to the DOS (2.36) we have

(51/3 B 2 & Fs(qaw) + 3Ft(‘]7w)
= qu:/M dw Im[ (D& —iw)? (2.46)

Is(q,w) (g, w) (2.45)

which reads explicitly

ovs 2 = /Z, 3T/ Z;
vy 7Y zq: /6 dw Im [(Dq2 —iw)(Dzg? —iw) + (D% — iw)(D;q? — zw)] (2.47)

As a next step we want to evaluate the g—sum. For this purpose we have to discuss the concept
of quasi—-dimensionality. We will do this in the following section.

2.2.5 Correction to the DOS / Quasi one—dimensional approximation

q is a three—dimensional momentum in equation (2.47). This does not mean necessarily that we
convert the sum over g into a three—dimensional integral because we treat a finite size system.
The evaluation of the g—sum depends on the energy scale we are looking at. Suppose our
energy is the applied voltage eV. As already mentioned in the introduction there exist several
characteristic energies for a wire defined by its geometry. In the case of a wire of length L,
height a and width a (with a < L), we have the Thouless energies Ej, = % and E, = a%
that are connected to the particle diffusion. Furthermore one has the Thouless field energies
Ei = fg and B! = l;g* (where i is either s or t). In order to sort these energies according to
their magnitude we need to know how the different diffusion constants are related to each other.
From the preceding section we have
D D
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Approaching the ferromagnetic state the Fermi liquid parameter Aj — 1 and Af — —oo. For
Palladium we found Ag = 0.966 and Af = —4J16 That implies

D:>D > D}. (2.49)

We define: A system is quasi one—dimensional concerning its particle diffusion if

Ea>€V>EL

and a system is quasi one-dimensional concerning the charge or spin diffusion if

E!>eV > E} where 1= sort

We see that there are various situations possible. For example a system can be quasi one—
dimensional concerning the charge diffusion but three-dimensional concerning particle and spin
diffusion if the order of energies is

E$>eV > E Ep, B, E% E. (2.50)

In our calculations we will assume that eV is such that the wire is quasi one—dimensional with
respect to the particle and singlet field diﬁ'usionE

E;,E, >¢eV > E}, Ey, (2.51)
Let us consider the g—dependent part of the first term in equation (2.47)

ovs 1 1
vs V4= (D@ + a3 +2) —iw) Dy + ¢ +a2) —iw)’

The g—values are quantized due to the finite volume. In transverse direction the smallest mo-
menta ¢, and ¢, are of order 27 /a and in the longitudinal direction ¢, is of order 2w /L. Let
us compare the contributions of the two g—vectors gy = (0,0,27/L) and ¢; = (27/a,0,27/L) in
our expression above. The two appearing diffusion constants are D and D} but as D} is much
bigger than D we neglect D for a while. We see that the contribution of ¢; is much smaller

because
1 1 1

Di/@® + D12 - Dija S DijL?

As we are interested in energies eV < DY/ a? we can neglect all terms in our sum where ¢,
or g, are different from zero. Thus we sum only over vectors like gp with a non vanishing ¢,
component in order to determine the main contribution in the energy regime of interest. The
sum over g, we write as an integral assuming an infinitely long wire.

1 1 dq, 1 dq.
PIRF I E-LRLNEL 35 @)

dz,9y,qz dz,qy

Thus in summary we replace a three-dimensional sum by a one-dimensional integral based on
the energy inequality (2.51). This justifies the name quasi one—dimensional system. For the

16See section (9.4) in the appendix.
1"We do not need to specify the dimensionality concerning triplet field diffusion as the two others already
determine the quasi one—dimensional approximation
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second term of equation (2.47) the reasoning is the same (according to equation (2.51) we have
eV < D/a?). Thus in the quasi one-dimensional limit we are left with

1) 2 d I',/Z 3I';/Z
ovs =—— qz/ dw I |: ~ : s/ s* . ' + . : t/ i > . :| (2.53)
v3 Ta Ie (Dgz —iw)(Digz —iw)  (Dg? —iw)(Dygq: — iw)

We replace the interaction amplitudes I'y and I'; according to equation (2.41) and rename ¢, = q.

s _ / /Il dw Tm [ /-4 345/ - Ap) } (2.54)

V3 7ra21/3 Dq¢? —iw)(D¥¢?> —iw)  (Dg? —iw)(Dfq? — iw)
Here we introduce the quasi one-dimensional DOS vy := a?v3 . Also we multiply nominator
and denominator on the left side of the equation by a?. According to the residue theorem

/ dw/ o [ DQQ—iw)zD*QQ—iw)]_ \/5(@1+ D) \/1@ (2.55)

Hence we have

o _ 1 [ Ap/(1= 4y . 345/(1— Ap) ] 1 250
1 V2ru L (VD +/Di) (VD + /D) 1 /el )
and obtain
m_ 1 i 343 1
%1 \/§7TV1\/5|:(1—A8+ 1—A6)+(1—Ag+ 1_‘48)}\/@ (2.57)

Remember that Af is negative and leads instead of a suppression to an augmentation of the
DOS. To see the connection with earlier work we note that neglecting the dynamical screening
of the interaction and replacing (1 — 2F)V2(0,0) by Ty + 3I'; according to equation (2.42) in
equation (2.36]), we find that in this case the dimensionality is only defined by D because there
appear no other diffusion constants. Using

&0 dq 1 1
d — 1 - = 2.58
/6 w/ o [(Dq2 - zw)Q} 21/2D]¢| (2.58)

leads us to the known result of Altshuler and Aronov with generalized amplitudes I'y and T';.

(51/1 _ 1 FS + 3Ft (2 59)

21 V21D a? &
As above we express everything in terms of the Landau parameters Aj and Af using equation

(2.41). Then (2.58) becomes

% _ 1 A+ 3AG (2.60)
V1 22 mn VD Vara ’
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€
Bex

Fermi leve

Figure 2.13: Shift of the distri-
bution of the two spin species
in an external magnetic field

Looking at equations (2.43) and (2.44) one can see that setting Z, =1—Ajand Z; =1—-Aj to 1
brings us back to the static interactions I'y and I';. Performing that limit in equation (2.57) the
denominators are replaced by 2 and we obtain (2.60). The result of naive perturbation theory
which neglects the dynamical screening of the static amplitudes should be taken with caution
because it is only valid for Aj, Af < 1. In ordinary metals the parameter A§ is actually small but

§ is close to one. Hence one should turn to (2.57). For Palladium, that has an extraordinary
high magnetic susceptibility for small temperatures, even the parameter Af becomes large. In
section (9.4) we will estimate a value of —4 for A§.

At this stage we can also confirm what Pothier et al. pointed out in their paper [1]. They
claimed that in their experiment with aluminum the 1/v/eV behavior arises from the diffusion
of the electric potential. We see from equation (2.56) that for A3 < 1 but Af close to 1, the
term containing D} = D /(1 — Af) indeed determines the correction of the DOS.

Just for completeness we note that the energy dependence of the DOS for systems with other
dimensions differs from the one in the one-dimensional case. Replacing the ¢—sum in equation
(2.52) not by an one dimensional integration but two or three dimensional integrations one finds
in the quasi two—dimensional case

ovg ~ In(|e|T) (2.61)

and in the three dimensional case
dvz ~ /€l (2.62)

For further information see [24].

2.3 Calculation of the DOS in the presence of external field

In this section we redo the calculation adding an external time independent field B, in z—
direction which forces us to take the spin of the quasiparticles into account. The first question,
we have to answer, is: How is the Green’s function G; changed in the presence of a magnetic
field? The number of electrons with spin—up and spin—down arrange such that one has a common
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Fermi level (see figure (2.3)). The occupation at 7' = 0 is given by@

<‘CTOc,pCC¥7P|> = @(_fp + a wg)

where ws = gupBey and o = +1/2. pup = 226 is the Bohr magneton and we approximate

the gyromagnetic factor g by 2 as we are focussing on metalm. Again we rescale our energies
§p — €p and obtain for the Green’s function

1

Gale,p) = A .
a(6,) € — €p + o ws + 5 sign(e)

(2.63)

We see that the external magnetic field causes a Zeeman splitting. Turning off the external field
we recover the Green’s function of equation (2.7). As next element of the perturbation theory
we reinvestigate the ladder L,g(g,w) which as can be seen in figure (2.7) depends on two spins.
The Dyson equation reads

Lap(q,w) = Lo + LolI$? (¢, w) Las(q, w)

where ngﬂ is depicted in figure (2.8). We have then

3
1157 (¢, w) :/(;l?f;g Ga(p,€)Gs(p+ ¢ € — w)

where the Green’s function is given in equation (2.63). We calculate ngﬁ (¢,w) using the ap-
proximations we discussed in section . One arrives at

)= 57 fan( 008w ~ o . O(-0)6(c - w) )

2 l—iwr+ivp-q—i(la—f)wst 14wt —ivp-q+i(a—F) wsT

We restrict ourselves to weak magnetic field assuming that iwsm < 1@

1
1Fwr Five-qr Fi(a—f) wsT

~1+iwr +i(a — f) wer £ive -qr — (vp - qr)?
and we get

Hg‘ﬁ(q,w) =237 O4(6,w) (1 +ilw|T + i(a — B) |ws|T — Dq27'). (2.64)

Hence one obtains for the ladder

— @+(€v w)
Laplg,w) = 2mv372(Dg? — iw — i(a — B) ws) (2.65)

"without external field we have (|cl, ,ca.p|) = O(=&p)

19Tn semiconductors g can differ largely from 2

2ONote that the inequality allows external magnetic fields of several Tesla. However when will talk of weak
external magnetic fields in chapter [7]they are of order 1075 Tesla.
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We see that the ladder becomes spin dependent in the presence of an external field. If a = (8
we recover the form (2.18). In order to keep things simple let us calculate the correction to the
DOS taking the static amplitudes I'; and I's for the interaction in the exchange and the Hartree
diagrams. The basic effect of the external magnetic field will already be visible at this stage
without taking into account the dynamical screening of the interaction amplitudes.

2.3.1 Correction to the DOS using static interactions

In this subsection we calculate the DOS approximating the interaction by the constants I'; and
Iy in the exchange and the Hartree diagram respectively. Translating the exchange diagram
into functions we find

exe 51gn 1 *® dw .
5Va I ZG p? [V;/oo% Laa(q7u))Ga(p—q76—W)Laa(q,W)ZP1

*ZG p 6 p —qg,€e — W ZG p —qg,€e—w ) Ga(pve)'
(2.66)

Note that we first examine the correction Jv5*® for one spin direction «. That is why there
is no factor 2 in front like in equation (2.9). Remark also that L(¢,w) = L(g,w) and that
II§* = Ilp. Finally we need to determine the element

o 1
%" =5 ) Galp)Galp — g€~ w).
p

Although we have in the exchange term a = 8 we calculate 5 ? for two independent spins «
and § because this combination will appear in the Hartree expression. Using for the Green’s
functions equation (2.63) and following the same steps as for 73 yields

157 et [ 19 (00w - ¢ ) (-0~ w) )

Q\ [l —wr —ivp-qr —i(a — BwsT]? [l +iwT +ivp - g7 + i(a — B)wsT]?

Keeping only the leading order term in the diffusive limit (and neglecting i(a — f) wsT < 1) one
finds

V3P = —2mivsT?O (e, w). (2.67)

We see that in the limit of weak magnetic fields defined by the condition upB.,7 < 1 the
expression 73 7 is independent of the external field. For the exchange term where o = 3 anyway
we do not need the assumption of weak fields. We can thus conclude that an external
magnetic field has no influence on the exchange term at all. Multiplying the result by
2 we recover exactly the singlet part given in equation (2.60).

The Hartree term however is sensitive to the external field. According to diagram (2.6) we

have
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gutiar — _ FEI my > Galpe) [112 > /OO () Las(0.0)Cp(p — 4. ~ ) Las(q.)

8% iy oo 2m
1 / / // /!
W Z Ga(p 7€)Gﬁ(p —4q,€ —(,U) F2 Ga(p 76)Gﬂ(p —q,€— CU) Ga(pv 6)'
p/7p//

(2.68)

Note that instead of the simple factor of 2 for the internal spin in the loop in equation (2.10) we

B

have to sum over the internal spin 3. Using the results for HS"B and the factor 73" we obtain

5 Har 1
- 7ra2 tm Z/ 21 /6| (Dg? — iw —i(a — Bws)? (2:69)

The sum over the spin 3 generates two terms. Either the spins are parallel (3 = «) or antiparallel

(8=—a)
6VHM - 7ra2 / /5| [ (Dg? —@w) T DF i 1— i(2a)ws)2]

In the second integral we shift the integration variable.

sviar Ty I dq | [ dw ° dw
o w2 ) o), D " (D —iw)?
121 ma T L/ el q w le+2aws | ( q Zw)

syHar Iy dg o0 dw o0 duw
L =2 [ 2 —— + e
1 Ta? 21 )i (Dg* —iw)? letws| (Dg? — iw)?
and for o = —% =]

5’/?”:F21m/dq /°°dw+/°° _dw
v ma? 21 [ Ji (DG? —iw)?  J—w, (Dg? —iw)? |

We evaluate the integrals using equation (2.58). The total change of the DOS (both spin
directions) is

5 Spexe 5yHar 51/Har
M, L
41 41 41 41
We find
s 1 <2F1 — 2y Ty Ty )
2 2v/271v/Da? €] Vie—ws]  V]etwsl/)

Using that 2I'1 —2I's = 2I'4+2I'; and —I's = 2I'; and replacing the I';’s by the Landau parameters
we obtain
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Sv 1 (Ag + Ag Ag Ag ) (270

A + +
V1 2v2mv/ Dy Vel Vie—ws| e+ wl

The external magnetic field creates two new poles at the shifted positions —A3/+/|e — ws| and
—Af/\/|€ + ws|. At his level the name triplet amplitude for A§ becomes understandable. The
3A§ split up in the presence of a magnetic field like the triplet levels in an atom. Sending ws — 0
in the equation (2.70) we recover the result of equation (2.60 2t

2.3.2 Dynamical screening of the static interactions in the presence of an
external magnetic field

Determining the dynamically screened interaction in the presence of an external magnetic field
is more complicated than in the zero field case as the screening process represented by the
polarization function 1% (g, w) (depicted in figure (2.10)) is affected by the external field. Going
through the steps of the calculation in section (2.2.2) and replacing G, by G, and Gg according
to the depicted diagrams one arrives in diffusive ladder approximation at

, Dqg? —i(a — B) ws
"D —ilw| —i(o — B) ws

Haﬁ(qaw) = = (273)
and especially

||
Dq¢? —ilw| —i(a — B)ws

152 (g, w) = —vs (2.74)

Remember that we only need the dynamic part of II1*#(q,w) for the screening as all the static
diagrams are already included in the effective amplitudes I'; and I'y.

rs (9,w) I_s rs rS (q’w)//
— ap
>%MM< = >Mw< + @MNW\
o o o)
S5 93 $1%4 % p
Figure 2.14: Diagrammatic Dyson series for the singlet interaction
21The result (2.70) was first derived by Altshuler and Aronov. In [24] one finds in chapter 6.
AF=O 4 A=Y EEY LY
v = — ! < t 3 + 2 + 2 ) (2.71)
2\/5#\/5 \ﬁ VE— Ws VeE+ ws
where 3
A = A= 4 ZAG=Y (2.72)
and

A =1 [VF(0,0) — 2VE(p = p”,0)].

The additional factors of 1/2 in front of A=Y in equation (2.71) compared to (2.70) are due to the different
definition of the triplet part in equation (2.72).
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It is convenient to introduce the quantum number m which takes the values —1,0, 1. Additional
to (2.74) we will use

||

My (q,w) = —v3 (2.75)

Dqg? — i|w| —imws
Let us begin to set up a Dyson equation like (2.19) for the singlet amplitude I's(¢, w). According
to figure (2.14) we have

F§15283S4(q,w) =15 0515405585 + I's 0554 Z‘Saﬁ Hgyﬁn(qw) F%szsm(%w)
af
which is

5 sos3ss (¢, w) =T's 8515405055 + I's 05,54 Z g;n(qv w) F35253a(% w)

(0%
We can replace Hg‘;‘n(q,w) by
(m=0) o ifw]

My, (qw) =—vs D — 1] (2.76)
that is independent of the spin. We discuss only the nonzero components of I'j ; ...,. We find
for example the two coupled equation@

=0
Mn(g,w) =Ts + T Hf{;n '(q,w) [T3111(g,w) + T (g, w)] (2.77)

and

=0
Mgo1(q,w) =Ts + T Hé’;n )(q,w) [Fﬁn(q,w) + F?QQl(q’w)}'

Subtracting the equations we find that I'{;;;(¢,w) = I'{99;(¢,w). Plugging this into equation

(2.77) we get

r
(g, w) = :Z .
1-2 Hg;n )(q, w) T

The same result we obtain for I'5,5(¢,w) and I'§995(q,w). So we can summarize that the dy-
namically screened singlet interaction does not depend on the spins and therefore is not affected
by the external magnetic field. Thus we recover the equation (2.43).

F§1825354 (Q7 O‘)) = FS (Q7 w) 5815455283 . (278)
i (@.w) I ¥ [} (@.w)
= >W< + >NVM Mn g)?n
o-Sl Sy O-5'2 S 05154 Ou

Figure 2.15: Diagrammatic Dyson series for the triplet interaction

220nly in this subsection we denote % =7=1 and —% =]= 2. Thus instead of writing I'§

11 11
s 227272
1_‘1122
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The Dyson equation for the triplet interaction has a different spin structure which is depicted
in figure (2.15). 23 At each vertex we have o matrices instead of § matrices.

Ft81328384 (Q7 w) = Ft 0515405233 + Ft 051754 Z O-Q/B Hgfn((LW) Ftﬁszsga(q’w)
a?ﬁ

t
51828384 °

t

We discuss only the nonzero components of I Starting for example with I'; . . . (q,w),

we obtain the pair of equations

Il (gw) =Te[1+ Hé;n(qvw) I (g, w) — H?{‘;n(%w) Th110(q,w)] (2.79)

anz(‘bw) = _Ft[l + Htli;n(q’w) Filll(qaw) - Hﬁin(q,w) Ft2112(q7w)]-

It follows I'f1;(q,w) = —T%,15(q,w). Putting this into equation (2.79) yields

I

Filll(q w) =
’ =0
1-2 Hg;ln )(q,w) Iy.

In the same way we get ['ho0(q,w) = =55, (¢, w), and Tho0y(q, w) is identical to ' ;1 (g, w). So
for the m = 0 components we recover the result of equation (2.44). Turning to the combination
I515(q,w) we find the Dyson equation

Io19(q,w) = 2Ty — 2Ty H?ii/n(q,w) NP

which leads to
2T,

[io12(g;w) = . (2.80)
’ =1
1+2 1§ (q,w) It
And finally for T'4,4, (q,w) we get
2T
[h191(g,w) = m=1) ; (2.81)
142100, (q,w) T
where we used I3} (¢,w) = Hér;fl)(q,w) and T2 (q,w) = Hg@?il)(q,w). We can summarize
all the partial results by
F213233s4 ((:I’ w) = f21828384 ((:I’ w) 0-51840-5253 (282)

where I, ,(q,w) = 3T%515(q,w) and T'%}5, (g, w) = 3T%;5 (g, w) as the factor of 2 is generated by
the combination of ¢’s. Turning off the dynamical screening, which means practically sending
I, (¢, w) — 0, brings us back to the static result Tl osnsy = U 05154058, Written with the
quantum number m, the dynamically screened interaction reads

D¢? —iw — imuwy

I7(q,w) = I, (2.83)

Dq¢? —iwZ —imws

235ee also equation (2.39) for the spin structure



40 CHAPTER 2. PERTURBATION THEORY

2.3.3 Correction to the DOS including a dynamically screened interaction

With the results (2.78) and (2.83) we are now able to calculate the correction to the DOS tak-
ing into account the modified dynamically screened interaction in the presence of an external
magnetic field. The diagrams that have to be calculated are depicted in figure (2.16)). The
replacements for the triplet diagram are given in the brackets. Looking at figure (2.16) one
remarks that the singlet—triplet formulation is more symmetric than the exchange—Hartree for-
mulation we started with. All one has to do to go from the singlet to the triplet diagram is to
change the spin matrices at the interaction vertices from ¢;; — o;; and change the interaction
propagator I's(q,w) — T't(q,w). Let us begin with the calculation of the singlet correction to
the DOS per spin direction.

s @w) (7 @)

Vi P )

P.a q (e-w) q P,a

(e) (g)

Figure 2.16: Diagrammatic representation of singlet (triplet) correction to the DOS

81,82,
83554

sin Sl Il 1 > dw
5z/a g — g I Z Z G p, |:V Z/ E 531a les4(Qaw)Ga(p —q,€— W)
q — 00

, 1
i Ds(q,w) G514 Oszs v Z G (0, €)Gsy (P — g€ —w)
p/

8382 Q7 Z GS3 7 52( ! - q7 € — CL)) 5S3Oz:| Ga(p7 6)'

Evaluating all the sums in the diffusive approximation in the quasi one-dimensional limit, we
arrive at

s _ /|| dw Tm [ ( w) } (2.84)

Vs 7ra2 Dq? —iw)?

which multiplied by 2 for the spin degeneracy reproduces exactly the singlet part given in
equation (2.57). This is no surprise as all the ingredients forming the singlet part where not
affected by the external field.
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The situation however changes for the triplet part. In our calculation in section with
static interaction amplitudes we observed a Zeeman splitting of the three triplet terms. For the
triplet contribution per spin direction we have according to the diagram (2.16)

; _ sign( 1 > dw
Svg® = g I Z Z Ga(p € {V Z/ o Os1a Lsisi(q,w)Galp — ¢ € — w)
q —0o0

$1+52>
83,84

. = 1
1 I‘t(q,w) Os154 Osos3 9 Z Gs1 (p/, 6)G54 (p/ —q,€— w)

p/
Ly;s, Q7 Z G53 p 6 sz( —q,€— w) 5S3a:| Ga(p7 6)-
For the spin—up part we get
5 trip Slgn 2 2
v Z P Ho ¢,w)y3(q,w) [ L7(q, w)T1111(q, w) + Li2(q, w)T1212(q; w)

and for the spin—down part we obtain

5Vtrip SlgIl

Z/ 1 (g, w)s (g, w) |:L2(Q;W)F2222(q7w) + L%l(Qaw)F2121(Q7w):|

Summing up these two contributions yields

5V§“p _ Z / / dw T L (2.85)
le v (Dq? —iwZ; — imws)(Dg? — iw — imws) )

where m takes the values —1,0, 1. Note that in comparison to equation (2.69) there is a additional
Z¢ coming from the dynamically screened interaction. The m = 0 term is treated like the singlet
part. For the m =1 and m = —1 terms however we need to redo the integrations.

We define wy = wZ + mw, and wy = w + mws. Assuming that wy and ws > 0 we get using
the residue theorem

dq 1 B 33/2 11
/27T (Dg? —iwy)(Dg? —iwz) — 2(wy — w2) <\/172 \/171) (2.86)

The energy integral for the m = 1 component is then

< 1 1 1 2 leZ + wq| € + ws|
dw — — = arctanh — = | —arctanh —_
le| w \/WZt + wg \/W + ws \VWs Ws Ws
(2.87)

For the m = —1 part one obtains a similar result where arctanh(x) is replaced by arctan(z) and
there is a multiplicative factor of —1. Taking into account the effect of dynamical screening in
the presence of an external field we thus obtain (remember that I'y = A3 /23 and Z; = 1 — Af)
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. V2ruV/D

1 I 1 - Aa S S
- arctanh( I pletw ‘)—arctanh( W)] (2.88)
ﬂ?‘[‘l/l\/ D.\/ws | Ws Ws

1 [ < |(1—A8)e—ws|> < |e—ws|>}
+ ————— |arctan —arctan| {/ ———
\/§7TI/1\/ D /ws | Ws Ws

This is a first central result of our work. It is the generalization of the result in equation (2.70),
which was only valid for Aj and Af smaller than 1. We check that for m = 1 if we can reproduce
our known results (the calculation for the m = —1 is completely analogous). Let us first send
ws — 0. Then

L (/=) | e (R

(2.89)

Sy 1 [ A3 . Aa ] 1
(1—A3+ /1-A5)  (1-A2+ /T A3) ] /]l

Putting all together we obtain
oug=t 1 Al 1
V3 V2ruiVD (1 — Ag + /1 — A8) \/]e|
where the next order term is proportional to ws. The leading order term is one of the three

triplets in equation (2.57). The other limit we can verify is the case of static interaction. In the
limit Z; — 1 we should recover the result (2.70). Using

L [arctanh( a A0)€+ws|>—arctanh< |e+ws\)]: A —l—(’)((AS)Z)
\/(*Ts Ws Ws 2 ’6 + WS|
(2.91)

+ O(ws) (2.90)

we obtain indeed

(51/§n:1 Af 1
= — +0O((1 - Zy)). 2.92
U3 22711V D Ve + wsl (( t)) ( )

2.4 Spin scattering — Suppression mechanisms for the triplets

In the preceding sections we have examined the effect of the triplet for various situations. How-
ever all this took place under idealized conditions. Of course, we assumed the temperature to
be low enough because otherwise thermal fluctuations would already smear out the effects. But
there are other mechanisms that could suppress the effect of the triplets.

Let us discuss very shortly the effect of magnetic impurities and spin—orbit interactions.
Magnetic impurities are modelled by the Hamiltonian

Hy =Y Y Usp,p) cf 5, cprs, (2.93)

51,52 p,p’
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with

Us2(p, p Z/dre TP Ug(r — Ry) S - G5y €77 (2.94)

where S is the spin of the magnetic impurity located at R; with the scattering amplitude
Us(r — R;). In the presence of spin—orbit interaction one adds the term

Hyo=) Y U3%p.9) e cps (2.95)

51,52 pzp
with
NSO . ) ,
USSO152 (p p 4m2c2 20‘8152 /d’l“ e~ P [V % Uso(r _ Rz)] eirp (2.96)

where R; indicates an ion site and the corresponding potential is Ugo(r — R;). In second order
Born—approximation one obtains the spin—spin and spin—orbit scattering times 75 and 74, that
can be written as (This is obtained along similar lines as our treatment of static impurities in

section (2.1).)

1
— = 7m3nU2 S(S +1) (2.97)
Ts
and2! '
—= WVgntOtUszo (p x p')2. (2.98)

where n; is the concentration of magnetic impurities and nyq; is the total impurity concentration.
Taking into account these additional effects one finds a modified scattering time in the
damped single particle Green’s function which leads to a modified form of the diffusive ladder

1
Dq? —iw + j/ts — imws

where the total spin relaxation time is given by

L_4/1, 1 (2.100)
ts_3 Ts Tso ‘

Note that for the singlet component (5 = 0) the term j /¢, vanishes and we still have the diffusive
pole. The triplets (j = 1) are however suppressed as we have no longer a divergence for small g
and w due to the 1/ts in the denominator. For more details see [29].

2.5 Summary

In this chapter we discussed extensively the calculation of the DOS using the techniques of
perturbation theory. First we reproduced the results by Altshuler and Aronov ([7], [8]) and
extended them using the effective coupling amplitudes I's and I'y, which are connected with the
Landau parameters. Second we investigated the impact of an external magnetic field on the

24The line over p x p’ indicates the angle average.
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correction to the DOS. Also here we first rederived the result of Altshuler and Aronov ([24]) for
static interactions. In a second step we included dynamical screening of the static interaction
amplitudes which lead to our generalized result (2.88).

The results obtained are in good agreement with the experiments for higher energies, as
mentioned in the introductory chapter. However approaching the Fermi edge the results diverge.
This is due the fact that for small energies the interactions in the singlet and triplet channel can
no longer be treated as small perturbations. Defining the singlet and triplet energies

B (43)? B (48)?
T 327hD(1sa?)2(1 — A5 + /1 — A3)2 "7 32rhD(13a2)2(1 — A2 + /1 — AQ)?
- (2.101)
we can write equation (2.57) in the form?

5:11 _ _\;17? (ﬁ _ 3@) , (2.103)

Estimations of Fg and E; for Palladium can be found in appendix (9.4). We see that if our
probing energy € = eV approaches Ey, we enter in the region where perturbation theory starts
to fail.

In order to solve this problem one needs to take into account higher order processes in I's(g, w)
and I';(¢,w). Rollbiihler and Grabert could successfully derive a non—perturbative result for the
quasi one-dimensional DOS using a path integral approach for Fermions ([18], [19]). They
achieved to sum up the exchange diagram to all orders which would correspond to a summation
of the singlet diagrams in our language. In this work we will try to generalize this approach to
electrons with spin in order to take into account the triplet diagrams and investigate the impact
of the spin on the DOS. Therefore we will explain in the next three chapters the formalism of
fermionic path integrals.

25 The square roots of theses energies are

VE; = 45 and VE, = — A5

41V2rD(1 — A3 + /1 — AY) 41V2rD(1 — A2 + /1 — AZ)

. (2.102)

We put an additional minus sign in the definition of v/ F; because the Landau parameter A§ is negative. We need
these expressions in section (6.6.1).



Chapter 3

Path Integrals for Fermions

In this chapter we will present a short overview of fermionic path integrals. First we will
introduce the mathematical concept of Grassmann variables which is necessary for the definition
of Fermion coherent states. Using these Fermion coherent states we will then formulate the
fermionic many—body problem in terms of a fermionic coherent state path integral. In this
formulation we will later calculate correlation functions. For a more detailed discussion we refer
the reader to [19], [31], [32], [33] and [34].

With regard to the treatment of disorder we will use the Keldysh technique. Therefore our
fermionic fields will live on the Keldysh contour.ﬂ

3.1 Grassmann variables

Before starting with the definition of Grassmann variables let us motivate the need of such
peculiar objects. Path integrals for Bosons can be expressed as integrals over complex valued
functions. Several complex valued functions simply commute like Bosons do. For Fermions
however we need anti—-commuting objects in order to implement the correct symmetry. Thus
if we want to formulate the many—fermion problem with the help of path integrals we need
numbers that posses that anti—-commutation property. The conventional Feynman path integral
is set up using the position eigenstates. In this work, however, we will use the so called coherent
states for the construction of our path integral. Coherent states for Bosons are rather well known
objects. They already appear in the context of the harmonic oscillator. The coherent states
are defined as the eigenstates of the annihilation operator. For Bosons

aalC) = CalC) Ca€C (3.1)

where a, is a bosonic annihilation operator, & € Z is a (multi-)index representing a set of
quantum numbers and |¢) is a coherent state.

Suppose we have constructed a fermionic coherent state |¢). Operating with a fermionic
annihilation operator ¢, on the state |¢)) we obtain

calth) = Yalth) Yo €G (3.2)

where 1), is an element of the Grassmann algebra G (which we will shortly define). ), is
necessarily an anti—-commuting number. This necessity becomes clear if we look at two different
annihilation operators acting on a coherent state:

!There are other field theoretical approaches based on the replica trick [35] or on the supersymmetry [36].

45
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Yaths|th) = cacglth) = —cpca|th) = —hgiha|t). (3.3)

The anticommutation relation for the operators imposes

%1/15 = _wﬁ¢a (3.4)

for the Grassmann variables. This relation can be seen as the definition of Grassmann variables.
Additionally we demand that these variables anti—-commute with fermionic operators and state
vectors with odd particle number.

Definition of the Grassmann algebra

A Grassmann algebra G is defined by a set generators {i,|a = 1,...,n} where each pair of
elements anti—-commute

%ﬂ#ﬁ + 1/15% =0 (3.5)

so that in particular
¥ =0. (3.6)

The basis of the Grassmann algebra is made of all distinct products of generators. Up to a
sign factor there are 2" distinct products of generators {1, ¥q,, Yo, Yays s Yoy --Va, } Where by
convention a; < ag < ... < ap. For Grassmann variables one cannot set up an order relation
like > or <. Grassmann numbers cannot be big or small. However one can define a conjugation
operation ¥ — ¥*. Similar to the complex conjugation one defines

W) =9 (M) =" AeC (Yryp2)* = ¥oy7.  (3.7)

Having the formal definition we proceed to the rules of calculus that will be applied in the
path integral calculations for fermions. Since 12 = 0 each function can easily be written in a
Taylor series:

fW) =a+by (3.8)

where a and b can be ordinary or Grassmann numbers. An important example is e¥ = 1 + 1.
More general one could have

g, ") =a+ by +cp + dPy. (3.9)
Generalization to more degrees of freedom is straightforward.
Integration of Grassmann functions

It is possible to define a differentiation for Grassmann functions which we will not explain
here as we do not need it for our calculations. However we need to know how to integrate a
Grassmann function. As there is no analog of the familiar sum motivating the Riemann integral
for ordinary variables, the integration over Grassmann variables is defined as a linear mapping.
One only needs two definitions

/dm =0 /dl/}l/} =1. (3.10)

However this is not enough to calculate the integral of the function f(1)) given in equation (3.8).
In (3.10) the 1 and v are adjacent to di». We define that di) behaves like a Grassmann variable
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and demand that 1 and 1 have to be adjacent to di) in order to apply (3.10). Practically that
means we have to commute or anti—-commute the different terms under the integral until 1 and
1 are directly to the right of d¢ and then have the permission to apply the integration rules.
For f(v) we obtain for example:

/d¢f(¢):ia/d¢1ib/d¢¢:ib (3.11)

where the upper sign is for the case that the coefficients are complex numbers or consist of an
even number of Grassmann variables and the minus sign appears if the coefficients are an odd
number of Grassmann variables.

In order to integrate the function g(1,1*) of equation (3.9) we also need to define the
integration rules for ¢*:

/dw* 1=0 /d¢* * = 1. (3.12)

We obtain

/ dp* dip g(ib,9) = —d (3.13)

and especially for Gaussian integrals we have

/dw* dip eV = /dw* dip (1 — ap*y)) = a. (3.14)

A motivation for this definition of integration is that many results look similar to those of
complex integration. For instance the definition of the d—function:

5(tha — ) = / iy =09 = (4, — 1), (3.15)

Taking the function f(¢)) one can easily verify that §(¢o — 13) has the desired property
J dba 8(tba — ) f (W) = f(1p)-

A major difference towards ordinary integration is however the transformation law under a
change of variables. We examine it doing the calculation for one degree of freedom (restricting
ourselves to complex coefficients a,b and \):

/dq/; FA) = bA. (3.16)
On the other hand with y = Av

/ ap f(Mp) = / dxJ f(x) =bJ. (3.17)

We see that J = A. For ordinary integrals however one would get J = 9v/dx = 1/A. So
in conclusion we get the inverse Jacoby determinant. The corresponding is true for higher
dimensions.

Gaussian Integrals

Setting up the path integral formalism for our problem will lead to integrals of exponential
functions which are polynomials in complex variables or Grassmann variables. In the case of
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quadratic forms these are straightforward generalizations of the familiar Gaussian integral. For
brevity we just give the formulas for the case of real and complex variables (Bosonic case) and
refer the reader to [31] for the proofs.

We begin with the multidimensional integral over real variables.

/ dé 1")"%" =3 @idiseitaidi — [det A] Y2 o3 iy i (3.18)
T n

where A is a real symmetric positive definite matrix and the summation is over repeated indices.
This identity is established by changing variables to reduce it to diagonal form and using the
Gaussian integral [*_du e = VE.

For pairs of complex conjugate variables a similar identity is valid:

211

/ [ ZL omaitay oot diat — [qeeH] i i (3.19)
=1

for any matrix H with positive Hermitian part. Finally let us establish an analogous identity
for Grassmann variables. We assume that A is a hermitian but not necessarily postive definite
C-—valued n x n matrix and &,,& (o =1, ...,n) are Grassmann variables. Then

/ H dw;dwa €—¢2Aaﬂ¢ﬁ+§z¢a+¢;§a = [detA] efZA;ég,B (320)
a=1

Note that in comparison with equation (3.19) we also find on the right hand side the inverse
matrix in the exponential but for the prefactor we have the inverse result. For the proof let
us use vector notation and abbreviate the conjugated and transposed vector (¢¥*)T = 4T, The
strategy to evaluate the left hand side of equation (3.20) is the same as in the bosonic case. We
diagonalize the matrix A

A=M"'DM (3.21)
where D is a diagonal matrix. Furthermore we introduce the vectors
X =My X' =pim
and
n = Mg n' =gt

The change of variables from 1), and 1% to the y, and x7 brings us a factor det(M)det(M 1) =
det(MM~1) = 1.

n n
/ H A dipy, e~V AVHE VYT / H dx " dxq e X Pxnixxtn
a=1 a=1

Let us look at the exponential

exp(—XaDaXa + NaXa + Xala) = 1 = XaDaXa + MaXa + Xala + XalalaXa

=1+ n}Xa + XiNa + X (Da + 1am5) Xa
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So we find according to equation (3.13)

/ dxpdxa €xp(=XaDaXa + NaXa + Xala) = Da + 130

which we can rewrite as an exponential function

Do+ 0ila = Da(1+ Dy 'nina) = Do exp(D3 ' n5na)-

Furthermore
n

D, = det(D) = det(MAM 1) = det(A).
a=1

Hence we finally obtain

/ [ ] dwidpn e 40401 = TT Dy exp(D 'nia) = det(A) e84

a=1 a=1

which proves equation . These Gaussian integration formulas are also valid for operators
(n — o00) if the boundary conditions allow to determine a unique inverse operator.

3.2 Fermion coherent states

The Fermion coherent states can be defined by

1)) = e~ Tatacu|g) = H(l - wacL) 0) (3.22)

[0}

where ¢, is the Fermion creation operator (that creates a Fermion in state : c4|0)q = |1)a)

and [0) = |0)q, ® ... ® |0)q,, is the vacuum state. Note that the product on the right hand side
is well defined since the factors (1 —1qch) commute with each other. The state |¢)) is indeed an
eigenstate of ¢, (which means that it fulfills equation (3.2)). One has

calt) = o (1000 = alt)a ) T (1008 = valt}s)

B

= (0 + wa10>a> 11 (|0>5 - ¢5|1>a>

B
Now we use the property 12 = 0:
Calth) = <\o>a - wa|1>a) 11 <\o>ﬂ - wﬁmﬁ): bl
BFc

That’s it. We have constructed coherent states for Fermions which we will use in the following
to build up the path integral formulation for the Fermion many—body problem. The adjoint of
a coherent state [¢) is denoted by the bra vector (| and is given by

(] = {0le~ Taco¥i = (o) H(l - cawz). (3.23)
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It is straightforward to prove that (¢| is a left eigenvector for the creation operator cL with
eigenvalue 7.

Scalar product of two coherent states

Since (1 4 9%c,) and (1 — wﬁcﬁ) commute for a # [ we get

(I orH( riea) (1w )00 = [T (14 vz )= et 2w

07

Closure relation for coherent states

An important property of the coherent states is that every vector in the Fock space F can
be expressed as a linear combination of coherent states and the unity operator I in F can be
represented by the closure relation

i= | (H vty ) T Vi ) ), (3.25)

For simplicity let us prove this relation just for one degree of freedom (for the general prove see

[31] or [34)):
/ dp*dip eV ) (] = / dip*dip (1 —9*y) <|0> - w|1>) (<0| - <1rw*)
= [avav - v (100l + v

— /dq/;*dy) <¢*¢yo><0| +w*w\1><1l>

=00 + [1){1] = L.

Representation of the Trace by Coherent States

In order to calculate the partition function or the generating functional we need a represen-
tation of the trace of an operator A in terms of Fermion coherent states. We start writing the
trace using a complete orthonormal system {¢;} and then introduce the unity operator given in

equation (3.25)

TrA = Z<¢i|A’¢i>

/<Hd¢ G ) Eoorvive N (i) (6] Algs).

%

Next we use

(Oil)(P105) = (=110;)(0il) (3.26)
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where 6; and 0; are Fock states. We need the relation only for ¢ = j:

e = [ (T] aviaen ) e Sirive S (-plajon o)
a=1

7

Replacing finally >, |¢;)(¢:| by 1 we obtain

tea = [ (T[avzav, ) e =i vivn (olap) (3.27)
a=1

Thus the trace of an operator is expressed by integrals over Grassmann variables. Now that we
have all the mathematical tools, we can construct the path integral for Fermions in terms of
coherent states.

3.3 Coherent state path integral for Fermions

In this section we apply the formalism of the Grassmann variables and coherent states to the
general expression for the partition function. The partition function reads

Z="Tre PH.
where H is a second quantization Hamilton operator in normal ordered form (all the creation
operators CL are to the left of any annihilation operator ¢,) and = 1/kgT is the inverse

temperature. With equation (3.27) we can write Z using coherent states. We restrict ourselves
to one degree of freedom and therefore drop the index a.

Z- / dp*dip VY (—plePH )

The idea is to split e along the complex contour C from z = 0 to z = —if3 (see figure (3.1))
into small steps A; , (j =1,..., P) with

—BH

P P
Z Aj=—if such that e PH — H e Al
j=1 j=1
We have?
P .
z= [awdy e (ol [0 y)
j=1
P
- /dw*dz/z e VY (—y| H (1 —iAH + O(Aj?)) ).
j=1
Making the pieces A; smaller and smaller such that limp_. max;|A;| = 0 we can in good

approximation neglect the quadratic corrections. We rename 1 — 1y and introduce P — 1 unity
operators along the contour.

1= / dprdp; e~ SV 0y, (=1, P— 1) (3.28)

2In the literature this procedure is often called Trotter Breakup



52 CHAPTER 3. PATH INTEGRALS FOR FERMIONS

-iB -ip
Figure 3.1: Trotter decomposition of the contour C

Thus we get
P-1
Z = / dy* dijy ( 1T dw;fdwj) e Vo (—y| (1 - z'ApH) [p_1)x
j=1
e VP1¥P-1 <¢p1<1 iAp1H> [hp_g) X .x e V¥ <¢2|<1 - iA2H> |41

x e Vi <¢1|(1 —z’Alﬂ)\wo>.
As H is normal ordered we can now easily evaluate the matrix elements

(151 <1 - iAjH(CT,C)> 1) = (¥j|j-1) (1 - iAjH(¢§,¢j1)>~
With the scalar product (3.24) we finally get

(031 (1= S0 ) = ¥ i),

We substitute —ip* — %, di*diy = —diphdiby = dipodip’ and obtain

P-1
7 = /di/}o dlﬁ}(H dw;‘dw]) ew;’wo <e¢j§>wp_1 eiApH(d;}*:,,wp_l)) %
j=1

Y ST (ew;1¢p2 e—z‘Ale(w;sl,wpz)> R (ew;wo e—mmw;w))_

With the help of the é—function of equation (3.15) we can write

b — [ dvp 8(up+ o) BT,
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In that way we created a product of P similar terms

P
H e~ VY (ew;wjfle*iAjH(w;,wjﬂ))

j=1

P Vi — ;i
7j=1

—ep (1380 (252 ) |,

i=1

For the transformation we used the property e VivieWi¥io1 = o¥¥itYiviol which is true

because (1/13‘-‘)2 = 0. So let us write down our final result

P P T;Z) _w‘
Z = / dijo (H dw;dwj) 3(¥p + o) exp (z PRy [w;f (JA“)] —H(y5, «m)) :
j=1 i=1 J

We consider the limit P — oo and A; — 0. The expressions for the Riemann sum and the
differential quotient suggest to use the following notation

.
[ vy (H dw;‘dwj) Swp+w)  — [ DeDy
j=1

Y — i1 _ 31#:81/}

A Dz
and

This allows us to write the partition function in the following elegant form

7= / DY D exp <¢S[¢*, w]) (3.29)

with the action S given by

S = /dz (0% 0. — H(y*,9)]. (3.30)
C
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The contour C is here an arbitrary contour from 0 to —i3. For our purposes we will need the
Keldysh contour that will be explained in the next section.

A standard basic example for the application of coherent state path integrals is the partition
function for a fermionic particle. The Hamiltonian of this system is

H =ecle.

Applying the rules of Grassmann calculus one finally finds

Z=1+¢e P

which is the known result that can also be deduced in the conventional operator formalism.

3.3.1 The contour—ordered Green’s function

A key object of interest in our calculations will be Green’s function of the system which is
defined as expectation value of an annihilation and creation operator. However we have to
be more precise as there exist several Green’s functions. For the calculation of the density of
states for example we can take the retarded Green’s function (see equation (1.11)). Of course,
the retarded Green’s function can be expressed in terms of other Green’s function possessing a
different time structure. As we want to use the coherent state path integral method to treat our
problem we first need to examine which kind of time structure we obtain calculating a fermionic
coherent state path integral. So let us look aﬂg

GC(Z(T)7 Z(T/)) = _i<¢(2(7—)w*<z(7/))>path integral

=5 [P (s ey ) @ 0

where z(7) and z(7') are two points of the discretized path and 7 is the parametrization variable
of the contour. The explicit calculation for a free particle described by the Hamiltonian H given
in equation (3.3) can be found in [19] (or for many interacting particles in [34]). One finds the
following result

Ge(2(7),2(1") = O(1 — )G~ (2(7), 2(7")) — O(7' — 7)G=(2(7), 2(7")) (3.32)
where
G (2(7), (7)) = —i(1 — np(e)) e~(===() (3.33)
and
GS(2(r),2(r)) = inp(e) e (=) (3.34)

where np(€) = 1/(e’¢ +1). We call this type of order contour—order and the Green’s function
defined by equation (3.31) we call the contour—ordered Green’s function G.. In order to under-
stand the expression contour—ordered let us look at the definition of G~ and G which can be
found for example in [2812:

G~ (2(1),2(7)) = 7Z'<17D(Z(T))¢T(Z(T,)) > where 7> 7/ (3.35)

3We put the index ¢ because the result will be the contour ordered Green’s function.
4These definitions are made for ordinary field operators.
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G<(z(1),2(7")) = z<¢T(z(T’))w(z(7))> where 7/ > 71 (3.36)

where (...) = (...)path integrang In the upper two equations the Grassmann variable with the
earlier time is to the right and the Grassmann variable with the later time is to the left. We see
that in equation (3.31) the two contributions are ordered in that sense. One can introduce the
contour—ordering operator T that already arranges the different ¢’s according to their position
on the contour:

Ge(2(7), 2/(7") = =i(Te [ (2(7)" (2(7")])
= —i0(r = ) (W (2()¥"(2(7))) +iO(r" = 7) (" (2(7"))db(2(7)))-

(3.37)

3.4 Keldysh formalism

In this section we will describe the Keldysh formalism that allows to treat problems involving
disorder. Originally the Keldysh formalism was invented to calculate Green’s functions in non—
equilibrium situations ([37], [38]).

The idea is to start in a well defined state and propagate it to the non—equilibrium regime
where all the complicated interactions act on the state and then propagate it back. All effects
except for the interactions cancel as they appear twice during the propagation but with oppo-
site sign. This idea can be used for a system containing disorder. One starts with a system
without disorder and fixes the normalization constants of the quantities one wants to calculate.
Afterwards one adiabatically switches on the disorder potential. The normalization then gets
lost but is recovered after the back propagation of the system.

A

Y

+T-io

-T-iB
Figure 3.2: A possible contour

A contour C that realizes the idea described above is shown in figure (3.2). In the preceding
section (3.3) we constructed a coherent state path integral for an arbitrary contour from 0 to
—i3. Of course, we can translate the contour in the complex plane to —7T and —7T — i3 where T
is a real constant. Sending T' — oo and ¢ — 0 we obtain the classical Keldysh contour which is
depicted in figure . This is the contour we will use in this work. The part which is parallel
to the imaginary axis is moved to —oo. It is common to divide the Keldysh contour in an upper
and a lower branch.

5 In the future we will usually omit the index path integral-
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C=C"+cC~ (3.38)

The starting point for the upper branch is —oo 4 in with an infinitesimal n > 0. The contour
C™T runs parallel to the real axis to oo + in which is the starting point for the lower branch C~.
C~ returns shifted by the infinitesimal 1 below the real axis, to —oo — in.

A

C+

Y

A

Figure 3.3: The Keldysh—contour

3.5 Matrix representation on the Keldysh contour

Before we discuss the matrix representation of the action S defined in equation (3.30) let us
repeat what we did so far. In section we constructed a coherent state path integral for
Fermions based on the Grassmann variables. In subsection (3.3.1) we discussed which kind of
time-ordering the path integral produces. Finally in section (3.4) we chose the Keldysh contour
and explained why it is advantageous for our problem. The fact that the Keldysh contour has
two branches suggests the use of a 2 x 2 matrix structure for the action. We show the construction
for the example of free electrons. The Hamilton operator for free electrons is Hy = A/ 2m.ﬁ

We put the Hamiltonian in equation (3.30) for the action. Furthermore we introduce two
so called source fields J and J* which will allow us to express correlation functions as partial
derivatives with respect to these fields. We have then

S, v*, J, J*] = /cdt/dr 1/}*(7‘,75)G61(r,t)¢(r, t)+/cdt/er*(r,t)¢(r, t) + " (r,t)J(r,t)
(3.39)
where t = Re z(7) and ¢’ = Re z(7') and

Gyl(r,t) = <i8t + 2?@) (3.40)

5We neglect the spin in this discussion.
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We define the generating functional
Z[J,J*] = /wa* WSpp™, LT, (3.41)

The name generating functional will be explained at the end of the section where we can show
the usefulness of this functional. We split the Keldysh contour in the upper and lower branch
and label the variables living on the different branches with index 1 for C* and 2 for C~. We
write the action as S = 57 — Sy

Sy, 071, J1, i = / dt/dr¢1 r, )G, (r ) (r, t)+ / dt/dr J1(r )y (ry t)+7 (ry ) J1 (7, t)

smmw;me=/@/&w%wx%%wWMno+[ﬁ/wﬁwwwxnw+@vﬁhvﬁ

The minus sign in front of So comes from the reversed integration direction in the t—domain.
We set x = (r,t).

Sy [, 0, Ju, JH] = / da % (2) G )+ / deJH (@) (@) + ¢ ()i (x)  (3.42)
&mwa&mz/mwm> +/m& D)+ U@ b (343)
We introduce the vector notation
U= (i;) U = (47, 93) (3.44)
and
J— (j;) Tt = (J5,J). (3.45)

Then the actions reads

S, ", J,J = /d:c\Il*(x)az Gyl () + /de*(x)UZ\If(x) + U*(x)o, J(x) (3.46)

where

1 o> “ 1 <G51 0 >
o, = and G, = 1 - (3.47)
<0 —1 0 0 Gp!

We have then for the generating functional

Z[J,J*] = / DYDY* ST (3.48)

All we did in comparison to equation (3.41) is to introduce the matrix notation which will turn
out to be very convenient for the calculations.

The action is a quadratic form in 9 and ¥* (or ¥ and ¥*) hence we use equation (3.20) for
the integration over DV and D¥*. We obtain
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-1
Z[J,J*] = det(—iéal) —i [ dxda’ J*(z)az( o ) (z,x’)azJ(:v’)‘ (3.49)

From our earlier considerations we know that the entries of the 2 x 2 matrix (Cv?a ) _1(x, z') are
contour ordered so we call them

o (GE(z,2) G§ (z,2")
6= (G ) (350

Before we explain the usefulness of this notation and why the (1, 1)-element G is for example
just the ordinary time—ordered free electron Green’s function let us comment on the o.’s on
both sides of (éa 1) - Writing down the exponent explicitly (neglecting the position arguments
r and 7’ for clarity) we have

S[J, J*] = / dt/ dt’ <J1 OGE(t, )Ty (1)) = JF ()G (t, 1) Jo(t)
(3.51)

C BW0GE (L)) + G, t')Jzos’))

We see that the two minus signs appearing in front of the second and third term are due to the
Keldysh structure (Inversion of the integration direction). The fourth term has a plus sign since
both fields are on the lower branch. In order to understand what is behind the entries of G let
us look at the normalized functional

Z[J, J*] — e—i /‘ da}da}l«]*(iU)O'zGA’O(IyaJJ)O'ZJ(xl)‘ (352)

We call it normalized because Z[0,0] = 1. We can obtain a certain entry (Go)mn (for n,m =1
or 2) by calculating the following functional derivatives:

o 0
G =i(=1)"" ——Z[J, J* . 3.53
The prefactor (—1)"™ takes into account the signs coming from the o, matrices. On the other
hand we can calculate these functional derivatives with respect to the source fields before we
have integrated out the Fermions. The normalized functional before the integrations reads

Z[J, J*] _ /D\I/D\P* i [ dz¥*(z)o, Gyl ¥ (x)+[ de* (2)os P (z)+T* ()0, J(x) (354)

det (

Calculating the functional derivatives of Z[.J, J*] like in equation (3.53) and setting J = J* = 0,
we obtain the following expectation values

N (1 (@)Pi(a’))  (Pr(x)ys(a’))
Go <<¢z(x)w 2 > (3.55)

where

/D\I/D\I/* o [ Az (@)o. Gy U (x) (3.56)
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From equation (3.55) we see immediately that the (1,2)- and (2,1)-matrix elements coincide
with the definitions given in equations (3.35) and (3.36).

Go(z,2') = i(P3(2' ) (@) (3.57)

G (2,2') = ~i{a(@)i(@)) (3.58)

The time ordering for these two components is obvious since one Grassmann field lives on the
upper branch and the other one on the lower branch. The field on the lower branch is always later
in the sense of contour ordering. For the the (1,1)- and (2,2)-elements we have to distinguish
two cases as both Grassmann fields are on the same branch.

If 2(7) and z(7') are both on C* we have

wos v |t ) for £ >
Telp(r.tyy (T’t)]_{ — (" )(r,t) for t<t

So this is just the normal time—ordering (see [28]). On the upper branch T¢ coincides with time—
ordering operator T and we obtain the usual time-ordered Green’s function as the (1, 1)-matrix
element.

(3.59)

GE(x,2') = Ot -Gy (x,2') + O — )Gy (x, ") (3.60)

If 2(7) and z(7') are both on C~ we have

S B AN (3.61)

This time order is called anti—time order because the field with the smaller time is to the left
and not to the right like in the time—ordered case. However on the lower branch a smaller value
for t = Re z(7) signifies a later point on the contour. Hence one obtains as the (2,2)-matrix
element the anti-time—ordered Green’s function

Gz, 2') = Ot — )G (2, 2) + O — 1)GZ (z, ). (3.62)

The explicit form of the different Green’s functions for the case of free electrons are given in
subsection (3.5.2) in the (e, p)-representation.

In summary we explained how to invert é6 ! and showed what kind of Green’s functions
appear in the different entries of Go. They are all contour—ordered. Of course, all these Green’s
functions are not independent. They fulfill several identities (see (3.69), (3.70) and (3.71)). This
interdependence becomes most transparent if one changes to a rotated representation. Before
explaining the special rotation we introduce three more definitions which are not necessary but
allow a more condensed notation.

T / < /

T=(J5=J) Gy = @%gz,g —g%gi'; ) U = (4, —05) (3.63)

The first two definitions allow to absorb the ¢.’s to the left and to the right of Go(z,2’) in
equation (3.52) as J = J*o, and G = Go,. Now the generating functional simply reads

Z[J, j} _ efifdzdx’j(x)éo(a:,x’)J(x’). (3.64)
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We could have introduced these definitions together with the definition of W already at the
beginning of this section. However the author believes that the presentation made above is
much more transparent concerning the signs that appear due to the splitting of the Keldysh
contour in two branches. Once one has understood the origin of all the signs one can go over to
the more condensed notation.

3.5.1 Keldysh rotation

There exists a convenient representation for the 2 x 2 matrix of Green’s function in which one
entry is 0 and on the diagonal one finds the retarded and the advanced Green’s function G
and G4. Usually the Keldysh rotation is defined by the orthogonal matrix

L, = \2 G _11) : (3.65)

In this work however we will take the matrixﬁ

L= Jli G _11> (3.66)

which is also orthogonal and has the convenient property that it is its own inverse L™' = L. Let
us define the rotated version of the Green’s function:

- o T <
G:LGL—1:L<G G >L‘1

G> _GT
. . (3.67)
_1(GT -G+ (G"-G") GT+G~+(G"+GT
C2\GT -G - (G>-GT) GT+G<—(G”+GT)
which reads
= GE GE
G = < 0 GA) (3.68)
using the following standard definitions for the retarded
GR(z,2") = GT(z,2') — G (x,2") = G” (z,2) — GT(x,ac/) (3.69)
advanced )
GA(z,2') = GT(x,2') — G” (x,2') = G=(2,2") — GT (2,2)) (3.70)
and Keldysh )
GE(z,2") = GT(z,2") + GT(z,2)) = G” (x,2') + G=(z,2) (3.71)

Green’s functions. In equilibrium, in (e, p)-representation the Keldysh Green’s function G¥ is
connected to the retarded and advanced Green’s functions by

G (e,p) = F(e)(G"(e,p) — G (e,p)) (3.72)

"Our notation is close to the work [19] and differs slightly from [17].
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where F'(€) = tanh(53) = 1 — 2np(e) with the Fermi function np(€) = 1/(efe +1).

We refer to the representation in which G¥, G4 and G¥ appear as the rotated represen-
tation while the unrotated representation refers to the original version with G. Matrices
and vectors that are given in the rotated representation can be identified by their tilde (like G).

3.5.2 The Green’s functions for free electrons

In this subsection we write down the explicit form of all the free electron Green’s functions
(Ho = A/2m) in the (€, p)-representation as we will need them in further calculation. In the
following the we will use the abbreviation €, = p?/2m, np(e) = 1/(e’+1) and F(e) = 1—2np(e).
We have then

G~ (e,p) = —2mi(1 — np(e)) 6(e — €p) and G=<(e,p) =2ming(e) (e — €p) (3.73)

1 1

GR(e,p) = p— and GA(e,p) = p— (3.74)
where = 0T,
G"(e,p) = (1 = np(€)G"(e,p) + nr ()G (e, p) (3.75)
G (e,p) = —(1 = np(€) G (e, p) — nr() G (e, p) (3.76)
and finally
GK(e,p) = 2miF(€) 6(e — ¢p). (3.77)

For more details we recommend [28].
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Chapter 4

Electrons in a Disorder Potential

In this chapter we consider noninteracting electrons moving in a static disorder potential U (r).l‘
A static disorder corresponds to a situation in which the diffusive motion of the electrons is
elastic that means without changing their energy. Such a model does not describe the process of
inelastic diffusion which is responsible for the loss of phase coherence@ The short range disorder
potential U(r) is assumed to be Gaussian that means it is determined by its first and second
moment.

1

© 27usT

{U(r)) =0 ({U(ru)) o(r—1") (4.1)
vs is the bulk DOS at the Fermi level and 7 the elastic scattering time which determines the
strength of disorder potential. The whole prefactor is chosen such that 7 coincides with the
lifetime obtained in second order Born approximation by perturbation theory (see equation
(2.6)). If one wants to learn more about the introduction of disorder in a system and what kind
of different approaches exist one can consult chapter 2.2 of [40]5

Given the two correlators, how do we calculate disorder dependent quantities A[U]? The
answer is we have to average the quantity over the disorder potential. The standard Gaussian
distribution is given by .

— = e~ (z—p)?/20° (4.2)

Gu,o(T) =

where p is the expectation value and o the standard deviation. This allows us to set up the
distribution function for our case.

1
(AlU]) = No /DU A[U] e~mvs7 [ dr U2(n) (4.3)
where Ny is given by

Ny = /DU e~ [ dr UP(r), (4.4)

Note that the disorder averaging does not yield a simple integral but a path integral as U
depends on the continuous variable .

! Also here we neglect the spin degree of freedom of the electrons.
2For more information see for example [24].
3Unfortunately the book is in French.

63
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4.1 Disorder averaging and introduction of the ()—fields

So let us take our free electrons which we already discussed is the previous chapter and add
a disorder potential U(r). Note that U(r) has no time dependence and hence takes the same
values on the upper and lower branch of the Keldysh contour. We define U (z) = U(z)I = U(r) L
Writing U(z) we always mean the time independent potential U(r)I. All we have to do is to
replace Hy by Hp + U in equation (3.30) in order to write down the action for the problem. So
the additional part is [ dz U (z)U(z)¥(z):

S[v,w,.J,J] = /dx U(2)[Gyt 4 U ()W (x) + /dac (J(2)¥(z) + J(2)¥(2)) . (4.5)

In comparison to equation (3.46) we also applied the notation defined in equation (3.63) which
allows us to absorb the signs coming the o,’s.

(Z[J,J]) = / DU / DIDY 1%V 7 7] (4.6)

In summary we have to perform three path integrals over D¥, DU and DU in order to determine
the generating functional Z[J, J]|. Starting with the integration over the fermionic fields ¥ and
¥ is impossible because one would have to invert [Gy' + U(z)]. Hence we have to average first

over all disorder configurations.

(Z]J,J)) = /D\T/D\I/ (eiS[\Tl,\IJ,j,J,U]>

(4.7)
_ /D\I/D\IJ ot [ dz @(x)églxp(x)<eifdx @(x)z?(x)q/(x)> ot [ dz (J(2)¥(2)+J(2)T(x))
Now
<6ifda: \Il(:ﬂ)[u](m)\ll(x)> _ L /DU eifdrfdt U (r,t) ﬁ(r)\P(r,t)e—wyngdr U2(r)
Ny
(4.8)
_ 1 /DU o [dr UmRrusrUGr) f dr[i f dt W nw(r) UG
Ny
The path integral has a Gaussian form and we obtain
<€ifd;v \i/(z)U(:v)\I!($)> _ 6% Jdr [ifdt ‘i/(r,t)\I/(r,t)] ﬁ [ifdt’ \T/(r,t')\l/(r,t/)]
(4.9)

- [far [f dt ‘If('r,t)lIl(r,t)]z
e 4mv3 :
We see that the disorder averaging yields a term in the exponential with 4 ¥’s. This is rather
inconvenient because the integration over the fermionic fields is no longer Gaussian and can not
be done exactly.

We can get rid of this quartic term introducing an additional matrix field @ by a Hubbard-
Stratonovich—Transformation. Of course we will not choose @) identical to U because then we
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would just walk back. The matrix field ) is chosen such that it is suitable to describe the
low energy behavior of our system (that means the deviations from the homogeneous particle
distribution). Further motivation and information for the decoupling can be found in [36].

The connection of @ to physical quantities becomes clearer when we discuss the space in-
dependent saddle point solution for (). We will see the connection to the quasiclassical Green’s
function g.

The quartic term is explicitly

1 AT T / /
- 4WV3/dr/dt/dt [T (r )0 (r )] [T (r, ) U )]

— o [Jar fat [d T 0) — G300 [ Dt = 05t 1)

- ! /dr /dt /dt'm(r,t)wl(r,tw;‘(r,t’m(r,t')+w;mth(r,twa*(r,t')w(r,t’)

4T

- Tﬁ (’f‘, t)wl (T, t)wg(n t/)¢2 (T7 t/) - 1/15 (T‘, t)d}Q(T? t)ﬁ (7'7 t/)% (Tv t/)] :
(4.10)

Now we regroup the Grassmann fields pairing always a field ¢; with a conjugated field 7 where
one of them has the argument ¢ and the other one the argument ¢'.

_ +4W1W3 /dr /dt /dt’[[wl(r, 096 (r, )] [t (€)% (s )] o [, )03, )] [, €053, )]

- [¢1 (Tv t)?l); (7"7 t/)] [wQ (’l“, t,)'(z}ik (Tv t)] - [¢2 (T‘, t)wik (Tv t,)] [¢1 (Tv t,)wg (Ta t)]
(4.11)

In order to decouple this expression we consider the following path integral

I[A] _ % /DQ e% J drdtdt’tr{Q(r,t,t’)Q(r,t’,t)}+f drdtdt’tr{Q(r,t,t’)A(r,t’,t)} (4'12)

where Q(r,t,t') is a real, diagonalizable 2 x 2 matrix field. For given r,t,t the eigenvalues should
have a larger real than imaginary part. A is an arbitrary 2 x 2 matrix field and 'tr’ denotes the
trace over the 2 x 2 matrix. The normalization constant is

N = /DQ e—%ﬁ” i drdtdt’tr{Q(r,t,t’)Q(r,t’,t)}' (4'13)

One calculates I[A] using the standard method of diagonalization and finds

Jdrdtdt’ 337 ) AijAji (it t)

I[A] = ™5

= exp(T/dT‘dtdt/ [Aus (r, 6, 8) Ay (r, 8, 8) + Ago(r, £, 1) Aga (r, 1) (4.14)

V3

A12(7“, t, t/)A21(T‘, t/, t) + Aoy (T, t, t,)A12 (’l“, t,, t)] > .
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We define

Tr = /dr/dt/dt’ tr. (4.15)

That allows to write our result in the following compact form

14] = % / DQ e~ FETHQIHTHQA} _ 75 T4} (4.16)

The idea is now to take the right hand side of the upper equation and identify a product
i(r, t);(r, t') with a matrix element of A.

eT%’Pr{AQ} ; 6747r11/37— de [f dt \il(ﬁt)\I/(T,t)]Q (417)

From equation (4.11) and (4.14) we geﬂ4

<A11<r7t7t,) A12(T>ta t/)) — i <¢1 (rat)l/)f(n t/) —¢1(7"7 t)lﬁ;(ﬁ t/)> (4 18)
AQl (T, t, t,) Azg (T, t, t,) 21 1/)2 (T, t)wik (’I”, t/) —¢2(T’, t)l/)ék (T, t/) )

Using identity (4.16) we can write down our final result.

_ 2
eﬁfdr[fdt‘lf(nt)\l’(nt)] _ /i//DQ o 12 Tr{Q*}-Tr{TQY} (4.19)

Let us repeat in words what happened. Performing the disorder average we obtained a quartic
term in ¢. In order to recover an action that is quadratic in ¥ we introduced an auxiliary matrix
field Q(r,t,t"). Thus the price that we have to pay for a Gaussian action in ¢ is according to
equation (4.19) a path integral over DQ.

For our purposes it will be enough to solve the path integral over D@ in saddle point
approximation neglecting even the quadratic corrections (or fluctuations) of (). The generating
functional now reads

(Z]J,J)) = / DQ / DUDY SVY.77C (4.20)

where

V3

Zs[i’vW?jaJvQ]:_T
T

Te{Q?) + i / do (J(2)¥(z) + J(2)T(2))
. (4.21)
+i / dz / dz' U (x) [éol(:v)5(x — )+ QLTQ(:E, 2o (r — )| W ()

where 0(z — 2') = 6(r — r")d(t — t’). Note that the matrix field Q(r,t,t') is local in space but
depends on two different times. Setting

v

é_l[Q] (z,2) = Gal(az)é(x -2+ ;—TQ(:B, 2)o(r — 1) (4.22)

“This choice is not unique. See [19] for further information.
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we can write the action in the compact form
iS[9, 0, 7, J,Q] = —%?’Tr{cg?} T { JU + B T { TG Q). (4.23)

Here we generalized the meaning of Tr as the number of integrations is not the same for all terms.
The trace Tr should be understood in the following as the abbreviation for the integration over
the continuous variables plus the trace over the matrix structure.

Integrating out the Fermions

After the introduction of Q we can calculate the path integral over the Fermions exactly as
the action is Gaussian in ¥ and V.

(Z[J,J)) = / DQ e~ i Q%) / PIDY T Tv+EI i { 3G Qu )
(4.24)
= /DQ e~ = T{Q% et [éal + ZQ] o ITr{ICIQ1T}
2T

where

v 9

. -1
Glalies’) = (67101 = |67 + 50 (4.25)

and Det denotes the determinant of the operator with respect to the Keldysh components as
well as with respect of the space and time variables. Thanks to the identity

Det(A) = exp(Trin(A)) (4.26)

we can write the determinant as an exponential.
(21T, J]) = /DQ o TBTHQ?) JTrinlGy 5 Q) ,—iTr{JC(Q)T) (4.27)

This representation allows further treatment as we will show in the next section where we deter-
mine the saddle point equation. But before determining Z[J, J] in saddle point approximation
let us switch to the Keldysh rotated version.

Keldysh Rotation

We introduce several unities I = LL™' = L L and use the possibility of cyclic permuta-
tions under the traceﬁ Thanks to the spectral theorem we can also transform the logarithm:
LIn(A)L=! = In(LAL™'). We define

Q=LQL™! (4.28)
and
Gyl =LGy' L' = LGy 1L =Gy L. (4.29)

Then we have

Q (4.30)

Swhere L is given in (3.66).
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and
GlQ] = LG[LQL Y| L. (4.31)
We finally define
J=LJ and J=JL . (4.32)
Putting altogether yields
<Z[J:, j]> _ /DQ o 2 Tr{Q%) JTrin[Gy t+5-Q) efm{fé[Q]J}' (4.33)

4.2 Determination of the saddle point equation

In order to determine Z[.J, J] in saddle point approximation we have to derive the saddle point
equation. At the saddle point the variational derivative with respect to () vanishes.

5
55[@ J=0]=0 (4.34)

In order to calculate the variational derivative we write
Q=Q%" +6Q (4.35)

and expand S[Q,J = 0] in orders of §Q. Let us start with the quadratic term in Q of the
exponential in equation (4.33).

- TET{Q) = - {(@Q +6Q)°) = —zlf’Tr{(QSP)Q}—ZI:_STr{QSP(SQ}—FO((SQ(i)%)
The second term in which Q appears is Trln G[Q] ! g '
Trin[Gy! + %@] =Trln [éal + %QSP + 5@]
— Trln [G[QSP]l (]1 + G[QSP]%M) + 0(6(22))] (4.37)

Tl [G[QSPH} LT [é[QSP] ;Ta@] LO(G?)
In summary the linear terms in Q) writing explicitly all the arguments read
/ dr / dr’ / dt / dt’<—7;V3QSP+ ;G[QSP])(T,t,r, ) 6O, )6(r — ). (4.38)
T T

This expression has to vanish for an arbitrary variation Q. This condition implies that

5Note that we do not have to consider the third term in equation (4.33) because it is 0 when to J = 0.
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(-520" + 5-GIQ°M ) 0 tort) =0 (439

which allows us to express the saddle point for the matrix field Q°F in terms of the Green’s
function G[Q5"] taken at r = 1.

OSP(r,t.4) = ——GIOSP)(r, 1,7, ) (4.40)

N Z

Using the definition of G the self—consistent saddle point equation reads

/

. . —1
GSP(r ) = —— [@51 N ZQSP] (4.41)
V3 2T

r=r

There are different approaches to solve the saddle point equation. Some of them are discussed
in [19]. We will restrict ourselves to the case of a space-independent solution of equation (4.41)
that we will discuss in the next section.

4.3 Solution of the saddle point equation

Suppose we consider a translational invariant system which corresponds to a homogenous density
distribution. Then the saddle point solution Q¥ does not depend on the spatial coordinate.

We choose here the shortest way to present the space-independent saddle point solution
simply by starting with the solution which we denote by A and verifying that it solves the
saddle point equation (4.41). 7 The solution is

Ae) = (é 21i (1€)> At) = (‘5%) 2_?&3) (4.42)

where F'(¢) = tanh(53) = 1 — 2np(e). We write equation (4.41) in (¢, p) space and consider the

limit of a bulk systems which allows us to go over to the continuum limit for the summation
8

over p

=y ZG (p,€) = — / . dep G(ep,€) (4.43)

We have to determine G in order to calculate the right side of the equation.

cn=[(FE afn) e )]

(0726

" Another approach can be found in [19].
8We use the standard approximation for the p-sum that was already explained in the chapter on Perturbation
theory.

(4.44)
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where €, = p?/2m. Inverting the matrix we find

1 iF(e)/T

~ i c—e )2 2
Glp.o) = (o T (4.45)

e—ep—%

The result is not surprising. Remember the general structure of G

R K
G = (GO gA> . (4.46)
On the diagonal we recover the standard noninteracting retarded and advanced Green’s functions
damped by weak disorder that can be derived using perturbation theory (see section (2.1)). They
can be obtained from equation (2.7) by setting sign(e) = 1 for the retarded one and to —1 for
the advanced one. It is also easy to verify that the Keldysh entry of equation (4.45)) fulfills the
relation G¥(e,p) = F(e)(Gf(e,p) — GA(¢,p)). There remains the integration over ¢,. For the
retarded component we find?

. .
L / dey ————— =1 (4.47)

7
T J—er 6_6P+?

and for the advanced component we get in the same way —1. For the Keldysh component we
note that 1/7 is very small compared to ep (remember the assumption ex7 > 1) which justifies

jr/_oo dep (= ij)(;l-/;/llﬂ = ;/_00 de, 2F (€)6(e — €p) = 2F () (4.48)

Thus we proved that the right hand side and the left hand side of equation (4.43) are identical
and that the space independent saddle point solution for () is given by the matrices in equation

(4.42).

Note that A solves equation (4.43) for any function F'(¢). This is understandable since
any distribution function is allowed for noninteracting electrons. In [17] it is discussed how
interaction effects drive the system towards the equilibrium distribution.

The entries of the matrices in equation (4.42) might look familiar to persons who already
worked with the quasiclassical Green’s function g. A is nothing else but the quasiclassical Green’s
function for non—interacting electrons in a weakly disordered system. A possible derivation of
the quasiclassical Green’s function is given in [42], [43] and [44].

As already mentioned earlier it suffices for our purposes to solve the path integral over Q in
saddle point approximation. However let us shortly comment on the corrections to the saddle
point solution.

9The real part vanishes if one interprets the integral as principal value integral.
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Fluctuations of the Q-fields

At the saddle point the next order correction for the action is quadratic.
iS[Q] = iS[Q°F] +i%:[Q, Q] + O(6Q*) (4.49)
The terms proportional to (5@2 are

V3

i9310,0Q) = ~ZATH{0Q )+ 5 T G, )30,y )G )P0 )] (4.50)

These fluctuations lead to a renormalization of the diffusion constant (see chapter 5 of [36])

1 diq 1
D=Dy|l1—-— 4.51
0< oz / (2m)4 Dyg? — iw) (451)

where d indicates the quasi dimension. The correction term leads to a reduction of the diffusion
constant and hence of the conductivity. This is the so called weak localization Additionally
taking into account a magnetic field one can suppress this effect as one destroys the interference
of time reversed closed paths that lead to the localization of the wavefunction. Experimentally
one finds a decrease in the magneto resistance while increasing the magnetic field. Already very

low magnetic fields suppress the effect of weak localization. More details about weak localization
can be found in [46], [47] and [48].

10WWe are interested here in good metals far from localization where the weak localization correction is small.
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Chapter 5

Interacting Electrons

In this chapter we want to discuss the treatment of electron—electron interactions in the coherent
state path integral formalistl We take into account the spin of the electrons but neglect
possible disorder. The combined problem of interactions and disorder will be discussed in the
next chapter.

Let us start quite generally with

Sint [0, "] = —12/%1-'- /d334 V(1 — @2, 03 — @2, 14 — m1) V5, (21) Y5, (02) Vs, (23))s, (24).

(5.1)
Sint describes a general two—particle interaction that is translationally invariant in space and
timeﬁ where V' is the interaction potential and the indices s; and sy at the Grassmann fields
denote the spin variables. For our purposes it is sufficient to select two areas in phase space
in order to describe the low energy physics (close to the Fermi surface) of our problem. These
two different kinds of scattering events which are sometimes referred to as small angle and large
angle scattering of a particle hole pair are depicted in figure (5.1). The white spots symbolize
the holes whereas the black spots represent the electrons.

Figure 5.1: Small angle and large angle scattering shown in k-space
(the big circle symbolizes the Fermi sphere)

*See [49], [50].

2 Remember = = (r,t).
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There exists a third low energy process which is called 2kp—scattering of a particle-hole pair.
It is common to assume the presence of a small magnetic field which introduces a 'mass term’ 3‘
that kills the contribution of the so called Cooper channel. Hence we just assume the presence of
a small magnetic field and restrict ourselves to small and large angle scattering. In momentum
space one has

Swlt ] = 3 Y T (v1 sron Bsaen U (P2, (8 + a7 oos (0 + )

81782753754 p,p" q(small)

+ V2 05,55 Osys4 wsl( )1/}52 (p + @)Vs, (P + @) sy (p

01\_/

One can assume that for the range of momenta, we are considering, the interaction potential
V' can be approximated by two different constants Vi and V5. The sum over q is only over
small momenta. This ensures that the two processes cover different regions in phase space. The
processes are drawn as Feynman diagrams in figure (5.2).

p+q p'+q

®

Figure 5.2: Small angle and large angle scattering shown as Feynman diagrams

This picture is identical to the one we have drawn in section (2.2.3) where we discussed the
two lowest order diagrams that appear in perturbation theory. Hence we know what is behind
V1 and V3 (see equation (2.37)). Setting up an action S with these elementary processes which
appear in the exponential of the generating function Z[J,.J] is thus an attempt to take into
account these processes in infinite order.

As in the case of disorder (see previous chapter) we encounter four Fermion terms which are
disturbing as the action is no longer quadratic in the Grassmann fields. Also here we introduce
auxiliary fields in order to cure the problem. Let us turn to coordinate space as we want to
determine the form of Sj,t on the Keldysh contourﬂ

3 A discussion can be found in [29].

4Constant interactions in momentum space turn into point like interactions in coordinate space.
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Sint[1h, V"] = —5 Z /d$ dx’ <Vl Os154 055550 ( — ') @Z’; ($)¢:2(x,)¢53(:17/)¢54(x)

TV Burag Bapesd( — ) 0 ()05, (0o (@)t <m’>)
(5.3)

which reads after interchanging the last two Grassmann variables in the second term (remember
Yathy = —p1)e) and performing the 2 integral:

1nt 1/} ¢ =5 Z /dx (Vl 5154 5253 _‘/2 65153 5254) wsl( )w:Q(x)wS3(x)¢S4(x> (54)
51 .84
Next we use the identity
1 1
55153 55234 = 5 55154 55253 + 5 Os154 Osgs3 (5'5)

which allows us to write the interaction in the form

Sint[¥, V"] = —5 Z /d*f([vl ‘/2]5515455253 + [‘/2] 0315405253> 1/}2‘1(%)¢§2($)¢s3(93)¢84($)

2
31 .84
(5.6)
We introduce the singlet and triplet amplitude§5
Vs=V1 — L& and Vi = _% (5.7)
2 2
and rearrange the ¢’s forming charge density p(z) and spin density s"(z)
Sint [wa w*] = / dl‘ ( {27#51 ¢s1 :| |:Z ¢52 1/}52 :|
(5.8)
+ |: Z ¢:1( 051541/134 :| { Z ¢52 0'32531/153 (JZ):|>
51,84 52,53
where we used ¥}y, = —p1ps. We define
=D Wi(a)s() s"(2) = ) U5 (@)l ¥ (2)  for n=wy,2  (5.9)
s S1,82

Then the interaction term reads

5In the end we will go over to the more general amplitudes I's and I'y which we introduced in section (2.2.4).
Here however we stick to the notation with V’s as it is more common.
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Sl = = [ do (p<:c> Vi pla) + 52) Vi §<x>). (5.10)

So far nothing has happened apart from writing the action using densities. As next step we
rewrite the four Fermion(=two density) terms in the equation above using Hubbard—Stratonovich—
Transformations. This brings the fermionic problem to a Gaussian form at the price of the
complication caused by the appearance of some new fields.

5.1 Introduction of the fields ¢ and B

Let us begin with the introduction of a scalar field ¢(z) which couples to the charge density
p(x).

1 1 2
exp |[—5p Vs p| = /D<Z5 exp |~ ¢ Vil ¢t icd p (5.11)
2 Ny 2
where e is the elementary charge and the normalization constant
o2
Ny = /qu exp [2¢ vt ¢] . (5.12)
We used the symbolic expressions
oV, o= /d:v/dx'd)(x') V,  (2,2) ¢() (5.13)
op= [ do o(a) plo) (5.14)

In this notation the inverse function is understood as an integral kernel inverse to the corre-
sponding bare singlet interaction.

/dzﬂ/s_l(x,xl)Vs(xl,x') =§(x — ) (5.15)

In our case Vi(x1,2') was just Vs d(x1 — 2’). In the following we will write V(z,2’). On the
Keldysh contour equation (5.10) with the generalized interactions reads:

Sint [0, V] = —;/cdt/dr/c dt’/dr’ <p(r, t) Vs(r,t, 7', ') p(r', t)+8(r,t) Vi(r,t, o', ) §(r;;)t'1)6>)

Like for 7’s we introduce a doublet notation for the densities:

P1 n st
A ) 617

for n ==z,y,2. p1 and s! are on the upper branch and ps and s are on the lower branch.

9

Sl 0] = 5 [do fa! (5 @) [0-V2(.2)0) o) + 3 67V @) o-VhGo)o] o) )
" (5.18)
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v

The o, matrices on both sides of Vy(z,2’) and V;(x, ') are due to the signs that we acquire by
S

splitting up the Keldysh contour. V; is the matrix

o (VE(x,2) VS(x,a))
Vs = <V>(x,:):’) VT(x,x’)) (5.19)

where entries are defined by the following expectation values

V7 (z,2') = —ie*(¢1(z)pa(2))) o (5.20)
VS(z,2') = —ie*(ga(2)p1(2)), (5.21)
VI(z,2') = 0@t -tV (z,2") + Ot —t)V=(z,2) (5.22)
VT(z,2)) = Ot —t\V<(z,2) + O — )V (z,2) (5.23)

Compare (5.19) to equation (3.50) for the electron Green’s function. The reasoning is analogous
to the one presented in section hence we will not repeat it here. Of course we encounter
the same time structure for the triplet interaction

o VtT(xvxl) V;f(wil)
Vi = <V;><m,x'> vﬂm,x')) (5:24)

with
Vi (2,2") = —iph (B} (x) By (2')) . (5.25)
Vis(z,2") = —iph(B3(2") B} (2)) . (5.26)
Vii(z,2") = 0@t -tV (z,2") + O —t)V,<(z,2") (5.27)
Vi(z,2') = Ot —t\V<(z,2)) + O — )V (x,2') (5.28)

for n = x,y, 2. up is the Bohr magneton.

Remark that we have four different angled brackets here: <> $ and <> pn Wheren =z, y, z.
They belong to the four new path integrals that we obtain by introducing the auxiliary fields ¢
and B = (B*, BY, B)T (compare to equation (4.3) of the disorder chapter). We denote these

auxiliary fields by
. (bl n __ B ?
o= <¢2 and B" = By (5.29)

The fields ¢, and B are real. For the singlet part we have then
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¢iSiml®] = oxp {_;/da:/dx’ [p" ()] ACRD [azp(x’)}]

1 ie? B '
= A@/DCI) exp [z/d:c o7 (z) [UZVS 1(33)}@(@ + e [pT(x)Jz]q)(x)
(5.30)

with a normalization constant N, = Det[io,V; /2. [0V (2)] is the inverse operator of V.
For the triplet part we have

¢iSmlB] — exp [_;;/d;ﬁ/d;ﬁ’[(sn)T(m)@] Vi(z,2") [0.8"(2")]

1 " 12
= / DB exp [“;an: / dz (B")" (z) [0V, (2)] B"(x) + iup [(s")" (2)0.] B"(x)
(5.31)
where DB = [ DB* DBY DB? and Ny = Det[io,V,"}]3/2. It is convenient to translate back the
charge and spin density operators p and s™ according to equation (5.9) into products of ¥’s and

1*’s since we want to add the action for the free electrons in order to have the complete action
describing an interacting electron gas. Therefore we write

P (2)o-®(x) = Y1 () o1 ()1 (x) — Ya(x)* Po(2)tha ()

Il
=1

¢i(z) 0
() < 0 ¢2($)> U(z) (5.32)

Il
=1
—
5]
~—
-
Q
—~
=
2
Q
S
—~
5]
~—

where ‘6

1 0 0 0
S I (L R

The minus sign coming from o, is absorbed in W. In the same way
(s (@)= B"(x) = Y Wy, () 0y, Bin® Wy (a). (5.34)

Let us now finally add the action of the free electrons plus the source field terms (see equation

(3.46)).

5We use Einstein sum convention ¢,v® = > DY
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5.2 Complete action and generating functional

In equation (3.46) we have the action of spinless electrons. The generalization in order to include
the spin degree of freedom is straightforward. We simply double the space from ¢ — 11,4 and

P YT

. T
() (GHR
g |21 and U= ﬂﬁﬂ (5.35)
Y1, (G
P2, _1/’5,1
and the sources
. T
Ji1 Jiq
Ja A —J5
J = , and J = 1 5.36
Ji) " i (5.36)
J27l 7J;,J,
The action for free electrons then reads
S[w, W, J,J] = /dw U(x) Gy lu(z) + /dw J(z)0(z) + V() J(z) (5.37)

where C?g 1= Gy T4 and 14 is the unity matrix in the four dimensional vector space. From now
on we will always indicate which unity matrix is meant by either writing Iy or I;. The lower
index indicates the dimensionality of the vector space. A quantity O in the spin x Keldysh—
space (dimension 2 x 2 = 4) is marked in general by a hat: O . Although we already used the
symbols ¥ and J in equation (3.44) and (3.45) we believe that they can not be confused with
ones in equation (5.35) and (5.36), as ¥ and J appear always combined with quantities having
a ’hat’ (including spin) or a ’bar’ (neglecting spin)7.

Combining (5.30), (5.31) and (5.37), we obtain the complete action for our interacting elec-
tron gas at low energies.

. _ . g A 5
S[¥, ¥, P, B :/d:c U(z) {(Zﬁt + 2m> I4s + 1o ® epo ()Y + 6 @ ppBa(z)y* | V()

62 2
+5 [ 07 @) 0 @) + 12 e Y (B (@) 0215 (2)B"0)

+ / dx (j(:v)\I’(x)Jr\i/J(x))

(5.38)
We changed the notation for V7! and Vt_1 to Vojsl and ‘/E);fl meaning that these operators are
the inverse of the respective static short range interactions Vs and V;. Later, when we will take

7J or J for example
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into account dynamical screening we will use the notation V,~! and Vt_1 for the inverse of the
dynamically screened interactions Vi(q,w) and Vi(q,w).

The first 2 x 2 matrix gives the structure in spin space whereas the second 2 x 2 matrix
determines the structure in Keldysh space and ® indicates the direct product. The linear term
in the fields explicitly reads

6+B 0  BI—iB' 0
| o ¢+B; 0  By—iB!
Fos=|pryipy 0 4 -B: 0 (5.39)
0  By+iB! b — B;

where we set e = pp = 1. We will use this convention throughout the whole work and only
explicitly write e or pup in final results. The generating functional is

Z[J,J] = /D@D@/D@/Dé exp<iS[\If,\i’,J, j,cb,é]). (5.40)

The action S'is quadratic in the Fermion fields ¢ and ¥* at the price of eight new path integrals
over the auxiliary fields ¢;, B, Bly and B? (i=1, 2). Before integrating out the electrons exactly
we apply the Keldysh rotation L.

Keldysh rotation

The Keldysh rotation matrix L was a 2 X 2 matrix. In our treatment including spin we
encounter however also 4 x 4 matrices. As we only want to rotate in Keldysh space we add a
unity matrix Iy in spin space

L;=1,®L. (5.41)
We begin with the rotation of the coupling term
/ dz ¥ (z) []12 ® ¢a ()Y + G ® éa(x)ya] U(z). (5.42)

Introducing L, L;* = I and setting L% = ¥ and @L;l = \i' we obtain

/ dx U (z) [112 @ ¢pa(z) VL + 5 ® Ea(x)LyaL_l] U () (5.43)
where we used
Ls(M @y )L =T @ L(M@y*)la@ L™ = M @ Ly*L ™. (5.44)

M could be an arbitrary 2 x 2 matrix. By construction the Keldysh rotation has no effect on
the spin space structure. Thus we can focus on the Keldysh structure. Now

1/1 1 1
IN'LY = 3 (1 1> =5 []Iz—l—am] (5.45)
and .
_ 1 -1 1
LyL71 = 3 (_1 ) > =5 []12 - ax] (5.46)

8The convention is again that quantities having a tilde are in the rotated representation.
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Thus we have
1
o LVOL7 =2
Ga Ly 5 (

We define the rotated ﬁeld&@

£ _ <5~1 _ _ 1 (o1 + o2
o= (%)== (n%)
%ZG (1)> and 2

01
1 0)°
For the components of B we can do the same

. B 1 /B"+ B»
n _ 1 — n_ - 1 2
b ‘(Bg> Lo 2(3?3’;)'

In this way the coupling term keeps its form

1+ P2 ¢1—¢2>
$1— P2 P1+P2)

and the rotated matrices

!

/ dz U (x) [112 ® Go ()7 + G ® Ba(x)’yo‘] U ().
The interaction matrices Vs and Vt in the rotated representation read

VK VR)

7 o1
V=LV,L _<V;4 .

for i=s,t

where

VR, o) =VT(z,2") - V=(2,2)) = V7 (z,2') — VT(x,m')

VAz,2) =V (z,2) = V> (2,2)) = V(z,2) = VT (x,a)

VE(z, 2y =VT(z,a) + VT(JJ,l’/) =V7(z,2") + V=(z,2)

81

(5.47)

(5.48)

(5.49)

(5.50)

(5.51)

(5.52)

(5.53)
(5.54)

(5.55)

and VE(¢q,w) = B(w)[VE(¢q,w) — VA(q,w)]. For the expressions that are quadratic in the fields

we remark that

Lo,V z) L7t =0,V (x).

In summary we obtain for the action in the rotated representation:

-

S|, \I:/,ti),B] —/da; \i/(x) é’fl[fi),B] () + /dx (j(a;)ﬁl(af) + \I:fj(x)>

+ /dfc T () crxVOTsl(:U)(i)(x) + /dxz B" () U:rVo,_tl(ﬂf)Bn(fU)-

?Note that our definition is different from [19] and follows the convention of [17].

(5.56)

(5.57)
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where

X ~ 2 0 A ~ =
G [, B] = [(Zat + ) L+ Ip ® ¢o(2)7* + & @ Ba(z)7" (5.58)

Remember our convention for the notation. The tilde indicates that we are in the Keldysh
rotated representation and the additional hat indicates that we are dealing with a quantity of
the four dimensional vector space.

Integrating out the Fermions

After the introduction of ® and B we can calculate the path integral over the Fermions
exactly because the action is Gaussian in ¥ and W.
The generating functional in the rotated representation reads

217, J] = /D@D@/Dé/@ﬁ exp<z'5[®,xi,j, :,<i>,§]> (5.59)

where the action is given in equation (5.57). Integrating out the Fermions yields

Z[J,J] = /D@/DBDet &, B] exp(/dw/de ) G[®, B(z, ) (')

u

(5.60)
—I—i/daf o (2) 0, Vg, ) + z/dmz (B")(z) 0.V5 ! (= )B"(m))
where
G[é, B] = [(zgt + A) I+ ® ga(2)i® + 6 ® éa(x)ﬂ - (5.61)

Using the identity Det(A) = exp(Trln(A)) we can write the function under the path integrals
as pure exponential

217, J] :/Dci/pé exp(iS[j, f,&),é]). (5.62)

(5.63)
+/daz o7 () 0,V (2)@(x /d:zz (B"(x) 02V, (x) B"(x).

Again like in the previous chapter where we discussed the treatment of disorder we determine
the saddle point of the action. However in order to describe Coulomb Blockade effects it does
not suffice to evaluate the path integrals over the auxiliary fields ® and B by taking their value
at the saddle point. In addition we have to take into account the field fluctuations (quadratic
corrections) around the saddle point.
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5.3 Determination of the saddle point

We will determine the saddle point in the rotated representation. The saddle point is defined

by
NLS[@, B,J=0]=0 and O S[®,B,.J = 0] =0. (5.64)
dda(T) B2 (x)

In order to calculate the derivatives we write

Pa = 0" + 00 B = (BS")"+6B" (5.65)

(Bg P )n is the n—th component of the saddle point field ng . n is either z,y or z. The quadratic
term in the field ¢ is

S,y = % / da (8P + 68)(2) [0, Vi ()] (B5F + 68)(a). (5.66)
So the term proportional to d¢, () is
05y 1,1 HSP (4 ¢
e =l Vil @]E ) (567

In the same way we obtain from the quadratic part Sz of the action in B for the different
components

6SB _ ~ n @
B [[ o2 Vi (2)] (B <w)] : (5.68)
The other term we have to look at is
—iTrIn[G [, B]]. (5.69)

The inverse Green’s function reads:

Y

= [Gal L+l @65 (2)7* +5 @ BgP(x):ya] VL ©0305° + 7@ 08,50 (5:T0)

= é[i)sp, B H(2) + 1 @ 000 + G @ 0BaA™.
We get to first order in the fields:
GYd, B] = G[35F, BSF] ! (a) [114+ / de' GSP[®SP | B5P)(x, 2') [12006a(a' )7+ 50 Ba(z')57] |

(5.71)
In the following let us abbreviate

GI®5P, BSPI 1 (z) = (GSP) " Mz)  and  GSP[®ST, BSP)(z,2") = GSP(x,2').  (5.72)
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Then we have

— —

G, B ~ [1n(éSP)—1+ / dz' GSP (z,2') [112@95(5&(95’)%+5®5Ba(g¢'wa]] (5.73)

where we used In(AB) = In(A)+In(B) and In(1+A) = A+O(A?). Hence the partial derivatives
with respect to the fields are

5&5@) (m In [G[i), ﬁ]—l} ) = tr [Z(?SP(Q:, z) [L® &a]} (5.74)
and
532@) (-m In [é[é B~ D_ r [—iéSP(:):, 2) [on ® &“]] (5.75)

where n = z,y,2z. We do not have to consider the term~fd:cfdx’j(x) G[®, B(z,z')J(«') of
equation (5.63) as the functional derivatives are taken at J = 0. So we can already write down
the saddle point equations for the fields

[[ o voj;(x)]ésp(x)r: % r [iésp(:v,:r) I, ® 70‘]} (5.76)

and for the different components of the magnetic field

«

[[ o Vi (2) (BSP)"(J;)] _ :B i [iésp(x,x) [0 @ yaﬂ (5.77)

We added the constants e and pup in theses final results. For the scalar field $ equation (5.76)
is nothing else but the well known Poisson equation from electrodynamics. On the right side
we have a sum of Green’s functions taken at equal points in space which corresponds to a
charge dens1tyﬂ In the ordinary Poisson equation one finds on the left side A/4m where A
is the Laplace operator. Here however we assumed a special form of short range interaction
V(o) = i

The charge density on the right side only appears because we neglected the positive charge
background. In the Keldysh formalism one does not have to take it into account as the contri-
butions on the upper and lower branch cancel each other.

For the components of the magnetic field we find a corresponding equation. Here we find on
the right side a spin density and on the left side the inverse operator of the triplet interaction.

We will show in the following section that ®5” = 0 and B5F = 0 is a self consistent solution
of the saddle point equations.

'%0One might wonder if the unit is correct because we have 1/e instead of e in front of the density (see [19]). The
answer is: The equation is correct due to the different unit of VDTSI. Our saddle point equations can be directly
compared to the ones in [42].
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5.4 Solution of the saddle point equations
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Like for the saddle point equation of ) we consider a translationally invariant system. We will

show that

P =0 and

BSP _

0

(5.78)

is a solution of the saddle point equations. Let us begin with the right hand side of the equations

(5.76) and (5.77). We denote the entries of the Green’s function by

e
0 Gfy
e
0 Gf}

R
G
0

R
G
0

(5.79)

We skip the SF for the entries otherwise the notation would be overloaded. One obtains for the

four different traces that contain 4

tr|GoF (z, x) Loyl = [G% + G’TL‘T + Gﬁ + Gﬁ]
tr| G5 (z,2) [0, ®7']| = [GF +Gf + G} + G}

and for the other four that contain 52

o[fr e o 1] ot

|65 (0,2) [y 07| = 6 - 6]

tr |G (z,2) [0y ® 7] | = i[(GT + G)) — (G, + G1})]

tr|GoF (z, x) 0. ® 7] |= [(Gﬁ + G?T) - (Gﬁ + Gﬁ)]

(5.80)

(5.81)

(5.82)

(5.83)

tr [ésp(x, ) [0 ® WQJ} = [Gﬁ + Gﬁ]

tr {ésp(x, x) [az ® ’?2]} = [Gﬁ - Gﬁ}

There exists a notation which allows to write all this in a convenient form. Taking different

linear combinations of the components we go over to the singlet/triplet representation.

G= GO(Sss’ + é : &ss’

where G and G are defined as

1 . 1 .
Go = EXS:G‘” G = 5205305/5.
SS

(5.84)

(5.85)
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More explicitly

1 .1 0esGs's 1 ‘GTl + GLT G
Go = *(GTT + Gll) G=- Z O'ZSIS,GS/S = = ZGN — ZG“ =: Gy . (5.86)
2 2 b 2
ss’ O'SS,GS/S GTT —Gu G,
G behaves like a scalar under rotations whereas G behaves like a coordinate vector. Comparing
the eight equations above with our definitions in equation (5.86) we see that we exactly encounter
these combinations. The left hand side of (5.76) and (5.77) is easily evaluated and we obtain

- 2i Vs
@)= 2 G5 () (5.87)
and 2%V
557 (2) = == [GE" (@,2) + G ()] (5.88)

for the components of ® and

BSP(p) = 2Vt GrsP(y (5.89)
2]

. 2%V, - _

B5P(2) = ;Vt [G7SP (2, 2) + GASP (2, 2)] (5.90)
B

for the components of B. Now we are at a stage where we can verify, that the solution of these

saddle point equations is given by (5.78). For PSP — O,ESP = 0 we know that our Green’s
function is nothing else but the Green’s function of non—interacting electrons.

1 2inF (e
ey (6*62)12(427120 0
ASP&SP 5SP 0 —ep—in 0 0
—eptin  (e—ep) i
0 0 0 L

€—€p—1in

where n = 0 and €, = p?/2m. The only difference compared to (4.45) is the replacement of -
by n since we have no disorder potential in this section. There is no mechanism that could flip
the spin. Hence all the components G| and Gy are zero (— G, = Gy = 0)! Furthermore there
is no mechanism that lifts the degeneracy of G and G| one has G = G| and thus G, = 0.
Therefore the right hand sides of (5.89) and (5.90) are zero and we conclude that BSF =0 is a
self-consistent solution. Let us continue with equation (5.87). We have

de d3p
Gé(’sp(:n,x) :/%/ 2n)? Gé(’sp(e,p). (5.92)

For the p-integration we can take our result from equation (4.48). As F'(e) is an odd function
in €, the e-integration gives 0.

For the expression G(];”’SP(:E, x) + Gé’sp(x, x) we refer the reader to equation (4.47). The
expression vanishes already after the p—integration as it is proportional to 1—1 = 0. In summary
we come to the conclusion that also the right hand sides of (5.87) and (5.88) vanish. Hence
®3P = 0 is a solution of (5.87) and (5.88).
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5.5 Fluctuations

In this section we discuss the Gaussian fluctuations or mathematically spoken the quadratic
corrections to the saddle point. Remember that the linear order vanishes at the saddle point.
We take the action (5.57) in the rotated representation and calculate the second variational
derivatives. We define

0o = (¢ — 37) 0By = (B — (B3")"). (5.93)

Let us begin with the quadratic term in @ in equation (5.60)

Sp0=1 [an [ar T 5 05600 (5.94)
2,0 — o o/ . .
o 060 (2)3ar () lasr
In linear order we found ~
0S,[P o
22— Lo, Vi @] 87 (0) (5.95)
0o ()
hence we get for the second derivative
528 o
Akl =§(x —2')| 0s Vojsl(x)} . (5.96)

8o () 0o (2)
For the quadratic terms in equation (5.60) containing the inverse triplet interaction Vojtl () we
find analogously for the second functional derivative

5255(B]
6B (x)éé&”, (x")

Note the additional factor 4, ,,. The other term we have to look at is

= §(z — ') 00 Vi (@) Sum (5.97)

—iTrIn[G [, B]]. (5.98)

Remember that we set J = 0. Therefore the second term in the first line of equation (5.60)
vanishes. We use the definitions given in (5.72) and begin the calculation with equation (5.73)
adding the second order term

g -

InG1d, B] ~ [m(éSP)l n / dr' GSP (2,2')[Iy ® 660 (2')7® + & ® 6 Ba(a')7°]
- % / da’ / d” <éSP(:c, )L ® 6w (&)7 + & © 6 Bar (e')7°] (5.99)

éSP(:E/’:L,//) []12 ® 5Q§a($”)’?a +Fi® 5§a($//);§/a]>:|

where we used In(AB) = In(A) +In(B) and In(1+ A) = A— A?/2+ O(A?). Note the arguments
of the second Green’s function in the quadratic term. We have G°F (', z”) and not G357 (x, z")
as one might think writing down naively the A? term. This is because A has to be interpreted
as an operator acting on something to its right. We define
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Mg =1, @ 4 MY =0, @~° (5.100)

for n = x,y, z. Including the trace Tr ' we obtain for the quadratic term in the fields

1 = ~ ;X ~
- 2/d1‘d$' tr[GSP(m,x')dqba/(:r')Mé" GSP(x’,x)égba(x)MOa]
(5.101)
- %Z / dadz’ tv[GSF (2, 2') 6 BY (2 ) M GOF (2!, 2) B () MS] + mixed terms.
n

With mixed terms we mean all combinations proportional to 5q~5a532, or 532532@ where n # m.
We do not to write them down explicitly because they all vanish according to the following simple
argument. Remember that the Green’s function for our situation is given in equation (5.91).

GE GgK 0o 0

x 0o G4 0 0 GR gk
GSP AgE =1
(z,) 0 0 GE GgK 2®<0 GA

0o 0 0 GA

) =T, ® Go (5.102)

Hence the general form of a mixed term is

tr [M® G M G5P] (5.103)

where i,j = 0,2,y,z but i # j and «,a’ = 1,2. Let us consider for example i =0 and j = z,y
or z and evaluate the product

Mg G5 MY GSP = (I, © v*) (I ® Go)(om @ 7™ ) (I @ Go)
(5.104)

= (I, ® v*Go)(on @ Go) = 07 @ 7Y*Goy® Go.
For direct products one has tr(A ® B) = tr(A) tr(B). Therefore we find for arbitrary o and o’

tr (on ® Y2 Gy Go) = tr (o) tr (Y*Goy* Go) =0 (5.105)

as the trace of the Pauli matrix o,, vanishes. Obviously we obtain zero for any combination as
long as i # j because we will find always something proportional to a Pauli matrix in the trace
over the spin space. We conclude that all mixed terms vanish.

So we can turn to the remaining expressions in equation (5.101). Remark that they are
characterized by ¢ = j.

tr [ M GSF Mja/ GSP]: tr (L) tr (2 Gov* Go) = 2 tr [’yaéo ’ya/ég] (5.106)
We define the Polarization function‘m‘

P (z,2') = —itr [*yaé’o(x, 2 )y Go (!, z)]. (5.107)

"which means effectively setting # = =", summing over  and summing over the 4 x 4 matric structure.
’
12T can be shown that P coincides with the polarization function of the RPA approximation (clean case).
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Combining (5.96), (5.97) and (5.101) and using the definition of poe! (x,2') the quadratic cor-
rection to the saddle point reads

%= /dx/da:’ *'(@) {%Vojsl (2)d(z —2') + P(a:,a:’)] (')
(5.108)
+ Zn:(B”)T(a:) [%Vo}l (x)0(x — 2') + P(, w/)] B (<)

where we used that 6@ = ® and 6B = B since ®°F = 0 and BS” = 0. We will not determine
P (z,2') in this work as we do not need it for our further calculations (Apart from interactions
we want to include the effect of disorder.). For P (z,z') we refer the reader to where the
detailed calculation can be found. One obtains

A w
P(q,w) = (PR((()],(U) ﬁK((Z” w))) (5.109)

where P4(q,w) = (P®)*(¢,w) and PX(q,w) = coth(Be/2)(PF(q,w) — PA(q,w)). Thus the
matrix P(q,w) is determined by P®(q,w) which is

w 3
PE(q,w) = v3 + 277/ ((2171_]))3 GE(p,e)GA(p— g, e — w). (5.110)
Defining
Vi Yz, 2 = [ax‘/();l(m)é(;r —2') + P(x, m')} (5.111)
and
Vi Y, a!) = [am‘/(;tl(x)é(a: —2') + P(x, m')} (5.112)

we obtain for the effective quadratic action the compact form

T

S[®, B] = Tr |7 () Vi ' (x,2")8(2') + Y (B") () ‘él(w,x')é”(x’)]- (5.113)

It turns out that the dynamically screened interactions (inverse of (5.111) and (5.112)) in the
singlet and triplet channel corresponds to the standard random phase approzimation (RPA) (for
the clean case). See [19] for more information.

In the following chapter where we will take into account disorder and interactions we will
determine a corresponding expression for the quadratic corrections in the action. The dynam-
ically screened interaction in the singlet and triplet channel will turn out to be the diffusive
random phase approximation interactions of equation (2.45).
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Chapter 6

Interaction and Disorder

After the three preceding chapters that were rather technical but provided the necessary math-
ematical tools, let us remind what we are heading for. Our goal was to calculate the DOS
near the Fermi edge of a diffusive quasi one—dimensional wire non perturbatively. In particular
we wanted to study the dependence of the DOS on an external magnetic field which makes it
necessary to take into account the spin of the electrons.

The path integral formulation of the fermionic many—body problem will allow us to reach
this goal. By calculating the necessary path integrals for the generating functional Z[J, j] we
perform a summation over an infinite number of diagrams which will lead to a non divergent
result for the DOS.

Before setting up the action for interacting electrons in an diffusive environment let us
repeat the key quantities and how they are connected. According to equation (1.11) the DOS is
connected with the imaginary part of the retarded Green’s function. This can also be expressed
in a different way:

G = 2(G" - G*)= 5 (6 - G7). (6.1)
Taking into account the spin of the electrons explicitly we have to sum the up—spin and down—
spin DOS:

) =410 = 515 5 (67000 = G704 670 - 6109). (02
p

Thus in order to calculate the DOS non perturbatively we need a non perturbative result for the
Green’s functions appearing on the right hand side of the equation above. An elegant method
to determine Green’s functions is the calculation of the generating functional Z of the system
including source fields J and J that are coupled linearly to the electrons. Then the Green’s
function can be obtained as functional derivative of Z[J, J |. We demonstrated this procedure in

section (3.5).

Ok, so let us write down the action S which determines the generating functional:

Z[J,J] = A},/D\P/D\P/D@/DE/DU eiSI¥¥,@.U,B,JJ] (6.3)
U

In the unrotated representation the action that takes into account disorder and interactions
reads

91
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[0, ¥, U, B, J, J] :/dx B (2)G V[0, B, U](2) U () + /da: (F@)e(e) + @)

62 2
+5 [do 0@ 015 @ew + 2 [ e (B @) 0:15 (7))
(6.4)

with

Gl [®, B,U](z) = <§t A) L+ Iy ® edo(2)7* + & @ pupBa(z)y* + U(r)ly.  (6.5)

The first 2 x 2 matrix gives the structure in spin space whereas the second 2 x 2 matrix determines
the structure in Keldysh space. For the following steps we set again e = up = 1 and reinsert
them in our final result.

Remark that we already introduced the fields & and B that decouple the four Fermion
interaction terms. As next step we perform the disorder averaging (path integral over U(r)) like

it was explained in chapter 4. The decoupling of the appearing quartic fermion terms leads to
a path integral over a 4 x 4 matrix field QE The generating functional is then

] = /D@/D@/D@/DE/DQ ¢S50 %.2,Q,B,7.J] (6.6)

with the action

771/3

S[v, ¥, ®, 3,0 :/dx/dx’ W (2)G 1@, B, Q)(x, o)W (') - TETH{Q?)

4y [dreT@ oVl /de (B"Y! (@) 0.V M (2) B ()

+ / dz (j(m)\lf(a:) +¢:J(x)>

(6.7)
where
A1 SN .0 A = > / /
G0, B.0l0) =| (i + ) I+ ® 00 478 Bl [ — )
(6.8)
+ 5-QUr . 4)3(r =)

We explained the procedure in chapter [4 for the spinless case. We will discuss how the form of Q changes
including spin when we determine the saddle point solution.
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6.1 Introduction of a rotation and local gauge factors

The action is quadratic in U and ¥, hence we could integrate out the electrons. However before
doing this, we use an idea that was first formulated by Kamenev and Andreev in [17]. They
introduced gauge factors of the form e*e7" which allow to find an approximate saddle point for
the combined problem of disorder and interaction. In their case they determined the functions
ko’s such that they compensated approximately the scalar field ® and they could use the result
of the non—interacting saddle A in order to construct a solution for the interacting problem. ﬁ

In our work we want to use this trick in order to treat also the magnetic field non perturba-
tively. However the approach has to be modified for the following reason: The field matrix F 6.5
(see equation (5.39)) in our case is non diagonal! This is due to the inclusion of the triplet
interaction represented by the field B.

Analyzing the calculation of Kamenev and Andreev with gauge factors shows that it is
important that the field matrix egoy® (it is diagonal !) commutes with the gauge factors e**e7”
(which are also chosen diagonal). The necessity of this property becomes clear when one has
to determine the gauge factors k, explicitly as functions of the fields ¢,. We will remind the
reader, where we need the commutativity, when we arrive at this stage in our calculations.

Unfortunately our field matrix F 5 has a quite complicated structure. Hence our idea is to
diagonalize our field matrix by an orthogonal transformation and then proceed with the trick of
the gauge factors. The gauge factors can then also be chosen diagonal.

So let us first diagonalize the field matrix F . The form of the rotation, which we denote
by R, can be calculated by determining the normahzed eigensystem of the matrix F 5.5 We
skip the calculation which is just linear algebra and present the result. R reads expllcltly

Bit\/1+B$ /B 0 _ Bi+/1-Bi/Bi 0

V2(BF+iBY) V(B +iBY)
0 Bs-\/14+B%/Bs 0 _ By+/1-B3/B;
R = B V2(B§+iBj) ne V2(B§+iBY) | (6.9)

1 1

V2B1+/1+B%/B; Ol V2B14/1-B%/B; 0

B

0 2 0

By
V2B2+/1+B3 /B> V2B2+/1-B% /B>

R is unitary which allows to calculate the inverse of R simply by complex conjugation and
transposition: R~'=(R*). In further calculations we will denote the matrix elements of R by
Ri;j. Note that R is a function of the components of B only and independent of ®.

Assumption: Throughout this derivation we will encounter many additional terms com-
pared to the treatment of Kamenev and Andreev due to the additional rotation matrix R.
Our general philosophy will be to assume that the variations of B in space and time are small
and terms proportional to the derivatives of the components 0;B™ and VB" can be neglected
compared to the contributions. Applying the rotation one obtains a diagonal matrix

Dyp=R'F, 5R (6.10)

which reads

*For further information see [17] (or [19] which is more detailed).
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o1+ By 0 0 0
B 0 $2 + By 0 0
Dy 0 0 61— By 0 (6.11)
0 0 ¢2 — Bo

with B; = \/(B¥)2 + (BY)? + (Bf)2J3 We chose the rotation such that the magnetic field has
only a z—component and its magnitude is the absolute value of the fields. One can use equation
(6.10) to rewrite equation (6.8) as

. . .0 A _ L A
G7[®, B,Q|(x) = [(zat/ + 2m> Iy + RDy pR*|6(x — 2') + ;—TQ(T, t,t")o(r—1"). (6.12)

We introduce rotated fields ¥ and \ilR

Ur(z) = R z)¥(x) Ur(z) = U(z)R(x). (6.13)

The integration measure remains unchanged DYDY = DUxDVx. However the two parts of
the action S given in equation (6.7) which contain the fields ¥ change. We obtain the action

Se[¥, ¥, ®, B,Q] = / d (j(x)R(z)\I/R(:E) +¢1RR—1($)J($)) + S[82, B2, 0

+ / dz / dz' Ug(z) (5@; —a') [RnglR + D¢,B] +%R’1Q(r, £t )YRI(r — r’)) V().
(6.14)

By S[®2, B2, QQ] we denoted all the unchanged quadratic field terms that appear in the action.
After having diagonalized the field matrix we choose the gauge transformation as

ki+ f1 0 0
) 0 ko + 0 0
Uw)=exp |i| 2 0 f2 b—f 0 (6.15)
0 0 ko — fo
or in tensor notation
Ux) = e'T28kar +o=0far"), (6.16)

The quantities k1 and ks have the same purpose as in the paper by Kamenev and Andreev where
U reads

U(z) = eF7" = exp [2 <lg 132)} (6.17)

They will account for the field ®. Additionally we introduced the function f; and fo which will
compensate the magnetic fields By and Bs. What we mean by compensate will become clear

3i = 1,2 is the Keldysh index



6.1. INTRODUCTION OF A ROTATION AND LOCAL GAUGE FACTORS 95

when we determine below the &’s and f’s. In the action we introduce factors of U U~! wherever
a ¥ appears and define the rotated and gauged fields ¥y and Yy

Ury(z) = U(2)R™ (x)¥(z) Uy (z) = U(@)R(2)U™ (2) (6.18)

The action then becomes

SRU[Wa\ilaq):Qvg] :/diﬁ/dw/ @RU('%)G;Q%][(I)?B7 Q](:U"r/)‘;[/RU(;U/)+S[¢2?327Q2]

(6.19)
+ [ e (JRE@U (@) (0) + @)U @R (@)
with
G @, B,Q)(2) = Ulw) 670, Ql(e,2) U (o)
= [U(m)R‘l(x)Go1(x)R(x)U_1($) + Dd,,B(:E)] §(x — ') (6.20)
+ - U@R™ (@)Qrt, )R (@)U ()o(r 1)

where we used that

U($)D¢7B(.I‘)U_1(l‘) = D¢7B(.7}). (6.21)

Note that the integration measure DUxrDVr = DW¥ry DVUry remains unchanged under the
transformation with U.

Integrating out the Fermions

We integrate out the fermionic fields Wxy and Wgy, and are left with a path integral over
&, B and ) which cannot be done exactly. The generating functional reads

Z[J,J] = / D / DB / DQ iS1#:5Q.1.J) (6.22)
with the action

S, B,0] = / dx / da' J(2)R(2)U " (2) Cru[®, B, Ol(z, ') U YR (/) (')

+% / dz ®7 () 0. Vg (2)® () +% / dm;(Bn)T(w) - Vo, (@)B™ () (6.23)

— %Tr{QAQ} —¢Trln {G;U[@, E, Q](m, a:’)]

where @RU[CI), B, Q](x, ') is the inverse operator of @%b[fb, B, Q] given in equation (6.20).
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Our strategy to proceed is the following: We determine an approximate saddle point for Q for
the combined problem with disorder and interaction. The path integral over Q we perform then
as previously by simply taking its value at the approximate saddle point QSP 4 For the fields ®
and B we will take into account the quadratic fluctuation corrections around the approximate
saddle point.

6.2 Determination of a saddle point for Q

We have to evaluate

5
5o B ,Q,J =0]=0. (6.24)

We do this like already demonstrated in chapter 4. We write Q = QSP + (5@ and develop
S[Q, ®, B, J = 0] in orders of 6Q). For the quadratic term in ) there is no change

- I Q= -2 (Q°7) "} -T2 {Q70Q 1+ 0 (5Q2) (6.25)
except that Q now denotes a 4 x 4 matrix. The second term in which Q appears is

G (9. B.Q) = UR'Gy 'RU™ + Do + 5 URTI (@ + 5Q)RU™
. (6.26)
= Gry[@, B,Q°"| + -UR™5Q RU™

where the inverse of G’;le[@, B,Q5P ] is given by

CRU[@, B, QSP} (z) = [<U(:E)R_1(:E)Gal(x)R(:r)U_l(x) + D¢7B(x))5($ —a')

2T
(6.27)
We abbreviate GRU [®, B, Q5F] = Gru L1Q5F]. Again we expand the logarithm
Trin[GR} Q] = Trin|GRE[QF] + QLUR—HSQ RU‘l]
T
= Trin |G} [Q°F] ( Iy + Gru[QT) %UR”&Q RU1>] (6.28)
—Trn| Gl [@SP]] T [@RU Q%) LuR190 RUl} LO(00?).

4 We already mentioned in chapter (4) that the fluctuations of Q are not relevant for our problem and explained
what kind of physics they contain.
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We focus on the second term which is proportional to (5@ and transform it using the cyclic
invariance of the trace

Tr [GRU[QSP];TURléc? RUl} =Tr BTRUléRU[QSP]Unl 5Q]. (6.29)
Thus we have in linear order
/dr dr’ dt dt’(—T;Vi%QSP + QLRUAGARU[QSP]UR*1 >(r,t,r’,t’) 5@(7"’,75’,15)5(7" —r'). (6.30)
T T

The term in the brackets has to be zero in order that the whole expression vanishes for arbitrary
0Q:
T3 ASP b1 ASPYr 7o —1 N
5 Q7" + 5 RU " GrulQ°|UR (r,t,r,t')=0 (6.31)
T T

which gives the saddle point equation

How do we solve this equation? Consider G’RU and assume that we could choose the functions
ko and f, such that they would gauge away the fields ¢, and B,. Then U would chosen such
that

U(z)R N z)Gy H(@)R(x)U N (z) + Dy p(z) = Gyt (). (6.33)

Whether this can be fulfilled we will study below. Plugging (6.33) into the Green’s function
(6.27), we find

. -1
Grul®, B,Q°")(x) = [Ggl(x)é(a: — ')+ %UR”QSPRU*%SO’ - r’)} (6.34)
and the saddle point equation reads

. . —1
UR™ QSPRU ™ (r,t,¢') = —— [Ggl(x)a(x — o)) + - URTIQTPRU3(r — r’)] . (6.35)
T

N

For this saddle point equation we can construct a solution using the saddle point solution Q5"
of the non—interacting spinless case derived in chapter [4, which we denoted by A. It was given
in chapter 4] in the rotated representation. In the unrotated representation, in which we are
currently working, one finds?

= ( fo o Ee _( F, =)
Ale) = (1 +F(e)  —F(e) > A(t) = ((5(75) CR SR > . (6.36)

SRemember that the two representations are connected by LAL = A.
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In the situation without interactions and external magnetic field the 4 x 4 saddle point solution
reads

A AT A<
A:H2®A2H2®<A> —AT>' (6.37)

This can be immediately understood if one repeats the calculations of section (4.3) including
the spin degree of freedom and replaces (4.46) by (5.91). With the help of A the solution for the
interacting saddle point can be written as

OSF = RUTAUR ™. (6.38)
Equation (6.35) reduces to
i i ]
. . -
A(r,t,t") = p— Gyl (2)d(x —2') + ?A . (6.39)

and A is obviously the self-consistent solution. Thus we found a saddle point solution for the Q
field. What remains to be done is the determination of the gauge functions k, and f, in such
a way that equation (6.33) is satisfied. The operator Gal = (i% + A) acts on the product

2m
R(x)U~!(x) and generates several terms. We separate these terms in a part where Gy L acts

only on U™! and a rest term N where derivatives of R and U~! appear.

UR'Gy'RU =UG,'U ' + URT'N (6.40)
We begin with the first terms on the right hand side

. . 1
UGy'U ™ = |i0li+ 1 ®ka* + 0. @ fay* — —— (-VLi - L ® k" — 0. ® féna)Q] :

2m
(6.41)
We restrict ourselves to slowly varying fields, which means |V, /¢o| < kp or 1/l and |VB, /B, | <
kp. As the k’s and f’s depend on the ¢’s and B’s, we can assume that |Vk,/ko| < kp and
IV fo/fal < kp. We neglect therefore the quadratic terms in the k’s and f’s. Hence we get
approximately

UGy'U™ + D, 5~ Gy (z) Iy + C(x) (6.42)
where
C(x) =1, ® C2(x)y* 4 0, @ CB(x)y* (6.43)
with C2 containing the ¢—dependent part
Co(z) = CL(x,pp) = Oika + vE(PF) - Via + ¢a (6.44)
and CZ containing the B dependent part

CZ(x) = Cl(x,pp) = 0ifa + vr(pP) - V fo + Ba. (6.45)
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vr(pr) is the Fermi velocity in the direction of pr. The second term in equation (6.40) is
negligible. In all terms contributing to N appears by definition at least one partial derivatives
OyR or VR. Note that R is an explicit function of the components of B. Hence each partial
derivative is proportional to either ;B or VB. Thus according to our general assumption the
N term can be neglected. The validity of (6.33) is then connected with a choice of the gauge
fields that leads to a vanishing C(x) in (6.42).

Maybe here is the best point to explain our wish to construct gauge factors that com-
mute with the field matrix. Imagine we would have instead of (6.21) an expression containing
UF, zU ~1. Then the equations (6.44) and (6.45) would look much more complicated as the k's
and f’s would appear in all powers. Yet in our equations (6.44) and (6.45) the gauge factors
appear only linearly. However even these equations can only be solved exactly in some special
cases. The complicated term is the one containing vy(pr) which depends on the direction of
p. In a disordered system the particles keep their momentum only on a time scale 7. For time
scales that are bigger than 7 there is no information about the initial direction left and the
problem becomes isotropic. We will not determine the k, and f, from the equations (6.44)) and
(6.45) but develop in a few lines a weaker condition that contains an angle average. As our
object of investigation is a diffusive system that posses isotropy in the sense explained above,
even working with the weaker condition leads to reasonable results.

We approximate the Green’s function at the saddle point given in (6.27)) using the right hand
side of equation (6.42) and the saddle point Q°F of equation (7.21).

. —1
G (z,2') = [Gol + 2% A+ C] (6.46)

We define

. -1
~ ~ N
Gr= |Gyt + — A 6.47

|: 0 + o :| ( )
which is nothing else but the matrix of the well known disorder damped Green’s functions. It
is connected to G of equation (4.45) by the relation

G, =T, ® LGL. (6.48)

We develop the Green’s function G5F in equation (6.46) in powers of the small field C.
G5 (x,2') = [G:1 4+ C] 7 '= [+ G.C] G-
(6.49)
=G, -G, CG, +G.CG,.CGr — ...

From this series arises a new condition. Instead of fulfilling C' = 0 it is sufficient to fulfill the
weaker condition

G.CGr|p=r = 0. (6.50)

As we need the Green’s function only at equal points in space (see the saddle point equation)
one can demand r = r’. From this weaker condition we will determine in the next section the
functions k., and f,.
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6.3 Determination of the gauge factors k, and f,

We Fourier transform equation (6.50) to energy and momentum space
1 A R
EZGT(pv E)C(q’w)GT(p_(Le_w) =0. (651)
P

Already in the previous section we threw away quadratic variations in k, and f, (see discussion
below equation (6.41)) with the argument that we restrict ourselves to the regime |Vkq /ko| < kp
and |V f,/fal < kp. That restriction translates to the condition ¢ < pg or ¢ < 1/ in
momentum space. This can be seen comparing (6.45) to

Cg(‘]aw) = iwfa — F Qfoz + Ba. (652)

Note that the small ¢ condition is in accordance with the diffusive phenomena which we want
to treat. We look at the problem in spin space

L (Gr(pe) Gip.e) [(CE+CE)(qw)y® 0
Z (Gu Gi(p, e)> ( 0 g - Cf)(q,w)’ya>

(Gﬁ(p g€ —w) Gm(p—q,e—w)>:0
Gilp—ge—w) G p—ge—w)

(6.53)

The Hamiltonian contains no spin-flip mechanism, so all the G;; with i # j are 0 and we are
left with

1 G11(C& + CE)y Gy 0
= o ~0. 6.54
v ( 0 G (CE - Chea, (659

p

It would suffice to demand that each component vanishes but we will determine the gauge factors
ko and f, such that every single term in each component vanishes

1 (0%
v Z Gii(p, €)C2(q,w)y*Gii(p — g€ —w) = 0 (6.55)

V Z GZZ p7 q, )7 Gzz(p —q,€— QJ) =0 (656)

where ¢ =7 or |. Without external magnetic field Gt1 and G || are equal and we are left with only
2 conditions. Let us discuss the second condition. The calculation for Cg (¢,w) is completely
equivalent. We examine

% Z G(p,e)CB(q,w)G(p— g, e —w) =0 (6.57)

in the Keldysh rotated representation and use the decomposition

~ B(p,e ) (GE(p,e) — GA(p, € GE(p, e ~ GA(p, e -
GW):<G %p, ) F(e)(G g/,{(; ,@G (p, >>>: <2p> (I + A(E))+<219>(H2_ A((@).)
6.58
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Then (6.57) reads

1 -
0= 4 Z GR(ZD, e)C’f(q, w)GR(p —qe—w)
P

(I + R()F* (I + Al - w))]

TGP (p, )CE (g, )P — g, € — )| (T + R(Q)F* (I — Ale — w))]

- (6.59)

G p, ) CB (4, )G (p — g, € — )| (T — R()F* (I + Ale — w))]

AP OB (4,0)C (b — g6 — )| (T — KA T2 — Ae - w))].

For the terms containing products of GEG® or GAG# the poles lie on equal sides of the real
axis. Their contribution is negligible and we are left with

0= 3 C(0) (6", G0~ 1.6~ ) + GA. OG0 - e =) ) 5 = K03 (e~ )]
p

1 CB(gw) (G%, OGP~ q.e—w) — CAp.)CR(p — g,c w>> [Mewa _5eR(e - wﬂ

(6.60)
It is useful to define
Mi(g.w) = 5 3 .G P — g6~ ) (6.61)
My (g,) = 3, 3 G*0, ) (op - )G (p — gy~ ). (6.62)
We then get
0= ([éa@,w) T i (4] T () — (g, )T, )
T [Balg,w) + (g, )] T (g,0) — (0, w)Hé(q,m) [aa CROF°R(e - w>]
(6.63)

" ([Bam,w) i) T () — (g, TTa(g.0)

N

— [Ba(g,w) + iwfa(q,w)] T} (q,w) — ifa(q,w)ﬂ§(q,W)> [IN\(G) > FA(e — w)].

We introduce the abbreviations
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Ri(q,w) := Re Il;(q,w) Rs(q,w) := iwRe 111 (¢,w) — iRe I2(q,w) (6.64)
I(q,w) :=Im I (¢q,w) Ry (q,w) := iwlm I1; (¢, w) — iIm I (g, w). (6.65)

Multiplying (6.63) by A(e) from the left side and using that A(e)? = I, we obtain
0 = 2(Ri(q, w)Ba + Ra(g, w)fa) [/N\(e)’yo‘ —3%A(e — w)]
B } B . (6.66)
= 2i(I1(q,w)Ba + Iz(q,w) fa) [T* — A(e)7*A(e — w)].
6 The matrix products are
Yoasl ~1% 0 1
A3 - 3R —w) = [P0 - Fle-) (7 o) (6.67)
R(OF? — 72R(c — w) = <F_(§) . (61_ w)> (6.68)
VR -1 0 1
RO Re-w) =3 = ~[F@ - Fle-w)] () o) (6:69)
Rohe-w) -7 = (1) PFOfem9 1), (6:70)
Defining
(6.71)

mi1 := [(R1Ba + Rafs) — i(11 By + Iof2)] F (€)

mi2 ::[<R131 + Rgfl) + i([1B1 + Igfl)] (F(ﬁ) — F(€ — w))
~ ~ ) ~ ~ 5 (6.72)
+ [(R1Ba2 + Raf2) + i(I1Ba + In fo)| —i(I1 Ba + Io f2) (2F (e) F (e — w) — 1)
mo1 = — [(R1B2 + Rgfg) — i([1B2 + Igfg)} (673)
Mmoo i= — [(R1B2 + Rgfg) — i([lBQ + I2f~2):|F(€ — w) (6.74)
we have the matrix equation
(m” m12> =0. (6.75)
ma1 MmM22

From mqy1 = mo1 = mogy = 0 we obtain
5The minus sign in front of the second row appears due to the changed order of the matrices in the second

bracket.
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(Ry —il1)By + (Ry — ily) fo = 0 (6.76)

and from the condition mio = 0 we get

D cr N F A s 1—F(e)F(e —w)
L)B I = —2i (I1 By + I . 6.77
(R1+7’ 1) 1+<R2+Z 2)f1 7’( 102 + 2f2) F(G)—F(E—W) ( )
In thermal equilibrium F(€) = tanh(3e/2) and
1—F(e)F(e —w) Bw
= coth | — | =: B(w). 6.78
Flo) - Fle—w) O\ 72 (@) (6:78)
We can combine equations (6.76)) and (6.77) to the matrix equation
Ry +1ily 2i Iy B(w) jil _ R+, 2i 14 B(w) B;l (6 79)
0 Ry —ilo f2 N 0 Ry —ilh By . '
Inverting the matrix on the left hand side we obtain
; Ry+il - Rily—Rol 5
(-ﬁ) _ (~mrn 2 BW) myim-m (1?1) (6.50)
fa 0 — i By
We introduce
Ry +ily A Ri—il
pht.—_— " = d D% = —. 6.81
Ry + il . Ry —ily (651

From the definition of Ry and I one can see that DF = (D4)*. With equation (6.81) one can
write equation (6.80) in the form”

(LJ;D — B <DOR B(”)(D;I DA)) (g;) (6.82)

Let us introduce the short hand notation

fB)(q,w) = ppA(q,w)B(q,w) (6.83)
with f [B] = (f1, f2)7, B = (B1,B,)" and
. (DR B(w)(DR+DA)>_

A(q,w) = 0 _pA (6.84)

The matrix fl(q,w) is uniquely determined by D%, which can be expressed as a function of II;
and Hg.

Hl(qa w)

DF =
(q’w) _iHQ(Q7w) - iwnl(va)

(6.85)

For the scalar field ® one obtains in the same way

"where we reinserted pp.
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Q- @) | e

or in short notation

k[®](q,w) = eﬁ(q,w)é(q,w). (6.87)

The gauge factors k, are proportional the components of ® whereas the gauge factors f, are
proportional to the absolute value of B. We will see later that the appearance of the absolute
value of B in the f,’s complicates the evaluation of the path integral over the components of B.

DE(q,w) in the diffusive case

We evaluate II; and Il in the continuum approximation. The calculation is analoguous
to the one of Ilp in section (2.2.1) and one obtains in the diffusive limit (¢l = vpqr < 1 and
wr < 1)

I (g, w) = 27v37 (1 — dwr — (vrqT)?) . (6.88)
and

s (q,w) ~ —2miv3(vpqT)?. (6.89)

Putting the results for II; and Ily in equation (6.85) and keeping only the lowest order terms
one finally finds

1

D (q,w) = D¢ —iw

(6.90)

where we introduced the diffusion constant D = v%7/3 = vpl/3.

The last thing we need to do before we can calculate Green’s functions, is to determine the
Gaussian fluctuations of the fields ® and B. We will see that these quadratic corrections together
with quadratic terms containing Vofsl and Voftl will correspond to the dynamically screened RPA
interactions, that we already derived using perturbation theory.

6.4 Gaussian fluctuations of the fields ® and B
We approximated in section (6.2)

—iTrin[GRL ] by —iTrin[GS! 4+ C). (6.91)
Expanding

—iTrln [G;l + Cl= —iTrIn [GT_I} —iTrin|[I; + C@T] (6.92)

in orders of C' yields
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n -

—iTrin[G;!] Gl Tr([GTC]"> n>2. (6.93)

We restrict ourselves to the Gaussian approximation which means that we only take into
account the term n = 2 and neglect the higher order terms. That corresponds to the assumption
that the fluctuations around the saddle point are small. For our translationally invariant system
the second order term reads

Sy = % Tr[G(x — y)Cly — )G —y")CW" - ). (6.94)

We Fourier transform S and find

/ /27rV2 [(e)cp( >G(p—q,e—w)0p(—q,—w)} (6.95)

where p = p/|p| is the unit vector in the direction of p. In this equation we already replaced

Cp—q/lp—q| Py Cp. This should be a good approximation as ¢ < p. In the Keldysh rotated

representation we have

/ / [ GTT(O$+C~1) GTT 0 :|’7 C¢+Cﬂ
0 G (CE - CPeay Cd) cF

(6.96)
Without external magnetic field G4 = G|, and there remains the combination

2G 3G 3°[CL ¢+ CE CF) (6.97)

where G is given in (4.45). The expression >~ GCG|,= within the brackets of equation (6.96)
was treated already in the section[6.3 where we determined the gauge factors. In section 6.3 we
argued that the contribution relevant for small ¢ comes from the GEG4 and GAGE terms and
neglected the GEG® and GAG4 contributions. Here, however, we have an additional integration
over € which means that we have to take into account the GEG® and GAG? terms. The gauge
factors f, where chosen such that equation (6.60) is fulfilled. So we are left with®

Z{;V > G (p,€)Calq,w)G (p — g, — w) [(Hg + A(€)5%(Iy + Ale — w))}
B JRe!
(6.98)

+ G ICa0:)GA( — .¢ ~ )| (2 = K37 - e - )] |37

where C,, is either C’g or C‘f . The calculation for both terms proceeds identically. We define

M = 3% + A(e)7*A(e — w) and MS = A(e)7* + 7% A(e — w) (6.99)

in order to rewrite the matrix products in (6.98). One has

8The factor 1/4 stems from the decomposition given in equation (6.58).
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MY 4+ Mg = (I + Ae))7* (I + Ale — w)) (6.100)

and
M — M5 = (I — A(€))7* (T2 — A(e — w)). (6.101)

We then have

3
ch @) [ 5s (6" 0,060~ g =) (M7 + 15157

(6.102)
dp 4 " . i) A
+ on) [GHp,e)G*(p — g, — w)] [M] — M5'|7" $C(—q, —w).
As a next step we form combinations of GEGE and GAGA and define
A / dep [GT(p,)GF(p — g, e —w) £ GA(p, )G (p — g, ¢ — w)] (6.103)

—€p

where we split up the p-integration into the €,-integration and the angular integration.

1 © dQ
92 . A U3 / dep/47rp (6.104)
P —er

This allows us to write the quadratic contribution Sy as

S’g—ztr— / / /27r 42 Culq,w {mr[M 5]—1—% [Mé)‘fyﬁ]}éﬂ(—q,—w).

(6.105)
We will not present explicitly here the calculation of 7 and m_. We just remark that one is
not allowed to shift the lower boundary of the €,-integration from —ep — —oo (like in equation
(2.15)) because there is a contribution coming from —ep. Doing subsequently the e-integration
we get,

d d
/67r+(q,6,w) =0 and / € m_(q,€,w) / 2miv3d(e + ep) = ivg. (6.106)
27 27T

Thus the first term in (6.105) vanishes. The trace of the expression proportional to m_ is

0 F(e) + F(e —w)
a8
tr [ M5y ]_2<F(6)+F(€_w) 0 : (6.107)
As 7m_ only contributes at ¢ = —ep, we need the matrices above only in the limit ¢ — —oo.
01
tr[ M5~ = —4 (1 o> (6.108)

because tanh(f€/2)|c—00 = —1 and we are left with

=3 Z/ Z/dQ (g, w) 098 Cg(—q, —w). (6.109)
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The angular average has to performed over products of the C’s. Let us take for example the
CBg

CB(q.w) CF(—q,—w) = [iwfalg,w)+i(vF - q) fa(q,w) + Ba(q,w)]

[—iwfs(—q,—w) — i(vp - @) fs(—q, —w) + Bg(—q, —w)]
(6.110)

We get 3 types of expressions. First we have expressions that do not depend on p at all. They
remain unchanged as the angular average is normalized. In (6.110) these terms are

[ina(q,W) + BO&(Qaw)] [_waﬁ(_(L _w) + Bﬁ(_(L —CU)] . (6111)
Second we get terms proportional to (vs - ¢) which vanish. And third there is a term which is
proportional (vs - q)?

~ ~ ~ ~ U2
Fae)fa(-a.-) [ ?fj(vﬁ 0 = Falg.0) Fa(—g,—w) B g? (6.112)

Dividing Sy into two terms

S3 =S+ ST (6.113)

we finally obtain

sfi=5 Y [ 5 Sliwa(a.w) + Balaw]ot [=iwfs(a.—) + Byl=g,—)]  (6.114)
q a,B

and

2

v3v 1 dw ~ a ~

S2B:H = 3F§ E /27r E falg,w) 09 ¢ f5(—q, —w). (6.115)
q CM“B

Using f[B](¢,w) = A(q,w)B(g,w) we can write

s8 =B % / 1§ (g, —w) [(112 CiwA(—q, ) oo (s — iwA(g,w))| B(g,w)]. (6.116)

We define the inner part as
I, = (I — iwA(—q, —w)) o, (Ix — iwA(q,w)). (6.117)

Evaluating II, using the explicit form of D(q,w) given in equation (6.90) one arrives at

. . Ao w Alg, w
Ho(g,w0) = Fo+ Py = <P0R<0q,w> s w)>> * (Pf(%,m 3 o w)>> (6.118)

where

Pi(g,w) = v3=ge (6.119)

Dq? —iw
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and
P = (PP (6.120)

and
Pyt (q,w) = Bw)(Fi'(a,w) — Fy'(a,w)). (6.121)
The same relations are valid for the components of the second matrix with entries P, where
Pf(q, w) = 1/3%. We will need only the first matrix in the sequel. The term containing Py

will disappear as well as 5237 17 when we write down the normalized generating functional Z[J, J).
Taking the quadratic term of equation (6.23) in the Keldysh rotated version (0, — 0y see
equation (5.56)) and combining it with the part containing Py, we have in (¢, w)-representation

Sy 2% Z/?;[Z(B”)T(q) [02Vo4' ] B" (=) + B (q) Po(q, w) B(—q) |. (6.122)
q n

In our case VOQI is a constant and does not depend on ¢. In order to relate the absolute value of

B with the field components we need two things. First we remember that the field B was real
so that we have B(q) = B(—q). Furthermore treating B as an effectively classical field coming
from outside like the potential V(x) in the Schrédinger equation in first quantization, one has
that By(q) = B2(q). Then we have

1 dw ~ -
B __ n\T -1 n
Sy = v Eq /27r [ En (B (q)[01V5; + Po(q,w)] B"(—q)|- (6.123)
Let us evaluate the inner part:
Vi(q,w) = [V()}1 o1+ Po(q,w)] !

< 0 Pgt(q,w) + Vo?) -
P()R(Qaw>+‘/0}1 P (q,w)

,VtQPOK(q’w) v, (6124)
= (1+P6“(q,w)Vt3/(1+P(§%(q7w)Vt) 1+ P (qw)Ve
0

t
1+ PN qw)Vi

- (s ")

where VE(q,w) = B(w)[VE(¢q,w) — VA(¢q,w)]. Introducing now instead of V; the renormalized
vertex I'; as explained in chapter[2 we obtain for the retarded component

R Ft N Pt -T Dq2 — W
L+ Pig o)l L4vpoly "Dg? —iwZ,

2 _jw

(6.125)

where Z; =1 — 213'y = 1 — Afj. This result is identical to the RPA summed result in equation

2.44). Going likewise through all steps for the combination C8C? we find a dynamically
B
screened singlet interaction
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Dq¢? —iw
Ils(qw) =Ts———
slgw) =T's 75 P—
where Z; = 1 — 213’y = 1 — A§ which coincides with the result of equation (2.43)).
We go back to the unrotated representation in order to compare our result with the action
given in (6.23). The quadratic terms in the field now read

(6.126)

st 5 = 5 [ o [t |87 @) Vi o) + OB @) Vi e8] | 6127)

where

V. (x) = [Jz‘/();l §(x —2') + Po(z — )] (6.128)

s

and
V(@) = 0.V, 0(x —2') + Po(x — ). (6.129)
6.5 Calculation of the single particle Green’s function

For the calculation of the single particle Green’s function we take the normalized generating
functional Z[J, J]. 9

. 1 o om ASP B 1 3
Z1J, J) = NN / Dd / DB ¢512:Q°".B..J] (6.130)

with the action

S, OSP, B / dx / da' J(x “a) Cr ') Uz YR () I ()
(6.131)

1 1
+y [ dr @@ V@) + 5 [ de 3B @) V@B @)
where G’T(x,x’ ) is given by equation (6.48). Explicitely

R Ty 4/ < oyl
G (t—-t)=L® <g:>$_i,; _ggg_?i) (6.132)

Differentiating the normalized generating functional with respect to the source fields J and J,
we obtain the Green’s function in the presence of interaction and disorder

Z1J(x), J(a')] = <R<x> U ()G (. 2) U () R1<x’>>

- .5J(x) 5. (") o5

(6.133)

“where normalized means that Z[0,0] = 1.
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Wher@

< >¢ _ j\}’d) /D(I) mei/QTr[q)TV;lq)] and < >B — _/\}B /'DB' _"ei/2ZnTr[(Bn)TV,len}

(6.134)
The considerable task that remains to be done is to average over the fluctuating fields ® and B.
But before evaluating the path integrals one has to multiply the five 4 x 4 matrices. We begin
with the inner matrices and denote the result by G (z,2’) indicating that these Green’s already
include the exponential gauge factors.

Gr(z,2') = U™ Na)Gr (2, 2")U (')

e—i(kl'i'fl)GZei(kl'Ffl) _e—i(k1+f1)GT<€i(k2+f2) 0 0
e—ilkatf2) o> pilki+f1)  _g—ilkat+f2) GT gilka+f2) 0 0
- ()T 0 ’ e_i(kl_fl)Gzei(kl_fl) fe_i(kl—fl)Gfei(lﬁ—fQ)
0 0 e_i(k‘Q_fZ)G?ei(kl_fl) _e—i(kz—fﬂgfei(b—b)

(6.135)

where the left exponential factor always depends on z and the right on 2’. Next we multiply
the rotation matrices on both sides. R depends on z and R~! depends on z’. This gives

G(z,2') = R(z) Gp(z,2") R™a) =

T <
Ru 0 Riz 0\ [Crn —ng 0 0 0 Ra 0
0 Roz 0 Roa| |Gy —Gpyp 0 0 0 Ri 0 Ry
R31 0 Rsz3 0 0 0 Gr{;u —Gfm Riz 0 Rz 0
0 Ruz 0 Ru 0 0 Gry, -GF, 0 Ry 0 Ru
(6.136)
We denote the matrix elements as follows:
T < > T
Gg _G%T Gg _G%l
G -G G -G
Gz, 2y =| N o U (2, 2). (6.137)
Gg _Gg Gg _G%
G —Gn G -Gy
In particular one finds

These are the four Green’s functions we need in order to determine the DOS from equation
(6.2). Let us pick G?T(x,x/ ) and calculate the averages over ¢ and B. Afterwards, we will

ith a normalization constants Ny = Det[ic.V,; ']'/? and Ng = Detlio,V, ']*/2
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shortly comment on what is different for the other three Green’s functions. Writing down
explicitly the dependence on the fields, the Green’s function GT>T reads

GT>T _<R22[§2(95)] Tl[El(33/)]6_”2(3(96))&’[1(B(x/))-i-R24[§2($)] Ts[gl(xl)]eih(B(x))e_ifl(B(xl))>
B

‘ <e—m2<<1><x>>ezk1<<1><w’>>> G2 (x — ).
[
(6.140)

So Rj; depends on the components of the magnetic field B, (') on the upper branch while Ry
depends on the components of the magnetic field §2($) on the lower branch. Remember that
the lower index stands for the Keldysh branch. The gauge factors f,, however, only depend on
the absolute values of B, but of both branches (see equation (@))J“ Finally the gauge factors
ko depend on ® = (¢, #2)7. In the following we shorten the notation by omitting the B’s and
@’s, so that

Gty = <R22<x>R’f1<x’> ¢ DN 4 Ryy(2)Ris (') eiﬁ(w)e"m')>
B
(6.141)

< () G2 (o)
¢

The averaging over the ® fields can be done exactly as we will see in the next part. However
the path integral over the components of the magnetic field is not Gaussian and we will have to
approximate it.

6.5.1 Path integral over scalar field ¢

We have to determine:
Py e <em2<x>em1(x'>> _ /\L/ / D i ] STV )W) k@) ik ) (5 149)
¢ ¢

where

Vil(y, ) = [o3V5 6y — ') + Poly — )] (6.143)

and kq () is given in the unrotated representation by@

2
bale) = ¢ > [ dy Aas(a,0)05(0). (6.144)
=1

The Gaussian path integral will lead to an exponential. Let us denote the exponent by J(fa, (x,2)
defined by

" Our notation is B = (B1, B2)”.
A=LAL™".




112 CHAPTER 6. INTERACTION AND DISORDER

e @) <€ika<x>e—ika/<x’>> _ b / DD oh J Ay [ /ST )V ()8 —ilka (2)— ko (2)]
o No

(6.145)
We will skip the index of the interaction for the rest of this chapter writing simply V ~! instead
of V,-1. Employing the definition of the k’s one has

¢ (pa! 1 ) _
6‘]&&/( s ): N/D(b eXp<2Z/dy/dylﬁbﬂ(y)vﬁﬁ}(y’ y’)¢ﬂ/(y’)
@ B3’
(6.146)

+i2/dy [Aap(z,y) —Aa/a(w’,y)}qﬁﬁ(y))
B
where the right hand side combines to give

= exp (—; > / dy dy' [Aap(2,y) — Aap(@’,9)] Vg (v, 9) [Aap (2,4) — Awp (@, y’)})-

Bo’
(6.147)
Performing the path integral effectively inverts Vﬁ_ﬂ} (y,v'). In the unrotated representation one
has ’ T ! < !
- Vi(z,2") V<(z,2)
"= ’ = . .14
Viz, o) (V> (z,2) VT(z,2) (6.148)
The exponent in (6.147) contains terms of the form:
Vo) = [dy [y A )V (o) AT ) (6:149)
It is straightforward to show that V(x,2’) has the same time structure as V (z, z')
V(z,2") V<(x,2)
N = ’ = . 6.150
R Ry (0:450)
We write Jja, (z,2') in terms of V as
1
Jfa,(x,at’) =5 Vaa(®,2) = Voo (2,2") = Varo (2!, ) + Voo (2, 27)] (6.151)
or
1
J(fa,(x,x’) =5 [Vaa/ (,2") + Vara(@',2) = Voo (2,2) = Varar (x',x’)]. (6.152)

This is the general result for Jfa, (xz,2'). Let us determine the explicit expression for Jf1 (x,2)
as we need only this component for our Green’s function GT>T (x,2").

Jg’l(x,:r’) = %[Vgl(x, 2') + Vig(2', z) — Vir(z,2) — Vao(a', 2')] (6.153)

13See section (5.1).
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Using (6.150) we have

Jg’l(m,x') = %[V>(x, )+ V(2 x) =V (z,2) = VT («,2)]. (6.154)

This can be rewritten using the relations (5.53), (5.54) and (5.55) as

Jgsl (z,2') = % [; (VE 4V — VA) (z,2") + % (VK ~VE 4 VA) (', ) — VE(z, az)] (6.155)

where we also used the thermal equilibrium property V(z,z) = V(2/,2’). In order to simplify
this further we assume in addition a translationally invariant system which means that J%(z,z")
depends only on z — 2/ =: (r,t).

i dw LqT —1iW —igqr+iw
J2¢1('I“, t) :@ /27’[‘ Z |:(VK+VR_VA)(Q,UJ) e“}'f‘ t+(VK—VR+VA)(q,w) e qr+ t_2VK(q,UJ):|

(6.156)
We rearrange the terms in the form

J21 r, t / o V Z[VK q,w zq.r—iwt + e—iq-r—l—iwt)

(6.157)

(VR V) (g, w) (700 — emiarrie) gy (g w>]

and get

J21(r t) = / g: ]1} [VK(q, w)cos(q-r—wt) +i(VE -V (q,w)sin(q-r —wt) — 2V (q, w)] )

(6.158)
Now using the result of the following section Q6.5.2jﬁ

VE(q,w) = B(w) [V — V1] (¢,w) = 2i B(w)ImV* (6.159)
where used the relation (V4)* = Y and B(w) = coth(w/2). One obtains

Jfl(r, t)=— / ;l—:; %ZIme(q,w) [B(w) (cos(q-r—wt)—1)+isin(q-r —wt)|. (6.160)

-~

=:ImYs(w)

where we defined the function

= %ZVf(q,w). (6.161)

14See equation (6.170).
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We put the index s for singlet because V, contains the singlet interaction. If one looks especially
at equal positions in space (which means r = 0) and also notes that the imaginary part of VI is
an odd function, which can be seen from the explicit form of V¥ given in equation (6.171), one
gets

J2(0,4) = —2 /0 h ‘;L: Y, (w) [B(w) (cos(wt) — 1) — isin(wt)|. (6.162)

We abbreviate Jgjl for future calculations as Jy. Our final result then reads

Py(t) = eJo(t). (6.163)

6.5.2 Determination of VE

We Fourier transform equation (6.149) in (g, w)-space and go over to the Keldysh rotated rep-
resentation

1}((]7@) = A(q7w)‘7(qaw)AT<_qa _w) (6164)

In components we have

P(g.w) = <DR(q,w) DK(QM)) <VK(q,w) VR(q,w)) <DR(—q7 ~w) 0 )

0 _DA(qaw) VA(q7w) 0 DK(_q7 _w) _DA(_Qa —W)
(6.165)
Looking at the explicit form of D (g,w) given in equation (6.90) one finds
DR(_q7 —W) = DA((L w)? DA(_qa —W) = DR(Q7 w) (6166)
and
DK(_q7 —(U) = _DK(q7 CU), DK(qv CU) = B(w) [DR(Qa w) + DA(q7 w)] . (6167)

Using these relations to express V in terms of functions with the arguments (¢,w), we find

o= ("0 D) (e TE) (D prte)

(6.168)
DRVEDA — (DRVE — DAVA)B(w)[DR + DA] —DRVEDE
= —DAVADA 0 (q7 w)'

This can be simplified to read

- B(w)[-DEVEDE 4 pAyADA] _pRYyEDR K PR
V((Lw) = < ( )[ _DAYADA ] 0 ) (Q7w) = (VA 0 ) (q,w) (6169)
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where
V¥ (q,w) = Blw)(V(q,w) — V(q,w)). (6.170)

The explicit expression of VR(q, w) which we need for the calculation of the J’s is then

Vg, w)
R _ ) 6.171
Viq,w) DF — i) (6.171)
Let us now turn to the path integral over the magnetic fluctuations.
6.5.3 Path integral over B
We denote the factor coming from the path integral over B by

Pg(z,2) := <R22(x)7e§1(x’) e~ 2@ eih@) L Ry (2)Ri5(2") eif2<x>e—if1<x'>> . (6.172)

B

The path integral over the components of the magnetic field cannot be solved exactly. In
particular since the matrix elements R;; are complicated functions of the components of the
magnetic field. Hence we make use of our assumption formulated in the beginning of section
(6.1) (The variations of B are small.)

Furthermore we treat By(z') and Bs(z) semiclassicallﬁw‘ which means that we can neglect
the Keldysh index as the field components are assumed to take the same values on the upper
and lower branch. We write down the first three terms of a Taylor expansion of Rj;(B(z'))
around B(x) 16

1(B(2) = Ri1(B(z)) + C1(B(2))0:B(z) - (t — t') + Co(B(z))VB(z) - (r — ') + ... (6.173)

where Cy and Cy are coefficients at B(z') = B(z). As for the calculation of the DOS we need
the Green’s function only at equal points (r = ') in space all terms containing the difference
(r —r’) vanish. According to our assumption 9;B(z) is small. However 9;B(z) is multiplied
by t — ¢/ which could become large. Fortunately we have a factor e’¢ from the scalar field ®
which falls off exponentially. At 7' = 0 it roughly goes like e~ VZs[!=¢10+9) a5 we will show in
the next section. \/E; is the energy scale of the singlet which is much bigger than /E; the
corresponding triplet energy. Hence we can restrict ourselves in good approximation to the first
term of equation (6.173). The products of matrix elements then read approximately

Roa ()R (2) ~ % <1 + l;z((;))> + O(B(x), VB(z)) (6.174)
Ros(2)Ri5(2") ~ % (1 — %1?) + O(B(z),VB(z)) (6.175)

where B = \/(B%)2 + (BY)2 + (B#)? is the absolute value of the magnetic field. This simplifies
the expression that we have to calculate considerably

15like the potential eV (z) in the one particle Schrodinger equation in first quantization.
Yy = (r,t) and 2’ = (', 1)
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L/ i@ in@) 4 if@e-ine)\ [ L/BX @) ip@ine) _ ibw) —ine)
Pp ~ (e 2\ etz Tt += e R ) — et/2i gl .
2 5 2\ B(x) B
(6.176)
It can be shown that the second term vanishes exactly. However there is another argument
which is shorter and thus easier to understand: Calculating the DOS one has to sum GT>T and

Gi and the second term in the equation above proportional to %Z((f)) cancels exactly with a

contribution of Gi. This can be seen from equations (7.37) and (7.39) below in which one has
to set B., = 0 in order to have the correct expressions for our current problem. Hence we only
have to evaluate the first term on the right hand side of equation (6.176):

Pp ~ ;<eif2(x)e_"f1(“') + e i f2@)mifi@) - > = <COS (f2(z) = f1(2)) > (6.177)

B B
or in a power series

o)

AN L ) — 2 2n
PB<x,z>—§0(2m!<(f2<> A ) (6178)

Unfortunately the f’s are not linear in the field components but linear in the absolute value.
fa(z) reads in the unrotated representation

2
ful) = 3 [ dy Aap(e,)\(BRP + (BY+ (B3 (1) (6.179)
B=1

Thus we have for Pg:

=1
Pp(z,a') =) @n)! > /dyl o dyan [AZ[h (@, 91) — A1g, (SU/,?A)]
n=0 ' ﬁl“-ﬁ}n
A (o) = A, ()| 15 (B () B () )
B
(6.180)

The path integral <Bﬁ1 (y1)...Bgy, (y2n)> is not exactly solvable for an arbitrary number of B’s

B
at different points. In Appendix (9.2) we discuss this in some detail. Here we only summarize
the results. For example one can obtain the exact result for the correlator of two absolute values
of B at different points

(Vi(z, z)? + 2Vi(x, 2")?) arcsin(V;(z, 2') / Vi (2, x))
Vi(z, x") ’

<B($)B(:c')>3 :% <3\/Vt(.’£, x)Q — Vy(m, IL‘,)2+

(6.181)
This is a rather inconvenient expression for further calculations so we look at the limiting case
of a long range interaction (constant in space and time). We remind that the interaction in the
triplet channel is connected to the fluctuations of the components of the magnetic field
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Vi (a,a)5; = —ipy(Bi(2) B(a)) ij= ..z (6.182)

We already assumed weakly varying magnetic field components when we approximated the
elements of the rotation matrix. Here one can see that weakly varying magnetic fields translate
also into a slowly varying interaction V;(x,z’). Hence we are using the same approximation as
before. In the limit of a constant interaction V(z,z’) = Wng the arcsin in equation (6.181)
becomes /2 and one obtains

(B(z)B(z')) 5= 3Vion- (6.183)

Proceeding along the same line of reasoning, the four point correlator reads

(B(x)B(x1)B(w2) B(z3)) y= (B(2)*) ;= 15Vigng. (6.184)

This is the decisive idea that allows us to calculate arbitrary powers of B at different points.
Thus we will determine the remaining average in the limit of a long range interaction in which
we can use the results of the higher moments at one point in space/time. The general result
for (B(z)*") p for a constant interaction Viong we get from formula (9.45) in the appendix for
I = 2n adding the factor ,uQB” which was neglected in the calculation in the Appendix.

uzB"<B(3:)...B(:):)>B_ 2;; T (2"; 3> (iViong)" (6.185)

n

Putting this result into (6.180), we have

Pp(z,2') = ; (2;)! 2:; r (2”; 3> 2" (; ﬁzﬁ;/dy dy’ [Aw(x,y) - Aw(a:’,y)]

ivlong |:A2,8’ (.73, yl) - Alﬁ’ (xlv y/):| > :
(6.186)

We define analogously to the singlet case (see equation (6.149)) a propagator containing a triplet
interaction plus two factors of A

Vi(a,a) = / dy / dy' A(z, ) Vieng AT (2 /). (6.187)

The 2 x 2 matrix Vlong has as all matrix elements the constant Vigng. Vi(z, z’) has the same time
structure as in the singlet case:

VE(z,2") V(z,2)
N — t ’ t 1
Vi) <vt>< @) VI (m’)) (6.188)
Also we introduce a function
1
JE(z,2)) = —= [V, 2') + Vi (2 2) = Vi (z,2) — Vi (2, 2)]. (6.189)

21
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Restricting ourselves, as in the singlet case, to a translationally invariant system we obtain at
equal positions in space

JE(0,t) = 2/0 Ey ZIth q,w [ (w) (cos(wt) — 1) —isin(wt)|. (6.190)

We abbreviate JQB1 by Jp. The only difference with Jj is that the singlet interaction is replaced
by the triplet interaction. We define

= % > Vg w). (6.191)
q

Expressing the series of equation (6.186) in Jp we find

0 2n+1 n
Py(t) = Z:% (22n)!\/7? T (2 ;3> Ts(t)". (6.192)

Rewriting the I'-function

F(n+1+;>:IMf2 (nt1)+ (6.193)

brings us to

ren+1) 1 Jp(t)"
Pp(t) = )" = 2 1 . 194
This can be written in compact form since
> (@n+ 1) =e® + 2z Z 14 2z) e® (6.195)
0
Thus we obtain a quite simple result
Pg(t) = [1 +2Jp(t)] e’5®). (6.196)

Equation (6.196) is a central result of this thesis. It is exact for the case of a constant magnetic
field (— constant interaction). As there is no interaction which is absolutely constant in space
and time let us go back to equation (6.190). V['(¢,w) contains a factor 1/(Dg¢? — iw)? (see
equation (6.171)) which is highly peaked in (q,w)-space. Thus the factor 1/(Dg? — iw)? can
serve as a cut off.

An interaction that is constant in real space is a d—function in (g, w)-space. If however the
interaction falls off over a finite length in real space it has also a finite width in (g,w)-space.
If the width of the factors A(q,w) is smaller than the one of V(q,w) they cut off the ¢ and w
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integral in (6.190). So we can allow a certain space and time dependence of the interaction and
replace Vipng — Vi(z,2"). We generalize (6.187) to

Vi, a') = / dy / dyf A, ) Vily, o) AT (o). (6.197)

6.5.4 Result for the Green’s functions

Let us summarize what we have found for the Green’s function GT>T (r,r';t —t')|;— in the limit
of weakly varying magnetic fields. Putting equations (6.163) and (6.196) in equation (6.141) we
obtain

G7,(t,p) = Py(t)Pp(t)G7 (t,p) = eeW /o [1 4 275(t)| G . (6.198)

Going through the corresponding steps of the calculation of GT, one finds the complex conju-
gated J's (Jf)2 = (J2¢1)* and J§ = (JB)*) and the result

G5 (t,p) = Py()P(1)GZ (t,p) = e OO 1+ 275(1)| G5 (L. p). (6.199)
Without external magnetic field it follows directly that

6.6 Density of states

In this section we calculate the DOS of an infinite quasi one-dimensional wire at zero tempera-
ture. Taking the expressions for the Green’s functions of the previous section we are now able to
calculate the DOS non perturbatively. Without external magnetic field equation (6.2) simplifies
to

(e = () +w() = = 3 (GT>T(p, &) — G5 (p, e)> (6.201)
p
We haveﬁ
_ 1 _ (t) 5(t) = F(1)
At) = m—r Zp: G (t,p) = (5(t) VR0 R ) (6.202)
and thuSiﬁ

nt) =un [(5@) + F(t)> elotIB(1 4 20p) + <5(t) - F(t)> elo (1 + QJE)] (6.203)
which gives
vi(t) = 2u [5(15) + % (eJ¢+JB(1 +2Jp) —eloTB (1 4 2J;§)) F(t)} : (6.204)

As we are interested in the DOS as a function of energy we Fourier transform vy (¢).

17(4.43) is the corresponding equation in Keldysh rotated representation.
18We multiplied both sides of the equation by a? in order to obtain the quasi one-dimensional DOS vy = a’vs.
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1 [ 4
vi(e) = 21 {1 +5 / dt 2nF(t)[P(t) — P*(t)]e" (6.205)
where we introduced the function

Jo(O)+IB(t) (1 -2 t
P(t) = 2(W+ Te)(t), (6.206)

This may be written as

vi(e) = 21 [1 + % / Z dt / / — 2nF () [P(E) - P*(E)}ei““’E)] . (6.207)

Performing the ¢ integration one gets a factor d(e — ¢ — E') which we use for the integration over
de’ to obtain

vi(e) = 211 [1 + % /oo dE F(e— E)[P(E) — P*(E)]} : (6.208)

—0o0

In order to simplify this expression further we have to determine the function P(FE) and relate
P*(FE) to P(E).

6.6.1 Determination of P(F)

In order to calculate P(E) let us begin with the calculation of Y (w). We will treat singlet and
triplet contributions in parallel. The function Y,(w) was defined as Y, (w) = E VE(q,w).
19 In the quasi one-dimensional system of infinite length in z-direction the sum over ¢ is
approximated as explained in section (2.2.5).

1 1 dq,
— N — 2
1% Z a? / 21 (6.209)
dz,qy,qz
Plugging the interactions
I's D¢ —iw I'y D¢ —iw
r =— — I == — 6.210
S(Q7w) Zs D,squ — Z-wa t((Lw) Zt DZ(QQ — W ( )

in equation (6.171]), we obtain for Y}, (w) the following integral

1
ImY,, = I 6.211
m¥n(w) = cn m/27r (Dxq? —iw)(Dg? — iw) ( )
with n = s or n = t. The constants are
« D . D
D} = =43 Dy = = 4a (6.212)
and
Aj Af
_ — 6.213
T 21— AY) T 91— AY) (6:213)

Ywhere n = s or n = t.
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where we combined a?v3 to v1. Performing the g-integral according to equation (2.55) we have

e w32

2v2(vV'D + /D;)
With the definitions of equation (2.102) it follows

27 | Es 2 | By
ImY;(w) = U” p ImY;(w) = — - \/ py (6.215)

Having the ImY,,(w) we can go on with the calculation of the J’s from equations (6.162) and
(6.190). At T' = 0 the function J(t) can be evaluated exactly. In the singlet case one has

Jy(t) =2 /OOO %“ﬂ / ﬁ—l(e*iwt —1). (6.216)

ImY, (w) = (6.214)

Using the integral

/ dw w32 (7 — 1) = —\/2x[t|(1 + isign(t)) (6.217)
0
one obtains
Jy(t) = —v/2E|t|(1 + isign(t)). (6.218)
In the triplet case we just have to add a minus sign.
Jp(t) = /2E|t|(1 + isign(t)) (6.219)
So we can address the computation of P(E). We divide P(E) into 2 parts:
P(E) = 1/00 gt ele(O+T5(0) Bt +1/°° dt Jp(t) elo®+TpO+iE (6.220)
27 —00 T J-co
P (E) P;(rE)

Also we set

VB = VE - VE, (6.221)

which allows us to write the sum of the J’s simply as

J = Jy(t) + Jp(t) = —/2E4[t|(1 + isign(t)) (6.222)

So let us begin with the calculation of P;(FE). As it can be seen directly from the definition
J(—t) = (J(t))*. We use this property in order to restrict the time integral to the positive real
axis

1 [ . ) . . 1 [
Pl(E) /0 dt (eReJ(t)—zImJ(t)—zEt + eReJ(t)—l—zImJ(t)—HEt): 71-/O dt eReJ(t) COS(ImJ(t) +Et).

- 2T
(6.223)
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Now we plug in the explicit form of J(t) and substitute u = /2E,t. |2’ This gives

(6.225)
1 e E E
= 7TE9/0 du v e ™ [cos <2Egu2> cos(u) + sin <2EQU2> sin(u)]
With?2!
L = /O<> du uw e P* cos (auQ) cos(fu) = ﬁ, [ I _e=8%/(20) (6.226)
0 4 20[3
and
I = / duu eP" sin (au?) sin(Bu) = é, / %eiﬁrz/(%‘) (6.227)
0 4 2c
the solution is
P (E) = ) —Eg/E 6.228
(B = 2 () e (6.229

Note that at T = 0 : Pi(F) = 0 for E < 0. This can be seen by substituting F' = —F
into equation and using (6.224). We will use this property for further manipulations
of equation (6.208). We turn to P»(FE) and use the definition (6.222). Again we substitute
u = ,/2E4t and arrive at

Py(E) = B /OOO du u? e [Cos (Eu2 - u) — sin <Eu2 — u) ] (6.229)

m(Ey)3/? 2E, 2E,
Setting o = % and by = ?EV %‘/2 we have
T\ g

Py(E) = by /000 du u? e [cos (au?) cos(u)+sin (au?) sin(u)—sin(au?) cos(u)+cos(au?) sin(u)

(6.230)
We can relate this integral to the integrals (6.226) and (6.227) given above. One has
0 > 2 _—pBu :
- —10 = du u® e P [cos(au) cos(fu) + cos(au) sin([u)] (6.231)
B “lg=1 Jo g=1
and
200One has
sin(a + ) = sin(a) cos(8) + cos(B) sin(w) cos(a + 3) = cos(a) cos(B) — sin(a) sin(g). (6.224)

218ee [51].
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- i[g = / du u* e P [sin(au) sin(fu) — sin(ow) cos(Bu)] (6.232)
B gz Jo B=1
which brings us to the final result
3/2
Py(E) = —2VEr (Eo\"" mye (2 ) (6.233)
Jm(E)3 2\ E E

Note that at T = 0 also P»(FE) = 0 for E < 0. This can be seen by substituting o/ = —«
which is equivalent to E' = —E into equation (6.230) and using (6.224). As P, and P, vanish
for negative energies, P(E) as a whole vanishes for negative energies. It is also easy to see that
P*(E) = P(—E). A third property of P(E) is its normalization: [dE P(E) = 1?4 We leave
the proof to the reader. Using these properties we can further transform equation (6.208).

6.6.2 The DOS at T'=0

For T' = 0 the function F(e — E) = tanh(Sp
P(—FE) equation (6.208) turns into

L) becomes sign(e — E). Together with P*(E) =

1 o0
vi(e) =21 (1 - 2/ dE sign(E —¢) [P(E) — P(—E)]) (6.234)
—00
Substituting £’ = —F in the second integral we get
1 (o)
vi(€) =211 (1 — 2/ dE P(E) [sign(E — €) + sign(E + e)]) . (6.235)
0
We assume that € is positive. For 0 < E < € the first sign is negative. Furthermore we use that

the integral of P(E) over all energies is 1. In the case of T'= 0 the integral only goes from 0 to
oo and we have

n(e) = </0°O dE P(E) — % {— /0 dE P(E) + /EOO dE P(E) + /Ooo dE P(E)D . (6.236)

Thus we finally obtain

=2 / dE P(E (6.237)
0

So we get the DOS sim l by integrating P(FE) over dE from 0 to e. This final integration is
rather simple and yields??

2Formally our P(F) is similar to the P(E) that appears in the theory of Coulomb Blockade ([52], [53], [54],
[65]). The connection of the microscopic approach to Coulomb Blockade Theory is discussed in [19].
23One uses the definition of the Error function

2
1 — Erf(z / dve™” (6.238)
f
See [56].
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vi(e) =2 [1 — Erf (\/?) + \;17?\/?6_}59/1 (6.239)

Expanding this expression for high energies € and using the definition of |/E, one obtains

v(e) =21 [1_;%<\/?_3\/?>

We see that dvq(€) /11 exactly coincides with the result of perturbation theory in equation (2.103).

. (6.240)
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02r fro0 Pert. Theory

elE
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Figure 6.1: The DOS close to the Fermi energy. The drawn through curve is the full result containing
the Triplets whereas the dashed curve is the non perturbative result for the Singlets only. The dotted
curve is the perturbative result which diverges for small energies.

In figure (6.1) we show the full solution (6.239) and the perturbative result (6.240). Additionally
we show only the singlet part of the non—perturbative result in order to make the contribution
of the triplet term visible. For the plot we have chosen R = \/E;/\/Es = 0.05 which is a
conservative value. The larger R the bigger is the effect of the triplet. In appendix (9.4) we
estimated a value of R = 0.12 for Palladium.



Chapter 7

Interaction, Disorder and External
Magnetic Field

In this chapter we add a constant external magnetic field B, in z—direction to our interacting
and disordered system, that we discussed in the previous chapter. We will investigate how the
DOS changes in the presence of the external field. The strategy to solve the problem remains
the same. We introduce a rotation matrix and gauge factors in order to find an approximate
saddle point solution. Of course, all the matrices change due to the presence of the external
magnetic field.

In the case of a strong external magnetic field (B., — o0) we will be able to extract an
analytic solution for the DOS at T' = 0 that coincides with the predictions of perturbation
theory for high energies. For an external magnetic field that is of order of the characteristic
energies F; and E; we will have to resort to numerical treatment even at zero temperature. But
also there the numerical curve converges for high energies towards the perturbative result.

Finally we will evaluate our formula for the DOS for finite temperatures. That will allow to
estimate up to which temperatures triplets effects survive.

Let us begin again with the generating functional which now depends on the additional
parameter Be,:

. 1 X . P
Z[J,J, Bey| = N/D\II/D\II/D{)/DB/DU SV, 2.U,B,J,J Bea] (7.1)
U

The external magnetic field couples linearly to the electron density. Thus it affects the action
only through the first term in

S[0, %, 8,0, B, J. 7, Bu] —/dx b (2) '@, B, U,Bem}(x)\ll(a;)—i—/dm (J@)¥() + TI())

s / dz " (x) 0. V; [ (2)®(2) + % / dz Y (B (z) 0.V, (z)B" ()

(7.2)

\V)

9
=
ool

U, Bea)(z) = Gg Iy + Ty ® ¢po(2)7® + G @ Ba(x)y® + U(r)ly + 0, ® Beglo.  (7.3)

125
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As B, is constant and points in z—direction, it couples to a ¢, matrix in spin space and a unity
matrix in Keldysh space. The field matrix now reads

¢1 + Bi + Bex 0 B —iBY 0
P 0 ¢2 + Bi + Bex 0 Bf —iBY (7.4)
¢.B.Bex — | BT 4+iBY 0 ¢1 — Bi — Bex 0 '
0 B§ +iBY ¢ — Bi — By

Again we do the disorder averaging first, like it was explained in chapter (4). The decoupling of
the resulting quartic fermionic terms leads to a path integral over a 4 x 4 matrix field Q). The
generating functional then reads

Z[J, ], Bey] = / DY / DY / DP / DB / DQ SV 2.Q,B,J.J, Bes] (7.5)

with the action

S[¥, ¥, ®,0, B, Bey] :/d:c/dx’ ¥ (2)GY®, B, Q, Bey(2,2)) ¥ (a') — 7”’3T (0%
—i—;/dx o7 () 0. Vg N (x /dmz (BM(x) 0.Vy, (z)B"(x)
—I—/dx (J(x)\IJ(:):) + \IIJ(:U)>
(7.6)
where
G l®, B,0, Beg)(z) = [Gal Iy + Iy ® ¢ (z)7" 4+ G ® Ba(2' )7 + 02 ® Begla|6(x — o)
(7.7)

27@(7« t,t)3(r —1r').

7.1 Introduction of a rotation and local gauge factors

We proceed with the introduction of a rotation matrix R, in order to diagonalize the field
matrix including the external field B.,:

Dd’:B:Bex = R 1F¢B BeacR ex - (78)

The modified rotation matrix reads
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Bi By —By Bi

0 0
(B +iBY)\/(BE)2+(B; )2 (B +iBY)\/(BF)2+(B; )2
0 By BST 0 —Bs-BS~
Rew = o (By+iBY)\/ (B3 )*+(B37)? o (Bg+iBY)\/(By )+ (B3 )?
1 O 1 O
(Bf)2+(B; )2 (Bf)2+(B; )2
0 S — 0 S —
(B3 )2+(B5T)2 (B3 )2+(B5 )2
(7.9)
where we introduced the abbreviations
Bt = /(B2 + (BY)? By = \/(Beo + B + (BL)? (7.10)
and
Bt := B, + Bf + B; B := B., + Bf — Bi. (7.11)

where ¢ = 1,2. We see that we recover the matrix (6.9) in the limit of vanishing external
magnetic field. Our new diagonal matrix is

»+B 0 0 0
0 $2 + Bo 0 0
D = ~ 7.12
6,B,Bex 0 0 61— By 0 (7.12)
0 0 ¢2 — Ba

The advantage of including B, in the diagonalization is that we can expand all quantities in the
limit Be, — oo which will simplify the calculation. For finite external magnetic field however
we can already anticipate at this early point of the calculation that the evaluation of the DOS is
far more complicated although B., is assumed to be constant in space and time. For the gauge
factors we use the same ansatz as before

ki+ fi 0 0
B . 0 ko + fo 0 0
Uer(x) = exp |1 0 0 ky— fo 0 (7.13)
0 0 k2 — fa

The difference however is that the functions f; and fo should now compensate the magnetic
fields El and EQ instead of the absolute values By and Bs before. We go exactly through the
steps of section (6.1). All one has to do is the replacement R — Rey, Dy p — Dy B .p,, and
U(z) — Uez(x). One integrates out the Fermions and obtains the modified generating functional

Z[J,J, Bey] = / D / DB / DQ ¢519.Q.B.J.J Bes) (7.14)

with the action
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S[®,0, B, Bo] = /dx /dx'j(x)R%(x)Ue_xl(x)@ez[é,é,Q Bed] (2, 2') Usa(YREL (@) (a)
+ % / dr BT (1) 0.V M / dx S (B (2) 0.V (x) B (2)
ZVST r{Q?} —iTrln [G (@, B, Q](x, x’)]
(7.15)
where Ge,[®, B, Q](x,2') is the inverse of
G11@, B,0, Bu(r) = [Ummm;; (£)G5 (0)Res (2)U0) + Do ()| — )
(7.16)

7.2 Determination of a saddle point for Q

The determination of the saddle point equation is completely analoguous to the case without
external magnetic field and one arrives at

U R: OSPR UM (1) = ——Glon|®, B, Q5P (r, t, 1) (7.17)

N

with

+ 5 U @R @O R W00 )

(7.18)
Formally the two equations above are identical with the B., = 0 case except for the additional
index ., at all quantities. We follow the same solution strategy for the saddle point equation.
We adjust the gauge factors such that they approximately annihilate the diagonal field matrix
Dy B B.,- Then we are able to construct a solution of equation (7.17) starting from the saddle
point solution of the non interacting problem.
In the case of a finite external magnetic field B., we have no longer a unity matrix in spin
space (see equation (6.37)) but two different solutions for the spin—up and the spin—down part
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due to the different occupation of the spin—up and the spin—down levels. In energy space the

~

non interacting saddle point solution for @) reads

F;(e) 1 — Fi(e) 0 0
. (M) 0\ 1+ Fi(e) —Fi(e) 0 0
fwto= (57 00) =1 0 Rl 1-F@© (719)
0 0 1+ Fi(e) —F(e)
where
Fi(€) = F(e — upBeg) and F|(€) = F(e+ upBez). (7.20)
An approximate saddle point for the interacting problems is then given by
ng = Reer_xl ]\em UexRe_xl (7.21)
which leads to the approximate Green’s function
. ) i -1
Gesf(m7 37/) = Gal + ; Az + Cen . (7.22)
Following the lines of argumentation in section (6.2)), one arrives at
Coalt) = To & CL(2)y° + 0. © CE2 ()9 (7.23)
with C2 given in equation (6.44) and
ijex(w) = Oifa + UF(pF) Vfa+ B\a- (724)
Compared to the equations B, is replaced by B,. In analogy to (6.47) we define
; -1 -1 -1
A ST AN Gy + 5= Ay 0
= _— A g 2T . .
Cres [GO i ‘”] ( 0 Gyl + 4 Ay (7.25)

and expand the Green’s function GSP in equation (7.22) in powers of the small field C,, which
leads to the condition!]
GT,ez Cez GT,ex ‘

The determination of the gauge factors from the condition proceeds as above. Looking at
equation (6.54) one really has to distinguish now between G4 and G||. However as there is no
mixing of the G’s, the results for the respective II;’s and Ils’s remain unchanged. The energy
shift due to the external magnetic field simply disappears after a rescaling of the energies. For
the gauge factors k, we recover exactly equation (6.86) whereas for the gauge factors f, one

finds B on the right side instead of B.

e e |

=0 (7.26)

r=r

!Compare with (6.50).
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Taking into account Gaussian fluctuations of the field B leads unfortunately to untractable
expressions when the dependence on the external magnetic field of the screened interaction is
retained. In the sequel we neglect the effect of the external field on the dynamically screened
interaction?‘ Another option would be to neglect the quadratic corrections in B and work
with the static amplitude T';. We have shown in chapter 2/ on perturbation theory that the
modification of the interaction due to the external field is not decisive. Even with the static
amplitudes one obtains the shifted poles at +2upBe;. We will perform the calculations with
the effective interactions given in equation (6.131).

7.3 Calculation of the single particle Green’s function

The normalized generating functional Z[J, J , Bez] in the presence of an external magnetic field
reads?

. 1 o uin ASP B
Z1J,J, Bex) = NNy / Do / DB ¢51%:Q°".B.J.J Beal (7.28)

where the action

S[®, 057 B, Bu,] = / dx / d2 J(@)Rea (@) UM @) Coron(,2) U (2 YR (') T ()

(7.29)
#y [ a0V @ew + g @ @ @ @)
and Gl (t—t) —Gs(t—t) 0 0
. ) GZ(t—t) —GT(t—t) 0 0
Gr,ex(t —t ) = f ! 0 G{(L‘ - /) _GE (t o t’) (7-30)
0 0 Grt—t) =GT(t-1t)

The explicit form of Gf(e, p) and Gf(e, p) is for example given in equation (2.63). We do not
need the explicit form of the elements above as we go over to the Keldysh rotated representation
for the calculation of the DOS. The Green’s function in the presence of interaction, disorder and
external magnetic field follows from@

0 0 5 .
Gez(z,2") =1 ~ Z[J(z), J(2), Bea :<R6I:EU;EI$GT€I z, 2V Upp (2 Re_ml a:/> .
(z,2') 6J(:v)5,](g;/)[()() ] (@)Usy (2)Grea(w, o) Uen (') ()¢>,B
(7.32)
The four components that are relevant for the calculation of the DOS are
Gl = Raa(RED) G + RE(REE) G7 (733)

2We will take the result of section (6.2).

3with a normalization constants N = Det[io. V., ']'/? and N = Detlio, V, ']?/2
4

()g = A%/an LTIV nd (L) = /\%B/DE e/? BN TVTB (7.31)



7.3. CALCULATION OF THE SINGLE PARTICLE GREEN’S FUNCTION 131

G~ = RU(RE) CFT + RE(RS) Gy (7.54)
G0 = RERGCET + RuRGECS” (7.35)
G0 = RERBGET + RERGGT. (7.36)

The definitions are made in complete analogy to section (6.5). The index * just indicates
that we have now modified rotation matrix elements and the Green’s functions G- Fays; CONtain
modified exponentials e'fe T The ® dependent part is of course unchanged and thus the path
integral over @ is performed like in the previous chapter.

For the path integral over B we use again the assumption of slow variations. As a first step
we approximate the products of rotation matrix elements in that spirit. We obtain suppressing
the arguments

(1 B* —I— B B*+ B ]
ex,> _ |2 ex —i(f2—f1) _ ex > Ji(fo—f1) | oJe
G B ( ) +3 <1 = >G e (7.37)
1 B Bez 1 B* + By 1 .
G = 2( * )G e '+ (1 —~ ; >G< wWh=r2|els  (7.38)

(1 B*+ B _ B*+B (o 11)
o = (1= g Jor e g (14 TR Jap et

G< — } 1— B* +B€I G< —i(f1—f2) _}_1 1+ B* tBex G< =12 | 75 (7.40)

Note that we recover the expressions in equtions (6.174) and (6.175) if we send Be; — 0 in the
prefactors above. Let us repeat ones more the formula for the DOS

i exr exr exr exr
v(e) = oy E (GTT’>(P, €) — GTT’<(p, €) + Gll7>(pa €) — Gu’<(pa €)> (7.41)
p

Now we cannot simply take the spin—up contribution and multiply it by two. However it is ad-
vantageous not to treat the spin—up and spin—-down contribution completely separately. Adding
equation (7.37) and equation (7.39) we see that the terms proportional to % cancel exactly
and for the DOS remains

v(t) = 727;} << —i(fo— fl)G> Jo _ o~ (fl—fz)GT<eJ$>+(6i(f2—f1)GfeJ¢ _ ei(fl_fZ)GfeJ;;) >B
P

(7.42)

Performing the p—sum in the continuum limit like in (6.202) and multiplying both sides by a?,

we obtain

5The f.’s are given in equation (7.27).
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n(t) = V21<<ei(f2fl)AT>eJ¢ - ei(flfQ)AfeJ;) + (ei(f"’fl)l\fe]‘f’ - ei(f1f2)AfeJ;>>

(7.43)
The relevant matrix elements of (7.19) read in t—space:
AT =5(t) + Fi(t) AT = —(5(t) = Fi (1)) (7.44)
AT =0(t) + Fi(t) AT = —(0(t) = F\ (1)) (7.45)
Using furthermore the definitions
Pp = <6*i(f27f1)>B Pp| = <ei(f2*f1)>B (7.46)
one has
v(t) = % [25(1&)—{—1“}(75) (PBﬁ 6J¢—P§7T e‘];)] —1—% [25(t)+Fl(t) <PB71 6J¢—P§71 e‘];>] (7.47)

where PE,T and ngl denote the expectation values <e*i(f1*f2)>B and <ei(f1*f2)>B respectively.
They are not independent of the two expectation values defined in (7.46). One obtains Pg 4
simply by replacing Jg by Jg in Pg 1 and Py ! by replacing Jp by Jg in Pg,| . These replace-
ments do not correspond to complex conjugation as Pp  depends also on iB,;. It can be shown
that Pp | can be obtained from Pp 1 by the replacement of B, by —B.;. Hence we only need to
determine one of the averages. Let us first discuss the limit of a strong external magnetic field
and calculate the average over the fluctuations of B in that limit. Afterwards we will determine
the path integrals for arbitrary external magnetic field for slowly varying magnetic fluctuations.

7.4 The DOS at T'= 0 for strong external magnetic field

In this section we assume that ppBe; is much bigger than all the other energies involved in our
problem. Thus we expand our expressions in 1/Be, and keep only the leading order term which
corresponds to the limit B., — oo. We have

2

~ B
B =B+ B +-——~ +0(1/B2) (7.48)
2Bey

We approximate B in the gauge factors f, by Be, + B.. The gauge factors then simplify to read

2
fol) = Y. [ dy Aa(o.0)B3(0) — innBest. (7.49)
B=1

This has the consequence that the path integrals over B become Gaussian because B? appears
now linear in the ex onentialsﬁ Thus the integral is completely analoguous to the path integral
for the scalar field ®|7 We can calculate it exactly and do not have assume slow spatial variations

8B.. is not involved in the averaging process.
7 We set e = pup = 1 in the following.
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of the magnetic fluctuations like in section (6.5.3), where we calculated the average over B for
zero external field. For r = v’ we obtain

Ppi(t—t) = <ei<f2(r,t>fl<r,t/>>> _ JBO) iBea (1) (7.50)
B

Setting t = ¢t — ¢’ and using our convention J& = Jp, the four expectation values read
PBT — eJB(t)eiBext PB L= ejB(t)e_iBe:ct (751)

and
Pgy= e’B (1) giBest Pg | = e/B(t)gmiBeat (7.52)

Combining these averages with the factors e’# and e’o respectively we define

1 , 1 .
P o= — ol ()—iBest P o= — oJ(O)+iBeat '
T =o€ L= (7.53)
and . .
Pe.— — T (t)=iBest pe.— — T (O)+iBest 54
T o1 € 1 o € (7 5 )

where we used again the abbreviation intoduced in equation (6.222): J(t) = J4(t)+ Jg(t). Then
the DOS can be written in the compact form

vi(e) =1 <2 - % /OO dE F(e— E - B) [P(E)— P{(E)| + F(e— E+ B) [P|(E) - Pf(E)}) :

— 0o
(7.55)
The definition of the P’s in (7.53) and (7.54) is similar to the definition of P; in equation (6.220).
One can relate the different P’s as function of the energy E to P;(F) and Py (E) through a shift
by +B., . Using then for T = 0 the properties P;(FE) = 0 for E < 0 and P} (E) = P;(—E)® we
arrive at

%41 (6) == 21/1 /06 dE Pl(E) (756)

| — Eaf ( b})] . (7.57)

Expanding this expression for high energies € and using the definition of |/E, one obtains

v(e) = 2, [1—\; <\/%_\/§>

We see that dvq(€)/v1 coincides with the result of perturbation theory in equation (2.88) because
the terms containing the arctanh and arctan vanish for B, — co. One could say: High magnetic
fields simply suppress two of the three triplet terms.

which leads to

vy = 21/1

. (7.58)

8See section (6.6.1).
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In figure we plotted our result (7.57) for infinite field and the perturbative solution
(7.58). Additionally we plotted the non—perturbative result (6.239) for B., = 0. Again we have
chosen R = +/E;/\/Es; = 0.05.

In figure (7.2) we plotted our non perturbative solutions for zero and infinite field for high
energies for two different ratios of Fs and F;. 1000E; correspond to approximately 0.003mV
which is still two orders of magnitude lower than the voltages in figure (1.2). Turning on and off
a sufficiently high external magnetic field would allow to jump in between the two corresponding
curves. We see that with increasing R the step height increases but even for a value of R = 0.1
the effect corresponds only to a change of about one percent.
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Figure 7.1: The DOS close to the Fermi energy. The solid line is the non—perturbative asymptotic
result for B, — o0o. The dashed curve is the non—perturbative result including the singlet and
the triplet terms for B., = 0 and the dotted curve is the perturbative result in the limit of infinite
external magnetic field which diverges for small energies.
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Figure 7.2: The DOS further away from the Fermi energy (1000E; correspond to approximately
0.003mV). The solid lines are the non—perturbative asymptotic results for B, — oo and the dashed
lines are the non—perturbative results including the singlet and the triplet terms for B, = 0.

7.5 The DOS at T' = 0 for arbitrary external magnetic field

For an arbitrary magnetic field the calculation is much more complicated as we cannot develop
the f,’s in B, and thus do not encounter a Gaussian integral for the fluctuations of B. We have
to make the same assumptions as in section (6.5.3) and evaluate Pp; := <e_i(f2_f1)>B in the
limit of weakly varying magnetic fluctuations which simplified the path integral to an ordinary
three dimensional integral. The explicit calculation can be found in appendix (9.2.3) . We just
cite here the result

elB ([ : iBegt +2J
PBvT = — <61Bext (ZBext -+ 2JB) |:1 + Erf (MJBB>:|
(7.59)

.  Beyt — 2
+ e Bert (iBeyt — 2Jp) [1 - Erf(ZJBﬂ

2iv/JpB

Pp | is obtained by replacing B, — —Be;. In the case without external field G>T and G>
would be equal and the terms containing the Erf would cancel in equation (7.37) and we Would
recover e’? (1 +2Jp). Sending B, and V; — 0 (= Jg — 0) we obtain Pp; = 1 which is also
correct. lDB,T and PB7 | are obtained from Ppg; and Ppg,| simply by replacing Jg by J5. We

decompose these expressions in two parts. For convenience, we add a factor e’¢ emerging when
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we average over the scalar field and a factor of % Putting

J, J,

e’ Ppg e’ Pp,)

T:PQI+PQ27 T:Pgl_PQQ (760)
we have
1 elotIs (i —iBeat (;

Py 1= o TG (iBeot +2Jp)+e (iBegt — 2JB) (7.61)

1 elot/B ], iBeyt +2Jp

Py, = — ———|eP! (iBeyt + 2Jp5) Erf | ————=5

92 O 2Bt [e (iBeat + 2 ) Bt =)

(7.62)

— e_iBezt ('LBe:pt _ 2JB)Erf<M>] .

2iv/JB

In the following we abbreviate again J = Jy + Jp. In the limit 7" = 0 we will be able to
evaluate analytically the contribution of Py, to the DOS. The part coming from P, is determined
numericallyJ9 With these definitions the formula for the DOS of (7.47) becomes

vy (t) = % [45(15) + 2w Fy(t) <[Pg1 + Py, |- [Py, + P;2]>+27rFl(t) <[Pg1 — Py, |- [Py, — P, ] )
6

(7.63)
We separate the parts containing P, and Py, defining
V1= Vg, + Vg, (7.64)
where vy, and v, read in energy representation
141 o0 c
Vg, (€) 1= ) [4 - / dE [Fi(e — E) + F|(e — E)] (Pg1 (E) - Pj, (E))] (7.65)
and
141 e c
Vg, (€) = 5 / dE [Fy(e — E) — F|(e — E)] <Pg2(E) - P, (E)>. (7.66)

Let us first discuss the evaluation of v,,. In order to write down the Fourier transform of Py, (t)
we need to determine two basic Fourier transforms. The first one is already known

eJ(t) 1 B\ 32
Pi(t) = —— — Pi(E) = N> (Eg> e EBalE (7.67)
g
The second basic Fourier transform we denote by Ps:
2Jp(t)e’ 4 (Ep\'* e
P(t) = ———— P (E) = - 9 )
30 = Bt - B = e\ E) ¢ (7.68)

9The definitions of PS¢ and PS¢

o1 %, are completely analogous. The only difference is that they contain Jj and Jj
instead J4 and Jp.
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The derivation of P3(E) can be found in subsection (9.3). Note that P (E) = Pi(—F). But
P;(E) = —P3(—FE). This is due to the additional 1/t appearing in P3. Using furthermore that
at T = 0 the function F(e — E) = tanh(5£) becomes sign(e — E) we can derive

v € e+2Bex |e—2Beq|
vy (6) = 5 [2 /0 dE Py(E) + /0 dE P,(E) + /O dE Py(E)

(7.69)
‘6 QBegc‘ E+ZBem
— sign(e — QBex)/ dE P3(E) +/ dE PS(E)}
0 0

The E—integrations can be performed using

/0 "dE Py(E) = 1 — Bxf (E) (7.70)

/OEdEPg(E)zg\/zi;/E<\/ETg 6_\5;/6+Erf< ?)—1). (7.71)

Thus we obtain for vy, (€):

_ My JEa) B ) By
Vg, (€) = 5 [4 2Erf< ; ) Erf< Y Erf 2B )
B[ [ che (T
+ 2B,

and

(7.72)
In the limit Be; — 0 one gets

Vg, (6 Bew = 0) = 21 [1 — Erf (@) \4F ] —E9/6] (7.73)

which is exactly the result of equation (6.239) that we found for zero external magnetic field.
Thus the contribution of v, has to vanish for B., = 0. Let us verify this property analytically.
Without loss of generality we can assume € > 0 and B, > 0 as the problem is symmetric about
€ = 0. For T'= 0 we have

Fi(e—E)—F|(e—FE)=F(e—FE—Be)— F(e— E+ Be)

(7.74)
. . —2 € = Bez < E <€+ Bea
—[sign(E — (€ — Bey)) —sign(E — (e + Bex))|= { 0 else
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and thus
€+ Bex
Vg, (€) = —14 / N dE [Py, (E) — P, (E)]. (7.75)
€—Dex

We see that the integration interval of length 2B, goes to zero for B.; — 0 and hence v,4, — 0.
For the numerical evaluation of vy, it is not useful to work with equation (7.75) because one
would have to determine first P, and Py, as function of energy and then do the dE integration.
What remains in t-representation is the Fourier transformation to e:

v, (€) = 1 / Tt 2n [Fy () — B8] (Poa(t) — PE (1)) (7.76)

In t-representation F} and F| are given by

Fi(t) = —# et and  F(t) = —% ¢iBest, (7.77)

One might wonder if the infinite integration interval poses a problem. This is not the case
because Py, (t) (Pyg,(t)) contains a factor e’® (7" M) which falls off exponentially. So let us
analyze the results of the numerical calculation. We assumed as before R = 0.05. We begin
with the limits of strong and weak external magnetic field. We have chosen B.; = 10 (in units
of E) for the plot in figure (7.3) and B, = 0.02 for the plot in figure (7.4). As reference curves
we plotted the two limits of zero and infinite external magnetic field, are given in equations
(6.239) and (7.57)). In figure (7.3) we see that the DOS for an external field of B, = 10E; is
already close to the B, = oo limit. According to our estimate of E; given in equation (9.82)
the energy of jupB., = 10E, corresponds to approximately 10~>Tesla. Such a small field could
already serve as switching field (see figure (7.2)).

1.5
1f 1
— e
> //
=~ ,
w /
= )/
/
0.5} )/ i
/
/ — B =10
f ex
) ---B_=
, ex
2 B =
) ex
/
% 2 p 6 8 10
el E

Figure 7.3: The DOS close to the Fermi energy. The solid line is the non—perturbative numerical
solution for B., = 10. The dashed curve is the non—perturbative result for B, = 0 and the dotted
curve is the non—perturbative result in the limit of infinite external magnetic field. (The dotted line
is almost completely masked by the solid line.)
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v(s)/vl
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Figure 7.4: The DOS close to the Fermi energy. The solid line is the non—perturbative numerical
solution for B, = 0.02. The dashed curve is the non—perturbative result for B, = 0 and the dotted
curve is the non—perturbative result in the limit of infinite external magnetic field. One remarks a
small offset at € = 0 for the finite field of B, = 0.02.

Figure (7.4) shows results for a weak external magnetic field. One notes that the DOS for
Be; = 0.02 almost lies on top of the Be, = 0 curve. However for small energies there is a visible
difference. The DOS for Be, = 0.02 does not go to zero for ¢ = 0. In figure (7.5) we analyzed
this offset in greater detail. For zero and infinite external magnetic field the offset of the DOS
is zero. For finite field, however, the DOS does not decrease to zero. This might be due to
the appearance of an additional length scale in the system, the cyclotron radius r = mv/eBe,,
introduced by the external magnetic field.
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Figure 7.6: The DOS close to the Fermi energy. The solid line is the non—perturbative numerical
solution for the intermediate field B., = 1. The dashed curve is the non—perturbative result for
B, = 0 and the dotted curve is the non—perturbative result in the limit of infinite external magnetic
field. The dashed—dotted line is the perturbative prediction.
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In figure (7.6) we have chosen B, = 1 and plotted additionally to the zero and infinity field
solution the perturbative prediction. We note that our non—perturbative curve does not have
any feature at € = 2upBe,. It is completely smooth and does not show even a dip like it was
predicted by Raimondi, Castellani and Di Castro [25].

7.6 The DOS at T > 0 for arbitrary external magnetic field

Let us finally consider the case of finite temperatures. The question is how low the temperature
has to be in order to see the effects we described above. For finite temperature we have to evaluate
both v, and vy, numerically. The temperature enters in our theory through the function F.
We noted already that in energy representation F'(e) = tanh(e/27"). In t space we get for the
shifted functions F; and F:
o—iBeut oiBest
)= —iT —— and Fit)=—T —————.
1) sinh(w¢T) 1t sinh(7wtT)

In figure (7.7) we plotted the DOS obtained for various temperatures.
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Figure 7.7: The DOS near the Fermi edge for B., = 1 shown for different temperatures. The
zero bias anomaly is already smeared out for very low temperatures. kg1l = FE, corresponds to
approximately a temperature of 7' = 0.03mK.
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Chapter 8

Conclusions

In this thesis we investigated the effect of the spin on the density of states (DOS) near the Fermi
edge in quasi one—dimensional diffusive wires. In order to approach this task we had to set up
a formalism which allows to treat interacting spinfull electrons in a disordered environment.

First we used the methods of classical diagrammatic perturbation theory. We discussed how
the one particle Green’s function, that is connected to the DOS, is modified in the presence
of weak disorder. Afterwards, we added the Coulomb interaction between the electrons and
constructed the two basic diagrams, namely the exchange and the Hartree diagrams, that lead
to the famous zero bias anomaly which was first discovered by Altshuler and Aronov in 1979
(7], [8])-

As next step we showed how to generalize this result to higher orders in the interaction by
taking effective amplitudes with values determined by Landau parameters of the Fermi liquid
theory. We rewrote the exchange and the Hartree terms into a singlet and a triplet contribution
that allowed us to isolate the effect of the spin triplet on the DOS.

As the Landau parameters are connected to response functions like the specific heat and spin
susceptibility, one is able to estimate the magnitude of the suppression of the DOS due to the
singlet and triplet terms on the basis of measured properties of the metal under consideration.
In general, one can say that the impact of the triplet terms in metals on the DOS is very small.
Palladium however is a promising material as it has an extraordinarily large magnetic suscep-
tibility for low temperatures. Approaching the magnetic transition the magnetic susceptibility
increases which corresponds to an increase of the triplet amplitude whereas the singlet amplitude
changes only very little. From the values of the response functions taken from different experi-
mental works we estimated that the triplet contribution could be of the order of some percent
of the singlet contribution. However the absolute energies F; and Fy, that are connected to the
interaction in the singlet and triplet channels, are very small and one would have to go to very
low temperatures (mK or less), because otherwise thermal fluctuations simply smear out the
effect. Doping Palladium with impurities in order to increase the magnetic susceptibility is not
a real option because scattering from magnetic impurities suppresses the triplet contribution as
we have also discussed. Additional impurities could also increase the spin—orbit scattering which
cuts off the triplet contribution.

Furthermore we investigated in the framework of perturbation theory also the effect of an
external magnetic field. We showed that the singlet term remains unchanged whereas the triplet
term splits up into three different terms which reminds of the Zeeman splitting of a spin triplet
in an atom in the presence of an external field. By splitting it is meant here that within
perturbation theory one obtains three different poles in the quasi one-dimensional DOS at

143
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1/y/€, 1/\/|€e — 2upBes| and 1/v/e + 2upBe,. Also this result was first derived by Altshuler
and Aronov ([20], [21], [22], [23] and [24]). But the theory is not satisfactory because one

can trust the expression for the DOS only for sufficiently high energies ¢ that means far from
the divergencies. The question is: What happens if one takes into account more diagrams
in the Coulomb interaction? Do the divergencies at 4+ 2upB., disappear completely or do
they transform into peaks of finite height? There is an approach using perturbation theory
combined with a renormalization group analysis by Raimondi, Castellani and Di Castro [25]
that predicts that the divergencies disappear. In their work they obtained finite peaks at the
energies + 2up Bey.

We tried to approach the task of including higher order diagrams in the Coulomb interaction
and going beyond the perturbative result by different means. We used a path integral formalism
that allows to describe interacting Fermions in the presence of disorder. For this purpose we
presented in chapter 3] the construction of a coherent state path integral for Fermions on the
Keldysh contour. In chapters[4 and [5 we showed how to incorporate disorder and interactions
(including spin effects).

In chapter|6 we calculated for a wire of infinite length at zero temperature the DOS without
an external magnetic field. We generalized the idea of a gauge ansatz presented by Kamenev
and Andreev [17] by introducing an additional rotation matrix. The additional complications
due to the non—commutativity of the spin matrices allowed us to derive the DOS in the limit of
quasi static and spatially weakly varying magnetic fluctuations only. Our result reproduces the
perturbative result of the DOS for higher energies. For low energies there appears instead of
the unphysical divergency in the perturbative approach an exponential suppression of the DOS.
Including only the singlet part of the interaction! we recover results first derived by Rollbiihler
and Grabert WP Our discussion of the triplet interactions, which enormously complicate the
problem, remains incomplete since non—perturbative results for arbitrary magnetic fluctuations
could not be derived. This should be subject of future work. Maybe a different gauge approach
could circumvent the technical problems we encountered.

In chapter[7 we introduced a constant external magnetic field in the path integral formalism.
We could determine analytically the DOS in the case of a large external magnetic field at zero
temperature. Also here we could prove that we recover the perturbative expression for high
enough energies. The calculation was even easier than in the zero field case. We only had to
assume that the magnetic variations are slow in time but not in space because the path integral
over the magnetic fluctuations became Gaussian and could be done exactly.

In the case of a finite external magnetic field one has to determine the DOS partially nu-
merically even at zero temperature. The numerical data that we obtained show the correct
asymptotic behavior for high energies meaning that they approached the perturbative result.
Furthermore our results have two interesting and remarkable properties: First, there are no
features at the energies + 2upBe,. The curve is completely smooth. In contrast to the findings
in [25]. This should not be over—interpreted as every approach is only able to take into account
a certain subset of diagrams and we are not able to prove that we included all the decisive ones.
However, we recover the correct low energy behaviour of the singlet channel which indicates
that our approach is powerful. Second, at zero temperature the value of the DOS is different
from zero at ¢ = 0. This could be due to the appearance of a new length scale in the system
which is the magnetic length associated with the cyclotron radius (r = muv/eBe;). Finally we
investigated the DOS for finite temperatures. It turned out that already temperatures of a few

but taking into account additional interactions between the electrodes
2See figure (6.1).
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mK mask the small offset at e = 0 of the DOS.

In summary one can say that the spin triplet effects in the DOS of a quasi one-dimensional
wire are small. In order to make them visible, for example by turning on and off an external
magnetic field, one would need to examine a metal with large spin density fluctuations.

Regarding the theoretical approach employed we conclude that the path integral technique
allows to go substantially beyond previous work by including a non—perturbative summation of
diagrams. However, a complete solution of the problem was not yet achieved since our analysis
could only be justified for slow and weakly varying magnetic fluctuations. Although the results
might be valid more generally, alternative approaches should be pursued in the future to establish
the solution for arbitrary fluctuations.
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Chapter 9

Appendices

9.1 Connection between tunnelling conductance and DOS

The modification of the DOS near the Fermi energy due to the interaction between the electrons
can be observed by measuring the tunnelling conductance. In the experiment one places the
conductor one wishes to study close to another metal whose DOS v4 is well known. Measuring
the tunnelling current which is proportional to the DOS of the two metals allows to observe
the anomaly in the DOS. The suppression of the tunnelling conductance is not restricted to the
case of weak disorder that we consider here. In order to understand the connection between
conductance and DOS remember that the current I(V') for a tension of V' > 0 applied between
two metals A and B depends on the tunnelling probability of electrons between the two metals.
The tunnelling rate between an initial state ¢ of metal A and a final state f of metal B is given
by Fermi’s Golden Rule

27
Fiﬂf(V) Zf‘tif‘z (S(EZ‘—Ef—i—(iV) (9.1)

where ¢;; is the matrix element describing the coupling of the two metals. The tunnelling rate
between the two metals A and B depends on the occupation numbers of the initial and the final
state. It is given by

Tap(V) = 2% St n(er) [1—nr(ep)] 8ei — e + V) 9.2)
i, f

where np(e) is the Fermi distribution. At finite temperature there is also a finite probability for
electrons to tunnel from metal B to metal A. Summing these two contributions and multiplying
by the elementary charge we get for the current at finite temperature T

2me

I(V)=e(Typ —Tpa) = - Z \tif|2 [np(ei) — nF(Ef)} d(ei —er +€V). (9.3)

i?f

Assuming that the matrix element depends only very weakly on the energy and that the tension
V and the temperature T are both small compared to the Fermi energy and the barrier height
we can replace the sums by integrals introducing densities of states v4(¢) and vg(e). On has

(V)= 2—26\&2 /oo de va(e) vp(e+eV) [np(e) —np(e+ eV)]. (9.4)
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If the two density of states vary weakly near the Fermi energy we can replace them by their
value at the Fermi energy v4 = v4(€x) and vp = vp(er) and obtain

2me? e
(V)= - t? vavg V — Gy = T\t\Q VA VB (9.5)

Assuming that the DOS of the reference metal A is constant as a function of energy the variation
dv 4 of the metal to study leads to a variation 61(V') of the current and thus to a variation 60G (V)
in the conductance.

sl 2me? | o /
5G = - [t]” va /_Oo de dv(e) np(e — eV) (9.6)

For small temperatures the derivative n/; is in good approximation a é—function. Dividing by
the conductance given in equation (9.5) we get

OG(V) _ (V)

an . (9.7)

The reduction of the conductance is a direct measure of the change of the density of states due
to the Coulomb interactions.
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9.2 Path integral over the magnetic fluctuations

The problem in section (6.5.3) is to calculate averages of the form (B(z1)...B(zn)) 5 Where
B(z;) is the absolute value of B(z;). Unfortunately we are not able to solve this problem for an
arbitrary number of B’s at different points in space/time. One can also reformulate the problem
in the language of generating functionals. It reads written as discrete version

dB¥ dBY dB? 1 -
Z =N o -5 BV B + A BF)2 9.8
OH{/OO 2 \/271'\/27'(‘} 2 Z v J Z ( z) ( )

k=x,y,z k=x,y,z

where Ny = (detV—1)3/2. Averages of components of B could be calculated using the idea of
diagonalization which we applied in section . This method however fails for the absolute
values of B as one can see: ﬁ

oo dX:c de dXZ &
7 = N, A AT = D“ i
OH{/OO V2T 2T 2T Z X XJ Z po

k; 9,2 k=x,y,z

(9.9)
The rotation M diagonalizes V' — D but in the second part in the exponential all components
are entangled.

So let us begin with a simpler problem of just two absolute values of B at two different
points: <B¢Bj> B'2 As there appear only two points in the problem one might ask if one has to
use (or to know) the whole matrix V (or V~1) for calculation. The answer is no. Actually one
can reduce

Viin. .. .. . .. .. VN

(9.10)

Vi oo oo oo o o Vnn

The proof is given in the following subsection.

9.2.1 Theorem

In this subsection we present a mathematical theorem which allows to reduce considerably the
dimension of a multidimensional integral. Let x = (z1,...xx) be random variables with values
in the N—dimensional real space and A(x;...xy) the probability density. Then the probability
that z1 < t1, o < to ,...,xny < ty is given by

t1 to tN
P($1 <t1, 20 <to,...,zn < tN) = / dml/ dxg/ drpy A(:El,xg, ...,:L‘N). (9.11)
—00 —o0

— 00

'Let M be the rotation matrix. Then V=" = M~*DM, x* = MB* and \' = g'M
2without loss of generality i < j
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Furthermore the expectation value of a function f(x1,x2,...,zx) of the variables z1,...,zy is

<f($1,a72, ...,:L'N)>: /_00 dml.../_oo dey f(x1, 29, ...;xn)A(x1, 22, ..., TN). (9.12)

T

Definition: A N-dimensional vector of random variables z = (x1,...,xx)" is called gaussian

(or normally) distributed with expectation value 0 if its probability density is given by

A(z) = Ny em2® V'e (9.13)

where V' is the symmetric positive definite covariance matrix (V;; = (x;z;)) and the normaliza-
tion constant Ny = (2r)~N/2/\/detV.

Lemma:

(exp (itTa:) )= exp <—;tTVt> . (9.14)

This is just an application of the Gaussian integrals (see (3.18)). The expectation value of
exp(it’x) is called Characteristic function of the random vector x. Now to the important
theorem which reads:

Theorem: If x = (21, ...,xx)7 is gaussian distributed then alsoy = (1, ... ) withp < N
is gaussian distributed with the probability density A(7) = Ngexp[— (1, ) Yay.xp)T)
with the reduced p X p covariance matrix f/ij =Vij.

Proof: Let A be the probability density of the vector y = (z1, ..., 2,) then we can write

t1 tp ~
Pz <ti,mp <tg,...,xp < lp, Tpp1 < 00,..., TN < 00) = / dml.../ dxy, Az, ..., xp).

—00 —0oQ
(9.15)
This probability can also be expressed with the original total probability density.

Pz <ti,.,xp <tp,Tpy1 < 00,..., TN < 00) /dwl /dxp/dxp+1 /d:cN A(x1,...,zN)

(9.16)
From equation (9.15) we get
0 ~
TR Py <ti,..,zp <tp,Tpy1 < 00,...,aN < 00) = A(t,..., tp) (9.17)
P
and from equation (9.16) one obtains for the same derivative
0
FT gP(xl <ty Tp < tpy Tpy1 < 00, ..., TN < 00)
P
(9.18)

oo o
—/ dxp+1.../ dxn A(tl,...tp,xp+1,...,xN).

—00 — 00

The last two equations allow to connect the densities A(x1,...,zx) and A(ml, ey Tp)



9.2. PATH INTEGRAL OVER THE MAGNETIC FLUCTUATIONS 151

A(ty, ..., tp) :/ dxp+1.../ dey A(t1,...tp, Tps1, ..., TN) (9.19)

oo _
So if we want to calculate an expectation value of the function exp (i > -, t;z;) of the first p
variables we can write this using (9.19)

D oo oo p 00 [e'9)
<exp<i2tixi>>:/d:vl.../d:upexp <12t1xz> /d:vp+1.../d33N A(z1, .. Tp, Tpi1, ...y TN)
i=1 % —o© i=1 —%© %

(9.20)
which is
p 00 00 N
<exp <12t2x1> >:/ da;l.../ dzy exp <12t1x1> Az, ..., TN) . (9.21)
i=1 o0 - i=1 tp+1—0,..tny—0
The result we can take from the Lemma above
P 1 N
<6Xp <Z2t1$z> >: exXp —§ Z ti‘/ijtj (922)
i=1 i,j=1 tp+1—0,...tn—0

which is finally

P 1L
<exp (z ;tlmz> >— exp —3 Z]Z_:I t;Vijt; | - (9.23)
That’s it. We determined so to speak the Fourier transform of the probability density. But as
the Fourier transform determines uniquely the probability density we can stop here. We remark
that the entries of the reduced covariance matrix f/l-j are in fact the V;; of the original covariance
matrix. The theorem also holds if the expectation value is different from O.

9.2.2 Two point correlators

In this subsection we show how to calculate with the help of the theorem expectation values of
the form

(Bmt )= (B2 + B0+ (e ey + B2+ B2 ) 02

where [ and k are > 0. Unfortunately this is not enough to solve the non Gaussian case given
above as there appear products of absolute values of B’s at more than two different points
in space/time. However from this calculation arises the idea in which limiting case the non
Gaussian path integral can be solved approximately. We define

N
* dB? dB} dB;
Epp = BlBk>=N||/ L > (BE)?
Lk < nem 0. { oo V2T 2T\ 2T (Br)

=1 k=z,y,z

(9.25)
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and introduce a bunch of abbreviations in order to shorten the notation.

I Bfi xI9 B;fl
yi | == [ B y2 | == | B (9.26)
21 BTZL Z9 le

and

R=\/|a1 4y} + 7} S=1/x3+y3+ 7. (9.27)

Finally we set

All A12 . Vnn Vnm ! _ 1 me _Vnm (9 28)
A12 A22 o Vnm me N Vnnvmm - Van *Vnm Vnn ) )
As we have only a two point function we do not need the whole 3N x 3N covariance matrix.

It can be shown (see theorem in section (9.2.1)) that only the following 6 x 6 matrix enters the
problem:

0 0 Vin  Vam 0 0
Vied = 0 0 Vw Veew 00 (9.29)
0 0 0 0 Van  Vam
0 0 0 0 Vom  Vim
which has the inverse
A A O 0 0 0
Az A 0 0 0 0
110 0 A Az O 0
V;"ed - A12 A22 0 0 . (930)

0 0 An A
0 0 App Axp

o O O
o O O

Instead of equation (9.25) we get

E = (é\f(;g /dxl dyy dzidwzs dys dze R'S* o~ 3 (A1 (@ +yf+2])+2A12 (2122 +y1y+2122) + A2z (23415 +23))
™

(9.31)
with Ny such that for [ = 0 and k& = 0 the integral is normalized to 1. We introduce two sets of
spherical coordinates and choose 6; to be the angle between the vector in between (z1, yi, zl)t
and (:EZ? Y2, 22)t‘

N 00 9 T L ) | )
B =— / dR / s / dfy R SFF2 gin e 2 At g2 AnST o m AR cosh (g 39)
0 0 0

s

where we performed already the integrations over ¢1, ¢2 and 0 which are easy. Next we integrate
over 0.
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Ny [ > 142 ok+2 —L1ALR? —Lag,s?| —1 ARScosty |
Elk:/ dR/ dS B2 G2 =3 AnRE~3Ans? | "L —AnRScost: (9.33)
’ T Jo A9 RS 0

which is

El,k — / dR/ ds Rl+1 Sk)+1 77A11R A2252 [6A12RS o e*AIQRS}' (934)

A127T
We replace the last term by its power series. It is
(A1pRS)E+1)
AlgRS 7A12RS — 2 12 9 35
¢ Z (2v + 1)! (9.35)

Now we integrate term by term and exchange the sum and the 2 integrals. This can be done as
the expressions converge very well due to the exponentials.

INY o= [ o A2yt 2 1 2
E . = Z dR dsS Rl+2l/+2 Sk+2u+2 A11R e 5A228 (9.36)
’ Ao < Jo 0 (2v +1)!
It ig?
oo a— 1 o
/0 do 2 e"2%" =2 T (a; > B (9.37)

Using this general result we find

\ © 2v 4+2v 12y _ k+2v
Elk:2NOZ Aty <21+22u+1r<l—I—2V—|—3>A1—1+22+3)<2k+22+1r‘<k+21/+3>A22 +22+3>.
P ) 2 2

(9.38)
We arrange the terms in order to identify the following Hypergeometric function
') <~T@+n)r@+mn) ="
F = —. .

n=0
Applying several identities for the I‘ffunctionﬂ and resubstituting to the original quantities one
arrives at

4 (V2 — V2 NBHER/2 (143 k+3 I+3 k+3 3 (Vim >
Bie =2 G 22 F< 2 >F< 2 >F 2 2 ’2’<Vm> '

(9.41)

I'(n+1)=nl! I'(n+1) =nl'(n) I'(2n) = \/% 2212 P(n) T(n +1/2) (9.40)
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This is the general result for two point correlator. Let us evaluate the formula for two special
cases.

Eso = (BnBn) z= 3Van (9.42)

and

2 V2 +2V2 )arcsin(Vim/V,
1,1 = (BuBm) g= - <3<V3H—V3m)”2+( - 2Van) 23S0 Vo] "”))- (9-43)
s Vnm
Eq 1 is a rather inconvenient expression for further calculations so we look at the limiting case
that Vy, &~ Vj,,, which corresponds to picture of a long range interaction. The arcsin becomes

approximately 7/2 and we get

B8 % 3Vium & 3Vin, (9.44)

This is the crucial point of the calculation. In the case of long range interaction the expectation
value Eq 1 approaches the value of Fs . Of course this also has to be true for any higher moment.
All correlators with B’s at different points (B, By,....By,) in space/time can be approximated
in the long range limit by the one point correlator <Bf“> = Ejo. From (9.41) we get

2(1+2)/2 20+ 3
E o= r L 9.45
o= () v (9.45)

This result will be used in the calculation of the path integral over B in subsection (6.5.3).

9.2.3 The path integral for arbitrary external field

In this section we demonstrate the evaluation of Pg = <e*i[f2*fﬂ>3.

Lfdy[dy ¥ B(y)V; (yy)B(Y)+ilf2(z)—fi(a)]
Ppy = Ny / DB / DBY / DB e = (9.46)

The expectation value looks like o problem given in equation (6.177). This time however the
f’s have a more complicated structure as they are not proportional to the absolute value B but
proportional to B = \/(B* + Be;)? + (B*)2 + (BY)2. We have in unrotated representation

2
o) =S, [ dy Aaalar) (B 0) + (BP0 + (B3w) + B, (047
B=1

The constant external field Be, does not have a Keldysh index as it has the same value on
both branches. We approximate the path integral in the same way as before assuming that
the magnetic field components vary slowly in space and time meaning: B'(z) ~ B'(z’). That
implies

<§(:1:1)§(;E2)...§(:Un)> ~ <§”(m)>B. (9.48)

B
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With the theorem of section (9.2.1) we obtain

Pp = <e—i[f2<x>—f1<$’ﬂ> ~ N / dB® / dBY / dB? ¢=AB =3 B’ (9.49)
B —00 —00 —00

where Ny = (27V)~3/2 and e~ ilf2@)-A ] = e—AB (summarizing everything in front of B by
A). We substitute By = B? + Be,.

Ppy = No / e / ~any / " 4By B o3 (BB HBo—Ber)?] (9.50)

It is B = \/(B*)2 + (BY)? + (Bo)2.
o0 o0 o ~ ~
Ppj=Nye B / dB" / dBY / By e AB =3 [B*~2Bos] (9.51)
—0o0 — o —0o0
We go over to spherical coordinates (B,0,¢). Then we have By = B cos .
P NoomB [ 4B o T B2 p —AB ok [B2-2Be Boosd]
5.1 = Ng e 2v7ee dB do df B*sinf e e 2V (9.52)
0 0 0

After the integration over ¢ and 6 we are left with

[e.e] ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Ppy =T e P [ B e tB <621V[B”BMB] —ezlv[B“?BwB]). (9.53)
er 0

We substitute in the first term By = B— B., and in the second term By = B+ B.,.

1 > | g
Ppi=——— dBy (By + Bey) e AB1HBes) =3y Bi
Bl Beyv2mV </—Bez 1 (B e)

(9.54)
- /OO dBQ (Bl — Bex) €A(BQBEI)62‘1QB§>

Evaluating these four integrals and substituting Jp = %AVA and AB.; = —iBg;t one obtains

€JE : B t+ 2J

B, . 1Dey B
PB — 61 ext B t 2 7 1 E E rHexr T 4D
1 2236‘%15 < (1/ ) 2i\/ JB

(9.55)

: Begt — 2J
+ e "Bt ({Beyt — 2Jp) [1 - Erf(l B)} :

2T

Pp| = Pp1(—DBez)- P and Pp | are obtained simply by replacing Jp by Ji. We see that if
GT>T and G2 | would be equal as in the case without external field the terms containing the Erf

would cancel in equation (7.37) and that Pp; = # (1 + 2Jp) reproduces the terms without
external field. Sending B, and V; — 0 we obtain Pt = Pp | = 1 which is also correct.
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9.3 Calculation of P;(F) and its contribution to the DOS

We calculate P3(E) which we define without a factor e*®Best,

P3(E) = - 1 /OO dt ReJB + iImJB 6ReJ—&-iImJ—&-iEt (956)
iTBex J_oo t

Using J(—t) = J*(t) we get

P:(F) = 1 Oodt el RelJ i(ImJ+Et) _ —i(ImJ+Et)
WE) =B 0 t [ oB\C ¢
(9.57)

+ Z-LntJB <ei(ImJ+Et) + e—i(ImJ+Et)>}

It is u = ReJ(t) = ImJ(t) = —/2E4t for t > 0.

Py(E) = WEs [ due™ [cos<E u? — u>+sin<E u? — u)} (9.58)

7 Bex\/E, Jo 2E, 2E,
_ _4VEp _ _E . . .
We set by = e /B a = 57 and use the theorems for sin(z) and cos(z) given in (6.224).
TDex g

P;(E) =b /OOO du e™ [cos (au?)cos(u)+ sin(au?)sin(u)+ sin(au?)cos(—u) — cos(au?)sin (u)}

(9.59)
Using the integrals (6.226]) and (6.226) we find
1 00 e U
/ dg I, (06) :/ duT[Cos(au2)sin(u)—cos(aug)cos(u)} (9.60)
0
and
1 00 —u
/ g I (B) = —/ du%[sin(au2)sin(u)+sin(auz)cos(u)] (9.61)
0
which implies that P3(E) = —2by [' dB [[1(8) + I2(3)]. Thus we get
1/2
= (E8)" cnn o

Using formula (6.238) one finds

€ 8/E,VEB ¢ e fale E
= Py(E)dE = vy Y22 | — Erf( /=2 )-1). )
vp, 1/1/0 3( ) 141 Bem < Eg ﬁ + br < . > ) (9 63)




9.4. ESTIMATION OF Es AND Er 157

9.4 Estimation of E, and E;

In this appendix we estimate the characteristic energies Fs; and F; that appear in our calcula-
tions. We do this for Palladium at low temperatures (7" ~ 0.1K). Palladium is an interesting
material because it is expected to have a relatively large triplet energy E;. In Sl-units the
energies Fs and E; get an additional A in the denominator:

- (A3)? 5 (48)°
T 32whD(13a2)2(1 — AS + /1 — A3)? "7 32rhD(13a2)2(1 — A2 + /1 — Ag)2
(9.64)
The constants Aj and Afj are connected with the Landau parameters by

E3 s

s 0 a 0
= = . 9.65
T 1+ F; T 14+ F§ (9.65)

The Landau parameter appear in the theory of Fermi liquids and take into account the effects of
interaction between the particles. F{j and F{j are the lowest order coefficients representing the
s—wave and therefore low energy part of the interaction. The Fermi liquid theory connects the
Landau parameters to experimentally measurable quantities. A detailed description of Fermi
liquids can be found in [6]. A response function containing Fjj is for example the compressibility

K.

10V 1 Vs
=72 9.66
VOP n21+Ep (9.66)

where n is the particle density and v3 is the density of states at the Fermi level. The density of
states v3 for a free gasﬁ of particles with effective mass m* is given by

m*kp
A quantity that contains Fjj is the spin susceptibility:
_ popym*ky 1 V3 (9.68)

_ 2

where po = 1.26 - 10*6;1}_{\% and pup = ;TZC =9.27- 10*24%. X is dimensionless/® Looking at
(9.66) and (9.68) we see that we need experimental data for the electron density n, the bulk
density of states v3, the compressibility I and the spin susceptibility x in order to get values
for the F’s.

Palladium Pd{$s , has a FCC crystal structure which means that in each unit cell one finds
4 atoms which have each 46 electrons. The lattice constant is 0.39nm according to [9]. From

this we estimate the electron density:

N 446 1
= = =3.1-10%0—=. 9.69
"V T (039-10-°m)? m3 (9.69)

Sthe word gas indicates noninteracting!

6, 2 _ (mkg\rJ\2_ 1 _ _J J?m? 1 _
HoptpVo = (S2AA2)( ) Tm3 = m-AZ V252 Jm3 1

T
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For the determination of v3 we use the specific heat v which is in the Fermi liquid theory given
by
cy m*kpk%
=2 =__"--"58 9.70
TET T e (6.70)
J

7 has the unit [—755]. Using equation (9.67) we have

3y

U3 = ——.
T2k,

(9.71)

Palladium has

In [58] one finds v = 9.5mgfji<2 at T'= 0.1K which we have to convert into ﬁ
a mass density nys of 1225 and weighs M, = 106.4-2; (see [9]). We obtain

cm?3

nyp 12 mol mol
= = 112782—-. 9.72
M,  106.4 cm3 m?3 (9.72)

Multiplying the v given above by this ratio yields v = 1071%. With the value of the
Boltzmann constant kg = 1.38 - 10_23% the density of states is
v3=1.7- T (9.73)
Jm?

In [57] one finds for Palladium data concerning the compressibility. In the tables the coefficients

a and b appear in the formula
AV

—— =aP +bP% 9.74

o =ab+ (9.74)

a is proportional to the compressibility. For Palladium apy = —5.423 - 107 and for Copper
acy = —7.49-107. As all this is given in some mysterious units we take from [59] the value for

the compressibility of Copper in SI—units. K¢, = 7.14 - 10—12%2 and obtain for Palladium

2
Kpa=LPh0y =5.15- 107122 (9.75)
acuy N

Thus we find for F§ = ”j—f —1:

F3 =286 and A5 =0.966. (9.76)

The value of Aj is close to 1 as expected for metals. Afj we determine from the magnetic
susceptibility. In [60] a magnetic susceptibility of

emu

Xm(T =0) =710-107° (9.77)

mo

was measured for Palladium. The unit emu is used for various quantities and has each time a
different meaning. In the case of magnetic susceptibilities it translates into

emu Cm3

cm® (9.78)

mol  mol’

The standard dimensionless susceptibility x is defined by B = (1 + 4mx)H. In experiments the

common susceptibilities are however the susceptibility per gram x, = % and the susceptibility
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per mole Xm = XgMmor = XVinor Where M, is the molecular weight in gram per mole and
Vimot is the volume of a mole. Furthermore one has to pay attention that susceptibilities quoted
in the context of emu need a factor 47: 4my[emu] = x[SI — units]. The volume of one mole of

Palladium is V,,,,; = %LMOL =38.9 igjj Thus we get

Xm

mol

X = 4n =1-1073. (9.79)

2
We can finally isolate F{j' in equation (9.68): Fj = M}fug’ — 1 and obtain

F§=-08 and Al=-—4. (9.80)

One can see that increasing the magnetic susceptibility or reducing the density of states let Fy
converge to —1 which means that the parameter Af goes to —oo. For the ratio of E;/E, we find

Et Et
— =~ 0.015 R:=4/—=— =0.12. 9.81
% or \/ o ( )

S

R is the parameter that appears in our results for the DOS in the various situations. Our plots
we did with a conservative value of R = 0.05 because we did not want to overestimate the effect
of the triplet.

Finally let us determine the absolute value of E; for a wire with transverse extension a =
10nm. In order to get a value for the diffusion constant we use the relation D = 62"”3. It is
opqd=9.5- IOGﬁ which is the value for clean Palladium. Thus D = 2.2 - 10_4%2. ﬁ We obtain
for Ey (with a = 10nm):

E,=5-10"2%] (9.82)

which is translated into temperature and voltage

T,=3.3-10"°K ~ 0.03mK V,=31-107V = 3.1nV. (9.83)

E strongly depends on the transverse extension a. For a wire with a = 20nm the temperature
is reduced by a factor 16: Ts|s—20 =~ 0.002mK. So in order to increase the energy scale Eg one
needs to fabricate samples with small cross section a?. Decreasing the diffusion constant and
lowering the DOS also help.

Let us compare our absolute energy scale to the one derived for gated wires by [19]. The
characteristic energy Fy that determines the magnitude of the correction of the DOS

(51/1 2 EO
2= 9.84
1Z1 ﬁ eV ( )
is given by
h
Fy=—"7"—7— 9.85
0 D*(RKCO)2 ( )

where Rx = 258002 and Cj is the capacitance per unit length and D* is the field diffusion
constant. Taking the values form [1] where the effect was actually observed in the perturbative

"Due to impurities the expected diffusion constant D in experiments could be an order of magnitude lower.
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regime we find Ey ~ 2,7-10728]. So E, is of order Ej if the transverse extensions are fabricated
small enough. The triplet effect we predict is of the order of some percent thus one order of

magnitude smaller.
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