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The effect of an electron heat bath on the motion of an electron system is studied using a quan-
tum Langevin equation and deriving the influence functional of the Feynman-Vernon approach.
The generating functional for the time-dependent, finite-temperature correlation functions of a
disordered electron system with interactions is written down, and some of its symmetry properties
are analyzed. Since the disorder only affects the time evolution of the system our formalism avoids
the replica trick and provides a natural physical framework for studying a large variety of open
problems in the field of disordered systems. As an example, we give an explicit expression for the
averaged generating functional for a disordered electron system in the presence of a Coulomb in-

teraction in terms of two complex matrix fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the main difficulties arising in the theory of
disordered systems is the so-called "denominator prob-
lem" which occurs when one tries to calculate the average
value of a measurable quantity described by an operator A

because, in addition to thermal averages, one has to take
the average over the disorder. One then has

((~)) (Tr(e ~~A))

where the thermal average is denoted by ( ) and the
disorder average by ( )D, and P is the inverse tem-

perature.
Since the Hamiltonian H which contains the disorder

appears also in the denominator, it becomes difficult to
perform the disorder average. Up to now, essentially
three methods have been found to circumvent this prob-
lem: The first two methods (the so-called replica trick'
and the superfield method } are formal manipulations to
get rid of the denominator, whereas the third methods is
more physical. Instead of the static problem, one consid-
ers in Ref. 3 a dynamical nonequilibrium system which
evolves for large times to the proper equilibrium limit.
The random average is then performed over the corre-
sponding generating functional. The first two methods
have been applied successfully, e.g., to describe the locali-
zation of noninteracting electrons, whereas the last
method was crucial in formulating the spin-glass problem
for classical spins.

It is our purpose to extend to quantum systems the last
method, which also offers the possibihty of studying
dynamical properties of the system and which, up to now,
has been applied only to classical systems. However, we
do not start from the Langevin equations (as is the case of
classical systems ' ) but instead use the Feynman-Vernon
approach, which studies the dynamics of the quantum
system coupled to a heat bath. In this way we have the
advantage both of studying physically interesting dynami-

cal quantities and of being able to avoid the denominator
problem at the same time.

The basic idea is as follows. We couple our quantum
system described by a Hamiltonian H, to a quantum heat
bath described by a Hamiltonian Ht, . The combined
Hamiltonian is

H =H, +Hg+H, g,

where H, b describes the interaction of our system with
the heat bath. Next, we consider the time evolution of the
density matrix p of the total system from a time t; to a
time tf.

—iH(tf —t; ) &H(t~ —t; )
p(tf)=e ' p(t;)e (1.3)

ps(tt) = —pHb
(1.5)

This ensures the normalization of the trace:

Trp(tf ) =Trp, (t; ) Trspb (t; )= 1 . (1.6)

Taking the trace over the heat-bath variables, we obtain
the reduced density matrix p, (tf) of our system. For
tf~oo, it will approach (in the zero-coupling limit) the
proper equilibrium density matrix of our system:

lim Trbp(tf}= lim Trt, [e '
p, (t;)ps(t;)

tf ~OO Ef~ao

Xe f ' ]p~.iH{t —
E; ) (1.7)

&fter performing the random average, the equilibrium
density matrix pP of our system becomes

If we assume that the system (s) and the bath ( b) are ini-
tially uncorrelated at t =t; and that the heat bath is in
thermal equilibrium, we can write

p(t;) =p, (t;)pg(t;),

with
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(p'q)D ——lim (Trb[e ~ '
p (t )pb(t )e f ' ])D

tf ~ao
ing Eq. (2.1), the coupled equations of motion for c and
ak become

(1.8) ic=[c,H]=Ec+ g Vkak,
k

(2.2a)

Since p, (t;) can be chosen to be independent of the ran-
domness, one only has to average over the random in-
teractions occurring in H, which appears in the exponen-
tials, i.e., one has circumvented the denominator problem
by studying the time evolution of the system in a heat
bath.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II we
study the equations of motion for one free electron in a
Fermi sea coupled to a heat bath which is also made up of
electrons. The density of states of the heat bath and the
coupling between the system and the heat bath are chosen
appropriately to ensure that our system approaches
thermal equilibrium in the long-time limit. In Sec. III vie

study the time development of the density matrix of a
many-electron system coupled to a heat bath, using path
integrals. ~e generalize the Feynman-Vernon theory6
which has been established for oscillators using real van-
ables, to fermions using Grassmann variables. Eliminat-
ing the heat-bath variables, we calculate explicitly the in-
fluence functional for the many-electron system. This al-
lows us to present a closed expression (in the form of a
path integral) for the generating functional for an arbi-
trary many-electron system with interactions in a heat
bath. This formalism can be immediately applied to bo-
sons having a finite chemical potential simply by replac-
ing Grassmann variables by complex numbers and Fermi
functions by Bose functions. As an application, we calcu-
late in Sec. IV the generating functional of a random elec-
tron system with interactions and study its symmetry
properties. Performing the random average we obtain,
after a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, a closed
expression for the generating functional in terms of com-
plex matrix fields. Finally, in Sec. V we draw our con-
clusions.

«k =[ak ~]=ekak+ vkc .

Equation (2.2b} can be solved formally,

ak(t)=e "ak(0) i I—dt'e Vkc{t'),

and yields for Eq. (2.2a}

c= iEc ——g ~
Vk

~ J dt'e " c(t')

(2.2b)

(2.3)

—i g Vke ak(0) .
k

(2.4)

which implies

g ( Vk
~

e ' =—f dee '"=2I 5(r), (2.6)

where the last equation (which makes the integral approx-
imately equal to twice a 5 function in time) holds only for
times r that are much larger than typical time scales 1/p
of the reservoir. Since we are interested only in the low-
frequency behavior of the system, 1/~&&@, we can safely
replace the integral by 21"5(r). Using Eq. (2.6), Eq. (2.4)
becomes

c = {iE+ I )—c +F(t), (2.7)

i.e., we obtain indeed a Langevin equation with a damping
constant I and a random force F(t):

This equation becomes a Langevin equation for the c
operator if we choose the couplings Vk and the density of
states p(sk ) for the ek's such that

p(ek)
~

Vk
~

'= —=const, (2.5)

II. ONE EI.ECTRON IN A HEAT BATH
F(t)= i g V—ke ak(0) .

k
(2.8)

In this section we study two coupled fermion systems
described by the model Harniltonian:

akt=Ec'c+ g(Vkcak+ Vkakc)+ gekak'ak . (2.1)
k k

If we assume that our
equilibrium, i.e.,

—PH~Tre akak
akak —PHbTre

=f(ak) —=
1

&&k+l
' (2.9)

heat bath is initially in thermal

The creation and annihilation operators c and c describe
an electron of energy E in a Fermi sea. The second fer-
mion system described by ak, ak acts as a heat bath. Note
that the energies E and ek are measured relative to the
common chemical potential p of both systems which are
coupled via the coupling constants Vk. %e mill now
study the equations of motion for both systems and
choose the couplings Vk and the density of states for the
c,k's in such a may that the system described by c,c tends
for t~00 to thermal equilibrium. The coupling between
the system and the heat bath in Eq. (2.1) is somewhat dif-
ferent from the one used by Caldeira and Leggett, who
couple a quantum particle to a set of quantum harmonic
oscillators simulating the heat bath. In fact, our approach
is similar to the method used for bosons by Haken. ' Us-

%Vith

+b=
k

(2.10)

the random forces F(t) are correlated as follows: the an-
ticommutator for different times is

j F(t),F~{t')
I =2I 5(t t')—{2.11)

=1 e '"' ''ta h (2.12}

and the expectation value of the antisymmetrized product
ls

( —,
' [F(t)F (t') —F (t')F(t)])
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These are the fermion counterparts of the well-known
noise-noise correlation functions for boson Brownian
motion. " The choice of Eq. (2.5) ensures that the
antieommutation relation between the e's is preserved,
1.C.,

H =H, +Hb+H, .b,

where

H, =H, I ci,ci I (3.3)
Ic(t},c (t) I =1, (2.13)

and that in the long-time limit t~ 00 the thermal occupa-
tion number of the c system tends, for weak coupling, to
the proper equilibrium limit

lim lim (c (t}c(t))= hm —J ds f(s)1 I
I'-+0 t~ao r 0 n f'+(e g)~

=f(E) . (2.14)

Let us add two clarifying comments. First, the fermionic
bath yields a grand canonical ensemble which conserves as
usual the average particle number of the system. Equa-
tion (2.14) shows that our formalism yields the correct
and well-known Fermi distribution for the electrons of the
system. It is therefore physically sensible to use a fer-
mionic heat bath. An explicit example for an electronic
system coupled to a fermionic heat bath would be, e.g., d
electrons in a transition metal which are coupled to s elec-
trons which provide a heat bath. But we would hke to
stress that one can always use a fermionic heat bath for
equilibrating an electron system, in the same way as one
could simulate a heat bath using harmonic oscillators.
Second, Eq. (2.14) shows that the limit t~00 has to be
taken before I'~0. This means physically that one first
has to wait until the system has reached thermal equihbri-
um and one can then make the coupling arbitrarily small.
If one first switches off the coupling (I"-+0), the system
could never reach thermal equilibrium even if one would
wait an arbitrarily long time. Thus the sequence of limits
is dictated by physics and their performance does not gen-
erate problems.

describes a many-electron system (with arbitrary interac-
tloiis) witli creation aiid aiiilllillatioii opelators ci,ci. Tlie
heat bath has, as in Sec. II, the Hamiltonian

Hb g ekakak i
k

(3.4}

and the couphng Hamiltonian is, in analogy to Eq. (2.1),

H, b = g ( Vt'kct ak +H.c.),
I,k

(3.5)

assuming

g p{Ek)Vi k Vi, k =5.i.i. —«k
k

{3.6)

(i}The unit element can be written as

in analogy to Eq. (2.5). We are again interested in time
scales of our system much larger than those correspond-
ing to the characteristic frequencies of the heat bath, as
was discussed following Eq. (2.6).

Next we calculate p, (tf) in the so-called holomorphic
representation; i.e., we consider the matrix elements of the
density operator p, (tf ) in a basis of unnormalized states

lla) =e'
l
0), (3.7)

where the a's are Grassmann variables {see Appendix A}.
These states are the fermion equivalent of the (unnormal-
ized) coherent states used for bosons. For the, convenience
of the reader we list some properties.

III. PATH INTEGRAL APPROACH

FOR THE GENERATING FUNCTIONAL
2a ae ~ a =1. (3.&)

We will now use the path integral approach to present
an explicit expression for the generating functional for the
correlation functions of a many-electron system in a heat
bath. This method has been introduced originally by
Feynman and Vernon and was applied successfully by
Caldeira and Leggett' to describe quantum Brownian
motion. The main difference with our approach is that
we are using path integrals with Grassmann variables, in-
stead of real or complex variables, because they are more
appropriate for electron systems. The heat bath is made
up of electrons and the coupling between it and our sys-
tem is also different, as outlined in the preceding section.

Our starting point is the evolution equation [(1.3)—
(1.7)] for p„ the reduced density matrix of our system

(ii) The states are not orthogonal and their overlap is
given by

(iv} The trace of an operator is given by

TrA = —J d ae A (a', a) (3.11)

(3.9)

(iii) Matrix elements can be easily calculated using the
normal ordered form Abi of the operator A (expressed
with creation and annihilation operators):

A(P', a)=(PllA(at, a)lla)=e~ Aiv(P', a) . (3.10)

—iH (tf —i,. ) iH (tf—f,. )

p, (tf ) =Trbe '
p, (t; )pb(t; )e

The total Hamiltonian of the system (s} interacting
with the heat bath (b) is

if A(a', a} is an even function of the Grassmann vari-
ables.
By u»ng these formulas in Eq. (3.1) the matrix element
&yj llp. (tf}llrf & c~ b wri«e»s
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&yj lip, (tf)llyf &=Trb&yjlle
' ' p.{t )pb(t )e '

llrf&

=—f exp(af af —ai a'i —ai ai —ri 'yi yi 'yi)d afd aid aid yid yi

x &yf uf lie
' lla r &&r lip «)lir' &&a llpb«)lla' &&r' u'lie ' '

I laf rf & ~

(3.12)

a=(ai, . . . , ak, . . . ), f d a= g f d ub
k

refers to the bath and

~, 1'd'~ n=fd'~
I

refers to the system. Representing the time-evolution
operators by bath integrals, 1.e.,

and

iSs= 2(rf yf. +r .r )

+ f, «[ ,'(r'-r r' -r) H,-(r', y)]
~l

ISit ,'[a——f—uf+ag ai]

+ l c 'c —c c —lHy cE,Q

—iH, b(y', y;a', a)], (3.14)

&rj af lie
'

Ilai r & and introducing

where

If g)2 f D2 i(Sg+Sg ]Dy Dee (3.13)
f is faE{af,tf;a, , t, ;y(t) j = f D'ae' " '",

the matrix element of p, (tf ) in Eq. (3.12) can be written 111

the convenient form

I+

&rjllp. (tf)llrf&= f d'r d'r, 'e "' "' "' "' f„' D'r f„' D'r'e '" ''"'~{r,r'j&r lip. (t )llr'& (3.16)

where

F{y,y'j = —f e f f ' ' ' 'd'afd2a;d'a, '

XE{af,tf,a, ,t, ;y jE{ai',—ip;aI, O;Oj

I

operators of the system H, alone:
IQ

f is~ I@ID ye

and (3.19)

XE{ai,ti ,af, tf;r 'j

is the influence functional. Here we used

&allpb«)lla'&= Z&alle

exp g e ubab
k k k

(3.17)
IQ

f —~SsI r'I
D y'e

ff
In the presence of coupling, the influence of the heat bath
on the time evolution of p, is contained in E{y,y'j.

Since E{y,y'j contains only Gaussian integrals it can
be calculated in explicit form. Using the expression for
E{af ff a;, t;;y j for a free system derived in Appendix
8, one arrives at

=E{a', iP;a', 0;—0 j

Z, =l+e ~'.

+{y(t), y'(t) j
(3.18)

t

=exp —i f, « f, «' g I Vik I
~r i(t)Gb(t I')yi(t')

I,k

(3.20)

@chere
The influence functional E{y,y'j is equal to 1 if the cou-

pling between the system and the heat bath is switched off
(H b

—0). Then Eq. (3.16) describes the time evolution of
the density matrix p, as given by the time-evolution

y i(t) =[yi (t),yi (I)] (3.21)

(3.22)
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Its Fourier transform becomes, in the limit t/~+ oo, t; ~—oo

f{—sk) f(sk)
+

co —Ek + t 5 cd —ski 5
2nif {sk)5(cdsk)

f(st } f{—sk)—2m if ( —sk)5(cd —sk )
co —Kk +15 co —sk —i5

(3.23)

where 5 is an infinitesimal positive constant introduced to
regularize the propagators when the limit t/-++ oo, t;~—oo is taken, and

yt(cd)= f dte™yt(t),

with similar definitions for. the other fields. Performing
the sum over the states k of the heat bath and using Eq.
(3.6), one obtains

FIy(cd), y'(cd) j =exp i f— g y [(co)G(cd)yt(co)
2 fT

(3.24)
I

%'1th

tanh(pcd/2) —2f (co)
G(co)= —i I 2f ( —co) tanh{ pcd/2) (3.25}

In order to obtain the generating functional
Z Iil(t), g'(t} j for the electron system from which one can
derive all time-dependent correlation functions, we intro-
duce in Eq. (3.16) source fields vi(t), vi'(t), couple them to

y(t»y'{t» use for p. {t = —~ ) =10&&01 (for simpli-
city, since the initial value of p, is not relevant), and take
the trace. This yields

[ Z( )e)e( e))[ eJO y J=O )eexp f ([e) (e))(e)+) )(e)e)(e)]Ch e' e e e" Ff)(e) )'(e)[, (3.26)

with

il (t)=[y'(t), g"(t)],

where the f~ct1on~ integrd over the v~ablm y(t) md
y'(t) extends now over all times —oo & t & oo.

The normalization of p, is automatically assured since
one has

I

Z Iq, g'j can be easily performed since they involve only
averages over e' s(&}e s(r }.

In order to establish a connection to the results of Sec.
11, we finally calculate ZI vi, g'j explicitly for a free elec-
tron in a heat bath which is described by + in Eq. (2.1).
We can then drop the index I and obtain for the action of
a free particle (without the boundary terms)

i~Iyj= f «[I {y 'y y''y) —iEy'y—]

Z I 0,0 j =Trp, ( oo ) =Trp, ( —oo ) = 1 . (3.27) =i co —E p
2m

(3.28)

As a matter of fact, it is not no:essary to set the sources
y(t), g'(t} equal to zero. It suffices to take them equal,
i.e., vi'(t) =vi(t) to find

Z I y(t), vi(t) j =1 .

Using Eqs. (3.24)—(3.26), ZIg, q'j can be calculated by
performing Gaussian integrals and one obtains

ZIrt(cd), q(cd}j =exp i f g (c—o)GO(cd)g(co)
2m

Equation (3.26) for the generating functional
ZIg(t), g'(t) j is, together with the explicit expression for
pIy(t), y'(t) j in Eqs. (3.24) and (3.25), one of our main
results. By taking derivatives with respect to the source
fields vi(t), g'(t), one can generate directly from
Z I g(t), q'(t} j all relevant correlation functions and
ZIO, Oj =1 ensures the absence of the denominator prob-
lem (the denominator is 1). Random averages over and

g (co)=[g'(cd), q"(co)]

(3.29)

Go(co) = 1

(co —E) +12

e

co E i tanh(Pco/——2)
2iI'f ( cd)——2iI f(co)

{co E) i I tanh(Pc—o/2)— (3.30)
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This yields for the thermal occupation number

( t )
dto 8 8
2m ilq'(to) Bg'(to)

f(to)=f(E) for I ~0,I
(to —E)2+ I

(3.31)

i.e., the same result as Eq. (2.14). Therefore, the path in-
tegral formalism of this scetion is, for the case of one free
ele:tron in a Fermi sea, equivalent to the Langevin-
equation approach of Sec. II. For an interacting system
the result of Eq. (3.30) is the free propagator to be used in
perturbation theory.

For I'~0, Eq. (3.30) yields just Eq. {3.23) (with the
sign of the off-diagonal elements changed). This is not
accidental, as one can see, comparing this propagator,
which refers to a system coupled to a heat bath and where
the temperature dependence comes from this heat bath, to
the propagator (3.23) for a system in thermal equilibrium
at temperature T. '2' In this case, we do not have the
heat bath and p, {t&) is the equilibrium density matrix. To
derive the propagator we could again add a source term to
the action similarly to what we did in Eq. (3.26). Due to
the similarity between this source term and the Hamil-
tonian of Eq. (3.5) for the coupling between the system
and the heat bath, the calculation of the new propagator is
similar to the calculation of the influence functional
which we have performed [see Eq. (3.17)]. One then ar-
rives again at Eqs. (3.22) and (3.23), the only difference
being that the sign of the off-diagonal elements of those
matrices must be changed, since in Eq. (3.26) the source
terms in rt and ri' have the same sign. One concludes then
that the propagator for the system coupled to a heat bath
can be obtained from the propagator for the system in
thermodynamic equilibrium replacing the infinitesimal
positive constant 5 by the finite damping I' and using
necessarily, for the argument of the Fermi functions, the
frequency (and not the energy of the system). As a result,
the physical quantities are expressed by Lorentzians of fi-
nite width I convoluted in frequency with the Fermi
functions, as found in Eq. (3.31). In the weak-coupling
limit, I'~0, one recovers the equilibrium results.

Finally, Eq. (3.30}can be interpreted as being the zero-

temperature propagator to which the heat bath gave a
self-energy correction given by Eq. (3.25). The damping
and the noise-noise correlation functions can be read off
from Eq. (3.26), similarly to what happens in the case of
harmonic oscillators. " The independence of the initial

p, (t;) is easily understood, since it only affects the infini-
tesimal 5 regularization, and in the presence of a fuute
damping I, one can take 5~0, washing out that depen-
dence.

IV. DISORDERED ELECTRON SYSTEMS
%'ITH INTERACTIONS

In this section we calculate the generating functional
for a disordered electronic system' ' with interactions
and discuss some of its symmetry properties. Our model
Hamiltonian reads

H = g (t»~c~c~' + V» c~c~ c~'cp ), (4.1)

where

Lof y y'1=L. {y y'1+L, I y y'1 (4.3)

and L„,L„denote the random and nonrandom part of the
Lagrangian I.o, respectively. The nonrandom part is
given by

where p =(i,o ) denotes the site i and the spin index tr
The hopping matrix elements t» t;J5 ——~ with tj;. =t;I

are chosen to be a random Gaussian distribution having
a width &tj ——(

~ t;J 1
)D. The interaction term V»= V(i —j)(1—5 J ) describes, e.g., the unscreen»ed

Coulomb interaction between the electrons. But we would
like to point out that our formalism works as well if we
take for V», the interaction term in the Hubbard model,
i.e., V» ——U5J(1 —5 ) or, with a proper change of spin
1ndlces

X» / p p y g~ti gi~ii~iiq (0 &

P~P

the attractive electron-electron interaction of a model su-
perconductor. Using Eq. (3.26) the generating functional
which corresponds to the Hamiltonian of Eq. (4.1) be-
coQ1es

(4.2),

L„Iy,y'1= 2 g f dtI fy„'(t)yiI(t) —yet)y~(t)] [y~ (t)y„'(t) y~'(t—)y~(t)]1—

—i g V„„ f dt[y„'(t)y„'(t)y„'(t)y„(t) y„"(t)yg (t)y„'(t)y„'(t—}]
P~P

+ g f dt f dt'y„(t)[G(t t')5„„+h» (t, t')]y—„'(t') . (4A)

Here, y„(t)=[y„'(t),y„"(t)]; the matrix G(t t') is given-

by the Fourier transform of Eq. (3.25),
and we introduced a matrix of source fields h» (t, t')
The random part of Lo reads

G(t)= f e ™G(to),
2m'

(4.5) L, = i g t» —f dt [y~(t)y„'(t) y„"(t)y„'(t)] . —(4.6)



Let us now discuss some symmetry properties of L. We
consider three questions: (i) What corresponds in our for-
malism to the replica symmetry? (ii) What happens to the
hyperbolic symmetry of the localization problem in the
presence of interactions? (iii} How does time-reversal
symmetry show up in L07

To answer the first question we consider the nonin-
teracting case, i.e., V» ——0, and put h»(t, t')=0 and
I =0. Then Eq. (4.3) becomes, after Fourier transforma-
tion in time,

L„=ig f a&[yam)yq(ra) yq'ta&)y—l', (a)ij,
2m

(4.7)

L, =i g t» f [yp(to)y~(ai) y~ (—t0)y~(t0)] . (4. )
2m

By comparing L, to the corresponding expression in the
formulation which uses replicas [Eqs. (2.7) and (2.8) in
Ref. 16], one can see that the frequency co plays a role
which is somewhat similar to the replica index n and that
the static limit to~0 corresponds to n ~0 But .although
L„ is invariant with respect to rotations of y(co) or y'(co),
the Lagrangian Lo does not have this invariance because
of the factor to in L„. Therefore, we conclude that a sym-
metry which is equivalent to the rotation symmetry in re-
plica space does not exist in our formulation.

However, the hyperbolic symmetry' ' which ex-
changes the branches y and y' and whose important role

(Z{It j } = f D'y f D y

where L =L„+L,and

(4.10)

for localization was first observed by Wegner is preserved
by Lo [see Eqs. (4.4)—(4.6)]. This symmetry is weakly
broken for I +0. But, if we include the interaction part
V» &0, then the hyperbolic symmetry is broken massive-
ly. This means that, in the presence of interactions, a
delocalization transition in two-dimensional systems is no
longer forbidden by massless Goldstone modes.

We observe finally that time-reversal invariance shows
up as a Z2 symmetry in I.o,

' i.e., I.o is invariant against
taking the Hermitian conjugate and interchanging primed
and unprimed variables:

Lo{y'yj=L{y y'j . (4.9)

This symmetry is always present in the full expression for
Lo [i e I A0, V» A0, b«&» (t, t') =0] and does not
change if one takes the random a»verage of Z {h j.

In order to obtain a field-theoretic formulation of the
localization problem in the presence of interactions, which
is amenable to a renormalization-group analysis, we next
calculate the averaged generating functional (Z{h j )D
and perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich9 transformation to
express (Z{Iij }D in terms of complex (not Grassmann)
Matrices.

Taking the random average of Eq. (4.2) yields

1

,J f dt f dt'[y; ~(t)y; .(t')y;, (t')y (t) y'. (t)y,. (.t )y (t.)y. (t)l,J,CT, O'

y', ( —)y,',.( ')y; (t')yj,'.(t)+y,',".(t)y,',.(t')y,"..(t )y, .(t)] . (4.1 1)

As a next step, variables which are coupled by b,;J and
V» are decoupled by a Hubbard-Stratonovich transfor-
mation and (Z {h j )D can be written in terms of complex
matrices:

(Z{~j&,—f Dg f DP"(~'), (4.12)

where

L {g,P j = y [(g ')„Trg,g,.+t -(V .') J Tr(P, MP, )-]

—Tr in(E P —Q+&)— (4.13)

and the matrices Q, P, E, Ii, and M are given by

Q,.{a,to, a';a, ai, ty' j; Bi{a,to, o';a co tT j

(4.14)P; {a, co,a;a ',ai', o' j =5„5~~ P; (a,ca+co'),

0 1 0—iG(co), M =E =5 5(co —co')

Here, the index a labels the different branches y and y'
and we have specialized the source field to be diagonal in
the spatial variables. Equation (4.13}yields, to the best of
our knowledge, for the first time, a closed expression for

the generating functional of a disordered electronic system
with interaction, in terms of complex matrices. Qne re-
covers for P =0, P~ ao, the noninteracting case in a form
which looks strikingly similar to previous results'~ '6 but
which avoids the replica trick. The interaction introduces
an additional matrix field P&0. As mentioned in the in-
troduction to this section this formulation is appropriate
to study the competition between localization represented
by the Q fields and ferromagnetism represented by the P
fields, ot superconducting represented by some other P
fields associated with the Cooper-pair densities.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We started by studying the motion of an electron sys-
tern in the presence of an electron hest bath„ i.e., the
Brownian motion for electrons. First, we considered a
system of free electrons. Choosing in an appropriate way
the density of states for the heat bath and the coupling be-
tween the system and the heat bath, we derived a
Langevin equation for the electron system, with damping
and noise terms. The noise-noise correlation functions
were obtained, providing us with the fermion analog of
the noise-noise correlation functions for the usual
harmonic-oscillator Brownian motion. In order to be able
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to consider interacting electron systems, we used the
Feynmann-Vernon approach. Using path integral tech-
niques with Grassmann variables and making use of the
density of states and coupling chosen before, we obtained
the influence functional refiecting the presence of the heat
hith on the action for our system. The unperturbed prop-
agator for a perturbation theory was derived. It is in-
dependent of the precise expression of the initial density
matrix for our system, and it gives immediately the results
obtained before for the free system. Comparing it with
the propagator for an electron system in thermal equilibri-
um, one observes the broadening and the frequency convo-
lution effect due to the finite damping. In the weak-
coupling limit we recover the equilibrium results. We
wrote then the generating functional for the correlation
functions of a many-electron system, with interactions, in
the presence of a heat bath.

This formalism is particularly important for disordered
systems where one has a thermal and a random average to
perform. Choosing initial conditions independent of the
disorder, all disorder will be in the time evolution of our
system and the so-called denominator problem is avoided.
The heat bath ensures that the system approaches equili-
brium.

Finally, we considered the electron localization problem
due to a disordered hopping matrix, in the presence of an
interaction. Our method provides a natural formulation
of this problem, on physical grounds, avoiding formal ma-
nipulations like the replica trick or the superfield method.
Some symmetry properties of the effective action of the
electron localization problem in the presence of a
Coulomb interaction were discussed and we gave an expli-
cit expression of the corresponding generating functional
in terms of two sets of complex matrices (one referring to
the disordered noninteracting electron system and the oth-
er taking into account the interaction).

We would finally like to point out that our method has
a number of important physical applications. It could be
used to study in electronic systems the interplay between
disorder and Coulomb interaction or disorder and super-
conductivity. Furthermore, one could also study the in-

fluence of disorder on the electron-phonon interaction by
using for the electrons our method and for the phonon
field, e.g., the Caldeira-I. eggett approach. Finally, our
formalism could be immediately applied to bosons with a
finite chemical potential, just using complex variables in-
stead of Grassmann variables and replacing Fermi func-
tions by Bose functions. This would, e.g., be important
for the study of superfiuidity of helium on a random sub-
strate.

d (a'p) = (da') p+ a'd p, (A2)

but since the variables anticommute, me must make the
distinction between left (aZa) and right (a ra) deriva-
tives, according to out of which side we take the differen-
tial da" (or dP).

The requirement of translational invariance for integra-
tion, i.e., of

a+ a= a a,
implies that

f da= f da'=0.
As a convention, one then defines that

a a= a'a' =1

and uses the notation

(A3)

(A4)

(A5)

d a=dado,

Complex conjugation is the analog of Hermitian conju-
gation and so it reverses the order of multiplication. As a
result of the rules for integration, the change of variables
is similar to the usual one, with the only difference being
that one must divide by the Jacobian of the transforma-
tion instead of multiplying by it [see also Eq. (B6)].

Finally, by definition, the electron creation and annihi-
lation operators anticommute with the Grassmann vari-
ables, and if one chooses that

a]0&= (0&,

one finds that

a
i
1&=—

i 1&a,

(A7)

(A8)

where
~
0& and

~
1 & are the usual electron states.

Electron coherent states
~
a & are, by definition, (right)

eigenvectors of the annihilation operator a, with eigen-
value a, i.e., one has

a ~a&=a~a&. (A9)

ticommutation relations, given by

Iu;,a, j = Ia,',a,' j = Ia;,aj' j =0 .

As a result, the most general function of a finite number
of them is a polynomial, with the product of all the vari-
ables in the highest monomial. When working with them
one tries to keep, as much as possible, to the usual rules.
As an example, differentiation still follows the usual rule
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~a&=D(a} ~0&,

where

(A10)

Their properties are formally similar to the boson
coherent states. They are given by

APPENDIX A: GRASSMANN VARIABLES
AND HOLOMORPHIC REPRESENTATION

Grassmann variables are the classical fields associated
with electrons and are therefore characterized by their an-

D (~} ~Q c1—CE 8

as can be seen from the property

(Al 1)

(A12)
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D '(a)aD(a) = tt +a .

Their inner product is given by

(P l
a ) =exp( —,' P—'P ,—' a—'a+P«a }

=exp[ —,
' (P' —a')a ——,

' P'(P —a)]

(A13)

(A14)

which depend on the single variable a (and not on a' ) and
are still (right) eigenvectors of the annihilation operator.

The decomposition of the identity, the inner product of
these states, and the holomorphic representation of opera-
tors is given in Eqs. (3.8)—(3.11).

(A17)

and they can b us~ to write down a deposition of
the identity

a a (A16)

One could use these coherent states
l
a) and consider

the matrix elements of the different operators between

In the path integral formalism, however,

where the variables a and a' are treated as independent, it

is preferable to use the unnormalized states
l la ) given by

lla) e( / )

APPENDIX 8: PATH INTEGRAL
FOR ELECTRONS

The path integrd expression for the evolution operator

+Iaf tf a t oI =&af lie (81)

can ~ obtained by splitting tf —t; into N stibintervals of
length ( tf —t; )/N, using the decomposition of the identity
given by Eq. (3.8), defining ao=a, , az~=af and lieeping
only terms of order 1/N for the action,

N —1 N —1

X(a&tla;t,;;0,)=, ))m J ii d al exp —,'(aiaz &+a&ao)+ & g (a)+& —ai)ak
N oo k=1

N —2 N —1

ak y 1(ak+ i ak ) g HN(ak+ leak )e
k=0 k=0

(82)

a

f 1 da «da
D a exp —, a~a t~ +a' t; a; + — a —a

I

—iH)v(a', a) dt (83)

where

N —],

D'a= lim ff d'a
N-+ co

(84)

The appropriate boundary conditions for the path in-

tegral trajectories are a(t;}=a; and a'(tf)=af, as one

should expect from the functional dependence

g (af', tf,a, ,tf, OI on a; and af or from the derivation of
the path integral. For the case of a free-electron system

with time-dependent sources i)(t},ri'(t) described by a
Hamiltonian

da' . BH da BH
dt Ba dt

Their solutions, with the appropriate boundary conditions,

+.
~l

«(t} «(~ f + ~ «(t )e +i«(t t')dt—
a(t) =e

yield

Kl af', tf,'a;, t;;rtI =exp(afe ' a;+af ri+rt a, +g)

(89)

(85)
with

the path integral for the matrix element (82}can be solved

exactly using the basic Gaussian integral with Grassmann
variables:

ff=i, ' te '"'f "9 t,
ffr}'=i dt ri (t)e

t]

(810a)

(810b)

As for the case of Gaussian path integrals with real
or complex variables the exponential factor of
E[af,tf,a;, t;;0] is in fact equal to exp(iS), where S is the
action evaluated at the trajectory which satisfies the equa-
tions of motion

t
A = —f, dt f dt'g (t)e '"' "q(t') .

As can be seen from Eq. (82) the determinant for the pre-
factor in Eq. (89) is simply l.
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