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The semiclassical Boltzmann conductivity and the first quantum correction are calculated for a
strongly two-dimensional (2D) anisotropic conductor (weakly coupled chains system) in the presence
of a magnetic field. From scaling arguments, the ground state of the system at zero temperature
is determined. When the coupling ¢ between chains is much smaller than the elastic scattering
rate 1/7, the system behaves as a set of uncoupled 1D chains. In the other limit where 1/7 L t,
the gas shows a 2D (anisotropic) behavior in zero field. A weak magnetic field leads to a negative
magnetoresistance. As a consequence of the quasi-1D aspect of the Fermi surface, a strong magnetic
field induces a transition from a 2D regime towards a 1D insulating state. The calculations are
extended to the 3D case, where a magnetic field perpendicular to the chains can induce an Anderson

localization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Among the numerous studies devoted to the physics
of localization in noninteracting disordered conductors,
the effect of a magnetic field has been one of the ma-
jor topics.!™® An important aspect has been the study
of the effect of a weak magnetic field. In the weakly
localized regime (where pertubative calculations are pos-
sible) a negative magnetoresistance was predicted in two-
dimensional (2D) and 3D systems.*”7 However, a weak
magnetic field does not destroy the localization in a 2D
system.>8 In a strong magnetic field, the interplay be-
tween localization and Landau quantization plays a cru-
cial role and leads to the quantization of the Hall effect.?

On the other hand, the 2D anisotropic electron gas that
can be found experimentally in weakly coupled chains has
revealed spectacular properties in a magnetic field, which
have been studied extensively during the past years. For
example, the quasi-1D conductors of the Bechgaard salts
family present a surprising phase diagram: a cascade of
spin-density wave phases appearing for increasing mag-
netic field. The spectrum of these field-induced spin-
density wave phases is quantized, leading to a mecha-
nism for the quantized Hall effect. More generally, the
thermodynamic properties of these quasi-1D conductors
result from an interplay between the 2D (or 3D) and 1D
aspects of the Fermi surface.1?

In this paper, we investigate the interplay between dis-
order and magnetic field in a strongly anisotropic conduc-
tor in the absence of electron-electron interaction. It is
shown that the quasi-1D aspect of the Fermi surface leads
to new developments in the physics of localization.!

We consider first a system of parallel chains arranged in
one plane (z,y) with interspacing b. When the amplitude
of the hopping ¢t between the neighboring chains is small
(t < p, p being the Fermi energy), the Fermi surface is
made of two slightly warped sheets and is well described
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by the dispersion law (A = 1 throughout the paper)
E(k) = v(|kz| — kr) + t cos(kyb) + p. (1)

Here v is the Fermi velocity.!? The linear dispersion (1) is
a standard form in the field of quasi-1D conductors in a
magnetic field.13 In presence of a magnetic field H along
the third direction, the semiclassical equations of motion
lead to the following trajectory in real space

y= bi cos(Gz), (2)
We

where G = eHb and w. = Gu is the frequency of the
electronic motion. When the field is such that w, > t,
the electronic motion becomes 1D, confined along the di-
rection of the chains. In presence of impurities, this 1D
regime is defined by w. > t and w.r > 1, where 7 is
the elastic scattering time. This point will be precised
below when considering the impurity averaged one parti-
cle Green’s function. This one dimensionalization should
strongly modify the electronic properties of the conduc-
tor in presence of impurities. More precisely, we expect
a strong magnetic field to induce a transition towards a
1D regime where the wave functions are one dimensional
and localized on a length of the order of the mean free
path.

In the weak-field limit w.r <« 1, the magnetic field
can be treated semiclassically and the one dimension-
alization can be neglected. However, the question arises
whether the results for the isotropic 2D gas can be simply
extended by introducing two anisotropic diffusion coeffi-
cients (or equivalently two anisotropic masses). A first
answer can be given by comparing the elastic scattering
time 7 and the hopping time (of the order of 1/t) to the
neighboring chain in the clean system. When 7 > 1/t,
the electronic motion in the y direction is coherent from
one chain to another and becomes diffusive on a length
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scale much larger than b. In this case, we expect no es-
sential difference with the isotropic case. On the other
hand, when 7 < 1/, the electronic motion along the y
direction is incoherent (there is no coherent band mo-
tion). The hopping of an electron to the neighboring
chain is a diffusive process. The broadening 1/7 of the
Fermi surface is bigger than the energy dispersion ¢ along
ky, so that the 2D aspect of the Fermi surface is lost. In
this case, the physics of localization (in a weak magnetic
field) is expected to be different from that of the isotropic
gas.

The magnetoresistance of a planar array of edge dislo-
cations described by the dispersion law (1) has been stud-
ied by Nakhmedov, Pridogin, and Firsov in the weak-field
limit.!* These authors have calculated the contribution
of the maximally crossed diagrams to the conductivity.
Starting from a 2D anisotropic diffusion equation for the
cooperon in zero field, they have taken into account the
effect of the magnetic field by a Peierls substitution for
a particle of charge 2e. We show in this paper that the
diffusion equation obtained in this way is correct in the
weak-field limit where the semiclassical phase integral
(also called eikonal) approximation for the one-particle
Green’s function is valid. However, this diffusion equa-
tion cannot describe the high-field limit where the elec-
tronic wave functions become one dimensional. There-
fore, in order to describe the effect of a strong magnetic
field, it is necessary to use the exact Green’s functions as
will be done in this paper.

In Sec. II, we determine the one-particle Green’s func-
tions in presence of a magnetic field and calculate the
self-energy due to the elastic scattering. The lifetime
of an electron at the Fermi surface does not depend
on the magnetic field. We then calculate the semi-
classical (Boltzmann) conductivity. Since we use the
exact Green’s functions, the expressions for the con-
ductivity are valid for any value of the magnetic field.
It is shown that the only field effect is to reduce the
transverse (perpendicular to the chains) diffusion coef-
ficient: this is explained by the magnetic-field-induced
one dimensionalization. In Sec. III, we calculate the
weak-localization correction éo.;(H) to the semiclassi-
cal conductivity o, (H) which is given by the maximally
crossed diagrams. In the weak-field limit (Sec. IITA),
we show that the exact Green’s functions are correctly
described by the eikonal approximation. The expres-
sion for 60,,(H) is compared with the one obtained in
the case of a closed Fermi surface. In the high-field
limit (Sec. IIIB), the pole of the cooperon is restored
because of the magnetic-field-induced one dimensional-
ization. The contribution of the maximally crossed dia-
grams is calculated. In each case (weak-field and high-
field limits), we give a simple physical explanation for the
expression of the first quantum correction to the conduc-
tivity. In order to determine the nature (localized or
delocalized) of the ground state at zero temperature, we
construct a scaling procedure based on the calculation
of the weak-localization correction (Sec. IV). Our main
result is that a strong magnetic field induces a transition
from a 2D regime (where the localization lengths are ex-
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ponentially large compared to the mean free paths) to-
wards a 1D regime where the electronic wave functions
are one dimensional with a localization length of the or-
der of the mean free path. In Sec. V, we consider the case
of a strongly anisotropic 3D conductor. In this case, it is
shown that the magnetic field induces a transition from a
3D metallic regime towards a 2D or 1D insulating regime
depending on the direction of the field. In conclusion, we
comment on the observability of the effects described in
this paper in two physical systems: the quasi-1D organic
conductors and the systems of weakly coupled quantum
wires.

II. CONDUCTIVITY

The Hamiltonian of the system is obtained from the
dispersion law E(k) by the Peierls substitution. Using
the Landau gauge A(0, Hz,0) the Hamiltonian in ab-
sence of disorder is written as

H =v(] — i8z| — kr) + t cos(—ibdy — Gz) + p.  (3)

In the chosen gauge, the transverse momentum ky is still
a good quantum number so that the eigenstates can be
written as @, (r) = e’*v¥¢y (z) where ¢, (z) is solution
of the equation

[v(|—10z|—kF)+t cos(kyb—Gz)+uldk, () = edx, ().
(4)

We have now to solve a one-dimensional Schrédinger
equation with a periodic potential. In first order in t,
this periodic potential couples the 1D plane wave state
|kz) with the state |k; +G). Since t < p and G < kp for
any value of the magnetic field, a state |k;) around the
Fermi level is mostly coupled with the states |kL) such
that |k; — k. |/kr < 1. Consequently it is possible to ne-
glect the coupling of the two sheets of the Fermi surface
by the magnetic field. The condition G < kr ensures the
validity of the Peierls substitution. The operator | — 9,
appearing in the Hamiltonian can be replaced by —iad;
for the sheet @ = +, — of the Fermi surface. The eigen-
states and the corresponding eigenvalues are then given

by

Pk,a(r) = _.:l__eik‘r+iach[Sin(kyb—Gz)—sin(kvb)]’ )

>

€k,o = V(oky — kr) + p. (6)

Each eigenstate is labeled by the vector k = kg, k,, where
ky is restricted to the first Brillouin zone | — /b, 7/b]
and a = sgn(k;). S = L? is the size of the system. Note
that the eigenenergies (6) do not depend on the field.
This can be understood by noting that the semiclassical
orbits in the magnetic field are open: as a consequence,
there is no Landau quantization, the density of states is
field independent and it is possible to find another set of
eigenstates with field independent eigenvalues [Egs. (5)
and (6)]. Since & o does not depend on ky, it is possible
to define a set of eigenfunctions
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1 —i
Xkz,N,a(2,y = 1nb) = + D e Nhubgy o(r)

ky
= L ikes—i(N—n)Gz/2+i(N—n)r/2
bv'S
t Gz
XJIN-pn|—200—sin | — } |, 7
ver[ragan ()] @
€k,,N,a = €k a- (8)

Here J,, is the nth order Bessel function. The 1D behav-
ior of the system is clearly visible on the states Xx«, n,q-
For infinite magnetic field, the electrons are localized on
chains. The crossover between the 2D and 1D regimes
is reached when w,. is of the order of t. We note ELG
and ék . the operators of creation and annihilation of a
particle in the state ¢y . The corresponding Matsubara
Green’s function is then equal to

B
g(a) (k, en) = — / dTeienT(TTék,a(T)éit(,a(o))
0

N (9)

1€n — ék,a ’

where Ek,a = €x,o — 1t and €, = 27T (n+1/2) is a fermion
Matsubara frequency.

The effect of disorder is taken into account by adding
the term Vimp = V' }_; 6(r — Ry) in the Hamiltonian (3).
We assume that there is no correlation between the posi-
tions Ry of the different impurities. In second quantiza-

tion, Vimp can be written as a function of the operators

&,a and EL,a

Vv ’
Vimp = ',STRZ:; As\?’a )(kyaky +qy)
Yq

xpi(@ — NG)&| o o Bic,a-
(10)
Here p;(q) = Y ; exp(—iq - Ry) is the Fourier transform

of the density of impurities. The coefficients Ag@"al) are
defined by

AR (ky by + 0) = DA (k)1 N (ky + @)
n

(11)
27
AU inytic—t[si i
@)= [T BU inutiaz sin(k,b-u)-sin(kyb)]
- eink,b—ia;t; sin(ky b) Jn (a i) . (12)
We

The self-energy () (k, €,) associated with the impurity
averaged single-particle Green'’s function is calculated in
lowest order in n; (the impurity density) and V' (Born
approximation) as shown in Fig. 1. The impurity average
is carried out by standard methods.!® The contributions
of the diagrams of Figs. 1(a) and 1(b) are given by
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(a)

>

1
k,a k+q,Q k,o

FIG. 1. Diagrams for the self-energy in the Born approx-
imation. Each interaction line with an impurity is labeled by
a vector q and an integer N [see Eq. (10))].

B (K, €0) = nVAF ) (ky, k), (13)

£@ e ey = MV (@e) 2
b ( ’E")_TZZ |AN (ky, ky + qy)|
N gy

X Zé("l)(km + gz, €n)-
9z

(14)
In the preceding equation, we have used the fact that
the Green’s function g(")(k, €n,) depends only on k,.

£ (k,€,) and f),(,") (k, €r) are calculated using the prop-
erties

A (ky ky) = 1, (15)
1 (a,a) 2 _ 1
I Z |AN"" "(ky, ky + qy)|° = 3 (16)

qy,N

fl((,a)(k, €n) is real and can be absorbed in a renormaliza-
tion of the chemical potential. Performing the sum over
g- as in the isotropic case,'® we come to the following
expression for the self-energy:

i(")(k, €n) = —;—ngn(en), (17)

% = 2N () V2, (18)
where N(0) = 1/7bv is the density per spin of the states
¢k, at the Fermi level. We recover the usual expression
for the lifetime of an electron at the Fermi surface. 7 is
not affected by the magnetic field: this is due to the fact
that the density of states does not depend on the field.
In order to calculate the conductivity, we need an
expression for the current operator associated with the
Hamiltonian (3). To take advantage of the conservation
of the transverse momentum in the Landau gauge, we
define the fermion operators (*)(z, k,) and their conju-
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gated operators 1/)("‘)1 (z, ky) by

L
o k) = = /0 dy e~ (@ (r), (19)

@ (r) =

Z Z Pk,a (r)&k,a-

aky>0 ky

(20)

The current operators are obtained from the velocity op-
erators v, = i[H,z| and vy = i[H, y]. The Fourier trans-
forms with respect to y of the current operators j,(r) and
Jy(r) at point r are given by (Appendix A)

J

Opv(w, H)
a o’ B,B' ky,ky,

vg"""’)(a:, ky) = a’Uéa,a'a (24)
v{®)(z, k,) = —btsin(kyb — Gx). (25)

Here GRA“* )(:n ', ky,k,) are the retarded and ad-
vanced Green s functlons in the representation (z, k) be-
fore impurity averaging.

The semiclassical (Boltzmann) conductivity is ob-
tained by replacing the product (GRG4)imp by the
product of the impurity averaged Green’s functions.
The impgrity averaged single-particle Green’s functions
(GR Al )( z,z’, ky, y))lmp—éa a'ékv,k' GR Al )(:1: z' ky)
are directly obtamed from the definition of the operators
Y@ (z, k v ) w("‘)'(x, ky) and from the impurity averaged
Green’s function () (k,€,). The retarded Green’s func-
tion is written as
GE? (z,2',k,) = ¥V @ RIGR® (z _ g) (26)

by vy ) — € ’

€

O (z, 2’ k) = af— [sin(kyb—Gz)—sin(k,b—Gz"))].
c

(27)

We hgvc(ea )introduced the one-dimensional Green’s func-
tion GE™ (2’ — ) defined by

e b t2
oyy(w, H) =

a,a’ B,8" ky
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: (o3 t [e3
Jz(, ‘Iy) = ev Z a"l’( ) (z, ky — Qy)’l/)( )(:B, ky)v (21)
a,ky

Jy(Tyqy) = _e_btzz [sin(kyb — Gx)

’
ky a,a

+ sin(kyb — gyb — Gz)]

x @' (2, ky — g, )0 (z, k).
(22)

In Egs. (21) and (22) and in the following, it is assumed
that the size L of the system is normalized to unity. The
conductivity at ¢ = 0 and T' = 0 is given by the Kubo
formula!®

ZZ > / d da'v) (@, ky P (&' ey NGBS YL (@3 Ky k)G ™ (&2, Ky Ky i,

(23)
I
GEV (2 —a') = 3 e =TIGE (k,)
ka:
_____em(kF+ +4r)(z—2') (28)
v
if a(z — ') > 0, and O otherwise. Here | =

vT is the mean free path. Noting that the prod-
uct GR (z,2',k,)GA (', z, k,) is equal to GF (z —
2)GA® (2! — 1), 0zz(w, H) is written as

Ooa(w, H) = / drda' 0%z — o),  (29)

Q2P (z — ') = GBS (z — 2)Ghy (& —x).  (30)

The integrals over z and z’ yield ij‘i""(qz = 0), where
Q%P (gy) is the Fourier transform of Q%4 (z — z')

T/v

. . : (31)
— WT +1QVTq,

Qfﬁ’ﬁ(%) =ba,8 1

The dc conductivity o, is then independent of H and is
given by

0sz(H) = 2¢2N(0)D,. (32)

The factor 2 comes from spin degeneracy and D, = v37

is the diffusion coeflicient along the z direction in zero
field. The conductivity oy, (w) is written as

=SS [ dedsppe @0t Ngne (i — g) (33)
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Performing the sum over k, and the integrals over x and
2’ leads to

ezbt2 = oo
oW, H) = ———3 > Q5 (6G).

a,a’ B

(34)

Eventually, introducing a factor 2 to take into account
the spin degeneracy, the dc conductivity oy, (H) can be
written as

oyy(H) = 262N (0) D, (H), (35)

where we have introduced the magnetic-field-dependent
transverse diffusion coefficient Dy(H) = Dy /(1 + w?r?).
D, = t2b?1/2 is the diffusion coefficient along the y direc-
tion in zero field. o4, (H) can be calculated in a similar
way and is seen to be zero. There is no Hall effect be-
cause the curvature of the dispersion law at the Fermi
level is zero. Thus, the effect of the magnetic field on the
transport properties can be taken into account by renor-
malizing the transverse diffusion coefficient. The coef-
ficient D,(H) defines a magnetic-field-dependent mean
free path in the y direction l,(H) = l,/(1 + w21?)!/2,
where l, = tbr/+/2 is the mean free path in zero mag-
netic field. In the incoherent limit (¢7 <« 1), l,, < b. The
hopping of an electron to the neighboring chain is diffu-
sive for every value of the magnetic field. In the coherent
limit (¢7 > 1), I, > b. In this case the localization on
the chains of the electrons in high field leads to a decrease
of the mean free path l,(H), which becomes of the order
of bt/w, when w,r > 1. Therefore, the hopping to the
neighboring chain becomes diffusive when ¢ ~ w.

III. WEAK LOCALIZATION

We now consider the first quantum correction to the
conductivity. This correction is obtained by summing
the maximally crossed diagrams which give rise to a di-
vergent correction to the conductivity (in 2D and 1D)
at low temperature in zero field. As pointed out in the
Introduction, these diagrams have to be considered in
both the low-field limit w.7 <« 1 and the high-field limit
we > t,1/7. The maximally crossed diagrams define a
propagator P (the cooperon), which becomes a ladder
diagram in the particle-particle channel (Fig. 2). In the
representation (z, ky), P is determined by the following
integral equation:

Pu(51317$2,11y) = n‘ivzé(xl - .'172)
+n,~V2/d:z:3Qw($1’1‘3,<Iy)
XPw(m3,z27qy)) (36)

where the kernel

(a)
Qw(xl’xl’uqy) = Z Z Ggp+w($la$3,py)

a,a’ py

(')
XGgF (xlw'L'S,Qy _Py) (37)

is the usual pair propagator. The cooperon is calculated
at finite frequency, and the inelastic processes are taken
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(a) >< + 4.

ky %-ky
() =[Pl = X +X|P
4-ky Ky ' '

FIG. 2. (a) Maximally crossed diagrams. (b) Dyson equa-
tion for the cooperon P(z1,z2,qy) in the particle-particle
channel.

into account by replacing —iw by 1/7y,, where 7y, is the
shortest inelastic relaxation time in the system.7—2! The
temperature is assumed to be low enough so that 7 < 7in.
Using expressions (26)—(28) of the Green’s functions, the
kernel Q is given by

1 .- w
Qw(zl,xz)’qy):me |$2 Ill/lcos( (.'L'2—ZE1))

v

x Jo [-:—i sin (E;-(mz - -731))
X sin(qyg - g(xl + zz))], (38)

where Jj is the zeroth-order Bessel function. In order to
solve the integral equation (36), it is necessary to solve
the eigenvalue problem defined by the kernel Q

/dszw($1, T2, Qy)wv,qy (1'2) = /\u,q,,"/’u,q,, (z1)- (39)

Here, v is a quantum number which indexes the eigen-
functions 1,4, and the eigenvalues A, 4, . The propagator
is then given by

'lp;,qy (m2)¢l’,0v (1?1)
1- n,-V2)\V,qv )

P.(z1,%2,qy) =niV2 Y (40)

When the propagator P,(z1,Z2,qy) is known, the first
quantum correction §0z5 to gz, is given by

2,,2
60'3;3(H) = %Z/ d$1d$2F($1,$27Qy)
dy

XPw.-:O(xl’xZ’qy), (41)

Flanong) = o'y / dz dz'GES (2, 71, ky)

a,o’ ky
R(a') ’
xXGE, (z2, 2, qy — ky)
Ay
XGEF (:E yT1,qy — ky)

XGAED (z2,2,ky).  (42)



9608

In Eq. (41), P, =0 is obtained from P, by replacing —iw
by 1/7in. The function F(z1,z2,qy) is calculated in Ap-
pendix B and turns out to be proportional to the kernel
Qu=0(T1,72,qy)

F(z1,22,qy) = 27°Qu=0(z1, T2, qy)- (43)
Using the preceding result, the integration over z; and
75 in Eq. (41) can be done. §o,,(H) is given by
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A very interesting feature is that we only need to know
the eigenvalues ), 4, in order to calculate 60, (H). A
similar expression has been obtained by Kawabata for
the 2D isotropic electron gas.??

In order to explain qualitatively the effect of the mag-
netic field on the electronic motion, we start considering
the Green’s function in real space

m-;(z+z; )—in%g

i [rartsn (S - )

GR( )(a: ',y =nb) =

§ : Avg
60’3::c (H lb ; (44)
1—-n;V /\,,q )
7
xGe (z—12'), (45)
207, 11 207 -
f n
e r
[
15 15
10 10
5 NEHCEERNGE i ST -
H V”{" | E H ax EE
0 0
-+ 2 [
anas 1 unas
s s vn‘-
EE 1
. B ] | 4 a = 3
10 EERLO 10 Zum
15 e i isff e &%
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0 0 FIG. 3. Amplitude of the
Green'’s function in real space.
15 . .
e Each horizontal line corre-
10 1o sponds to a given chain. The
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1
s ! s . we/t = 0, 0.125, 0.25, 0.5, 1,
H : H HHH L ] and 2.5. For w, > t, the
o o electronic motion is one dimen-
unan nnni O canm : sional.
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where éf(a) is given by (28) and does not depend on

the magnetic field. Gf(a) (z,z',y = nb) describes the
propagation of an electron from the point (z/,0) to the
point (z,y = nb). The field has two different effects.
On the one hand, it adds a phase factor to the Green’s
function. It can be verified that this phase factor is equal
to

G (z,v)
n—(z+2) = e/ ds - A(s), (46)
2 (2/,0)
where the path of integration is a straight line between
the two points (z’,0) and (z,y = nb). This phase factor
is responsible for the breakdown of time-reversal symme-
try. On the other hand, the field modifies the argument
of the Bessel function J,. Clearly, this latter effect is re-
lated to the one dimensionalization induced by the mag-
netic field. For infinite magnetic field, the argument of
the Bessel function vanishes and the Green’s function is
equal to zero unless n = 0: the electronic motion is one
dimensional. The phase factor (46) vanishes and time-
reversal symmetry is restored. Since the Green’s func-
tion GR (¢ — z') introduces a cutoff |z — 2’| ~ [, in the
limit w7 = Gl <« 1 it is possible to neglect the second
|

QL(,.;eik) (1'1, T2, q’y) =

The integral equation (39) can be rewritten as

1 2t . b G
Z/dszo [7332 51“(%5 — Gz — 51:2)]

x > €97 Q8% (g )p(z + 22) = Mh(a),

a,qz

(48)

where 7, is now the distance over which the particle-
particle pair propagates. We have introduced the 1D
part of the kernel and its Fourier transform

Q2 (2) = GBS, (2)GAS (=), (49)

T/v

a0 =68 _ .
% (@) =ba-a 1 —iwt +iavTg,

(50)

As can be seen from Eq. (44), the main contribution to
6045(H) comes from the eigenvalues ), 4, which verify
1-n;V2\,q, < 1. Thus, it is sufficient to take into ac-
count the contribution of the states 1,4, v < vo, where
the cut off vy is defined by 1—n;V2X,, 4, ~ 1. As will be
verified latter, for weak enough magnetic field w.tm2? <« 1,
the two terms y(z +x2) and Jp appearing in Eq. (48) are
slowly varying for |z2| < I. The slow variation of Jy when
tT > 1 is due to the fact that 2¢7sin(g,b/2 - Gz) < 1 in
the region where 9, 4, (z) (v < o) has a nonzero value.

1
——ze"“_’“l/l cos (% (z2 — :1:1)) Jo [%(zz — z1)sin (qy-g- -
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effect. Consequently, the field effect reduces to the ad-
dition of the phase factor (46) in the Green’s function.
Thus, we recover the semiclassical phase integral (also
called eikonal) approximation.23 Note that in the limit
weT = Gl K 1, it is always possible to neglect the field
dependence of the argument of the Bessel function, even
if w, > t. Therefore, the crossover to the 1D regime
is defined by the two conditions w,7 > 1 and w, > t.
In the semiclassical picture described at the beginning of
this paper, these conditions can be understood as follows.
When the condition w, > t is fullfilled, the semiclassical
orbits become 1D. However, for the electron to be sensi-
ble to the 1D aspect of the orbits, it has to cover more
than one spatial period between two elastic diffusions.
This latter condition leads to w.7 > 1. Figure 3 shows
the amplitude of the Green’s function for different values
of the magnetic field. In high field, the electronic motion
is localized on a single chain.

A. Low-field limit

We first consider the low field limit w.7 <« 1, where
the eikonal approximation is valid. The kernel Q is then
given by

%(ml + x2)>] . 47)

r

Expanding ¥(z + x2) and Jp in second order in x5 leads
to the equation

2Na,—a
bZ[Qa’—a — sin (%b —G:c) _____6 g >—(0)
3 a,—a 32 a,—a
+ 27 i0, - 12 0152 wie) = 20t

(51)

Using Eq. (50), we come eventually to the following dif-
fusion equation for the particle-particle pair:

02 %y

o) (z) + t2[1 — cos(gyb — 2Gz)] ()

- %(1 — nV2A +iwr)Y(z). (52)

The preceding equation was used as starting point by
Nakhmedov, Prigodin, and Firsov.!4 We have shown that
this equation is correct for weak magnetic field w 7% <
1. As in the isotropic case, the effect of the magnetic
field is to replace the operator —iV by —iV —2eA, where
2e is the charge of the particle-particle pair. Equation
(52) is the well known Mathieu equation. The spectrum
1 —n;V2\, 4, + iwr is well approximated by a continu-
ous spectrum above the sinusoidal barrier and a discrete
spectrum below the barrier. The eigenvalues and eigen-
states are then approximated by (replacing —iw by 1/7in)
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1- nin)\qz,qy = Dz‘rqi +t272 4 T/Tin (53)

Vaura, (T) = €192° (54)
above the barrier, and

1 =1V An g, =4eDeg HT(m + 1) + 7/7in,  (55)

wn,m,q,, (2:) = fm(x - -'En) (56)

below the barrier. Here x,, = ¢,b/2G — nw/G and f,,,(x)
is the mth level of the harmonic oscillator with “fre-
quency” 2v/2w.t and “mass” 1 /2v2. We have introduced
the effective diffusion coefficient Deg = (DyD,)'/2. Ac-
cording to the relative values of 1/t, 7, and 7i,, we dis-
tinguish the three different limits: (a) coherent limit,
1/t < 7; (b) incoherent limit (low temperature), 7 < 1/t
and 7 < Atp < Tin; (c) incoherent limit (high tempera-
ture), T < 1/t and 7 < 7y < Atg. In the coherent limit,
the electronic motion from one chain to the neighboring
chain is ballistic (the mean free path I, is much larger
than the spacing between chains ). In the incoherent
limits (b) and (c), the electron diffuses to the neighbor-
ing chain in a time Aty = 1/2t?7 ~ b2/D,. The spectra
corresponding to these three different limits are shown in
Fig. 4. In the coherent limit, all the levels of the spec-
trum which have to be considered (1 — n;V2A, 4, < 1)
are discrete [Fig. 4(a)]. In the incoherent limit, both the

2.2

2t T‘ ‘\\ 7/\ //

(@)

2t’1?

T/ T v \*\ 7

U T 4
2t’t?

(c)

FIG. 4. Schematic spectrum 1—n;V?3\, ¢, +iwt at w = 0.
The shaded regions correspond to the continuous part of the
spectrum. (a) Coherent limit: ¢t >> 1. (b) Incoherent limit
(low temperature): t7 <1 and 2t>7% 3> 7/7in. (c) Incoherent
limit (high temperature): t7 < 1 and 2t?7% <« 7/7in.
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discrete part and the continuous part of the spectrum
contribute to 605, (H) [Figs. 4(b) and 4(c)]. However, in
the high-temperature limit (c), the discrete part of the
spectrum is cut off by the inelastic processes and does
not contribute to 60, (H).

We consider first the coherent limit (a). In this case,
the sum over the discrete levels has to be cut off at
mo ~ 1/4eDegHT. When w.t1? < 1, mg > 1 and the
state ¥n mo,q, () centered at point z, has a width of
the order of (Yn,mo,q, (T = Zn)?[¥n,mo,e,) /% ~ 1/GtT <
1/G. For all the states ¥ mq,, m < mo, we then have
t7sin(g,b/2 — Gx) < 1. Moreover, it can be easily veri-
fied [also in limits (b) and (c)] that the states v, 4, (),
v < 1y, are slowly varying on a length scale equal to the
mean free path [. Therefore, the assumptions leading to
Eq. (52) are justified when w.t7? < 1.24 Since mo > 1,
the pole of the cooperon is not completely suppressed
and the eigenvalues A, 4, appearing in the numerator of
(44) can be replaced by 1/n;V2. Taking into account the
degeneracy G/ of the level A, 1, q,, the correction to the
conductivity is given by (introducing a factor 2 for spin

degeneracy)
e (D, 1 1 Aty
-5 () v+ )
1 At

—\1/(§+ — )] (57)

where ¥ is the digamma function. We have introduced
the time Aty = 1/4eD.gH. Equation (57) is analogous
to the one obtained for a gas with anisotropic masses.?5:21
Therefore, in the limit ¢ > 1, the fact that the Fermi
surface is open does not play an essential role. The sys-
tem behaves like a gas with an elliptic Fermi surface.

In the incoherent limits (b) and (c), the cutoff mg is
determined by mo ~ Aty/Ate. The levels A,, 4, Which
contribute to 8o, (H) are such that t/v < |gz| < qo,
where go ~ 1/1. As in the preceding case, the eigenvalues
Av,q, appearing in the numerator of (44) are replaced by
1/n;V2. In the incoherent limit (b), the correction to the
conductivity is given by

2 3
Oy~ _ & (D= 1 Aty
bore () =~ 32 (D) [q'(z + At
o)
2 Tin

o2
—m\/D_z(vAto—\/’F)- (58)

Sol3) (H) =

In the incoherent limit (c), the contribution of the dis-
crete levels vanishes. 603(;‘; (H) does not depend on the

magnetic field and is given by the 1D result

509 (H) = 650D = _%JD_I(\/E —V7).  (59)

The preceding expressions for §o,,(H) agree with
those of Nakhmedov, Prigodin, and Firsov in the limits
(a) and (b), but differ in the limit (c).! For each of the



limits (a) and (b), it is possible to define a characteristic
field Hy by Atg, ~ Tin.

We now adopt the physical interpretation of the
weak localization as introduced originally by Altshuler,
Aronov, and Bergmann.?!:2% The propagation of an elec-
tron from r to r’ can be described by a Feynmann path
integral over all paths connecting r to r’. Each closed
path r = r' can be covered clockwise (with amplitude A;)
or counterclockwise (with amplitude A;). When time-
reversal symmetry holds, the two amplitudes A; and
A, are coherent and lead to constructive interferences.
Therefore, the probability for an electron to return to
its starting point during its diffusive motion is enhanced.
The divergence of the maximally crossed diagrams orig-
inates in these interferences. In presence of a magnetic
field, the constructive interferences are destroyed when
the magnetic flux across the area of the closed path is of
the order of the flux quantum ¢q.

Consider first the coherent limit (a). The paths lead-
ing to the weak localization in zero field correspond to a
propagation time At between 7 and 7i,. Since 1/t € 7
(1/t is of the order of the hopping time to the neighbor-
ing chain in the clean system), all these paths are two
dimensional. A given closed path of area S ~ DegAt
will contribute to the weak localization if SH < ¢q. This
condition can be rewritten as At < Aty. Therefore, the
closed paths which contribute to the weak localization in
presence of the magnetic field correspond to a propaga-
tion time At between 7 and Atgy.

Consider now the incoherent limits (b) and (c). Since
T <« 1/t, the electronic motion to the neighboring chain
is diffusive. The diffusive time is given by b2/D, ~ At,.
In the limit (b), the paths are 1D if 7 < At < Atp and
2D if Atg < At < 7in. The one-dimensional paths are not

affected by the magnetic field and therefore contribute to
|

1 4@ . (G . b G iqz T2 Ao, —a z
Qulz,z2,9y) = EJO [;c- sm(gxg) sm(qy§ - -2—(2m' +:c2))] Z e9="2 Q%= (g, )e"2%,
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the weak localization for every value of the magnetic field.
On the other hand, the two-dimensional paths which con-
tribute to the weak localization correspond to a propa-
gation time Aty < At < Aty. Clearly, the 2D and 1D
paths are associated with the discrete and the continuous
parts of the spectrum 1—n;V2), ¢, . In both the limits (a)
and (b), we have 60, (H) — 6045(0) ~ €% In(eH DegTin)
for Aty < Tin.

In the incoherent limit (c), the diffusion time Aty to the
neighboring chain is larger than the inelastic scattering
time 7in. Therefore, all the paths are one dimensional
and are not affected by the magnetic field. As a result,
the correction to the conductivity does not depend on
the magnetic field.

B. High-field limit

We now consider the other limit of interest: the high-
field regime w, > t,1/7. In this limit, the magnetic field
localizes the electrons on the chains of highest conduc-
tivity. The term in the Hamiltonian (3) which breaks
time-reversal symmetry oscillates too fast and can be ig-
nored. The gas becomes 1D and time-reversal symmetry
is restored. As a result, the maximally crossed diagrams
diverge at low temperature and lead to a strong correc-
tion to the conductivity.

In the limit w. > t,1/7, the eikonal approximation
does not hold any more and we have to consider the ex-
act kernel Q defined by (38). Noting that ¥(z + z2) =
e®2%1)(z), the integral equation for the functions ¢(z)
can be written as

/dzzQw(a:, Z2,qy)¥(x) = AY(x) (60)

with

(61)

9z,

In the limit w, > t, the argument of the Bessel function in Eq. (61) is small. The kernel of the integral equation can

be written as

Qw(xyx%q‘y) = ng(xyx%qy) + 6Qw($,$2,Qy) + o (

2

%) (62

t
0Qu(z,x2,9y) = -—m{l — cos(Gzz) — cos[gyb — G(2z + x2)]

+ cos(Gz3) cos[gyb — G(2x + z2)]} Z e9=72 Q% =% (g, )e®2%

Here Q% (z,z2,q,) is the kernel for infinite magnetic
field. It has the usual 1D expression. The corresponding
eigenvalues and eigenfunctions are given by

1- "iv2/\2,q, = —iwT + Dy7q2, (64)

Yaore, (T) = €'4=2, (65)

(63)

4z,

[

In first order in 6Q,(z, Z2,qy), the eigenvalues are given

by
¢$1QV> *

(66)

/dmzéQw(x, z2,qy)

_ yoo oo
AQzaQy - /\stQy + <¢Q=19y
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Retaining only the first correction in t /w,, the eigenvalues
Age,q, aTe given by (Appendix C)

. t2
—iwT + Dy7g2 + 2 (67)

c

1- ninA‘?z;‘]v =

in the limits (a) and (b) and (¢) (w.r > 1), and
1-nV2)Aq, q, = —iwT + Do7g? + 772 (68)

in the limits (b) and (¢) (we7 < 1). In this latter case, we
recover the continuous spectrum derived in the eikonal
approximation. Since in the limit ¢ € w, < 1/7, the
discrete spectrum (55) does not contribute to the weak
localization, the two approaches (eikonal approximation
and limit w, > t) are in agreement. In the limit w, >
t,1/7, the conductivity is given by

2
8045 (H) = 60(1P) = —;—b(\/pm,, — /Do) (69)
if 7in <« Ato(H), and
602 (H) = ——[\/D Ato(H) — v/ Dy] (70)

if Ato(H) < Tin. We have introduced the time Ato(H) =
Tw?/t2. Since Egs. (69) and (70) are valid only in the
limit wer > 1, 8042 (H) = ~ §0(1D) = 60;0) in the incoher-
ent limit (c), for every value w; > t,1/7 of the magnetic
field. This result agrees with the preceding considera-
tions from which it follows that the correction to the
conductivity does not depend on the magnetic field. In-
deed, in this limit, all the closed paths leading to the weak
localization are 1D and are not affected by the magnetic
field. As in the low-field case, the expression of 0., (H)
can be interpreted with very simple arguments. In the
limit w, > t,1/7, the hopping to the neighboring chain
is diffusive [in both the limits (a) and (b)] with a diffu-
sion coefficient Dy (H) ~ b%t?/Tw?2. Therefore, it takes a
time of the order of Ato(H) for an electron to diffuse to
the neighboring chain. In this high-field limit, the weak
localization is due to the 1D closed paths. These paths
have a propagation time 7 < At < Atg(H). As in the
weak-field limit, we introduce a characteristic field H;
defined by Ato(Hl) ~ Tin. For H > Hl, all the paths
such that At < 7, are 1D: b0z = 60(1D),

We have also calculated numerically the spectrum of
the integral operator Q in the limit ¢7 > 1. Figure 5
shows the eigenvalues 1 —n;V2\, 4, for gy =0and w =0

—

Eigenvalues

o

FIG. 5. Numerical calculation of the eigenvalues 1 —
niV2Ay,q, versus magnetic field in the limit t7 > 1.
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FIG. 6. Absolute value of the first quantum correction to
the conductivity |60z (H)| versus magnetic field in the limit
tr > 1 (Lin = 7.51). The critical field H; corresponds to
we ~ 7.5t.

versus magnetic field. Writting the integral equation as
Oy, = A1y, where O is a differential operator of infinite
order, it is easily seen that the operator O commutes with
the translation operator of m/G. Consequently, the eigen-
states can be chosen as Bloch functions ¥,,q, = ¥n,q.,q,
where n is a band index and ¢, is a vector between —G
and G. Figure 5 shows the two first bands (n=1 and n=2)
for different values of g, (note that since we have chosen
values for g, uniformely distributed between —G and G,
the value of each g, increases with the magnetic field).
For very weak field, each band is dispersionless and the
Landau regime 1 —n;V2\, o o = 4eDegHT(n +1/2) is
clearly visible. When the field is increased, the pole of the
cooperon is suppressed and the degeneracy of each band
is lifted. In the high-field regime, the pole is restored.
The eigenvalues of the lowest band are distributed be-
tween 0 and 1 and we recover the continuous 1D spec-
trum. The eigenvalues of the higher bands tend to 1.
Figure 6 shows |60, (H)| versus magnetic field. In the
low-field regime, the conductivity is given by the analyti-
cal result (57). In the high-field regime, the conductivity
has been obtained from the eigenvalues of the kernel (38)
shown in Fig. 5.

It should also be noted that both effects (negative mag-
netoresistance in low field and positive magnetoresistance
in high field) bear similarities with the disappearance and
the reentrance of the superconducting phase in strongly
anisotropic 3D superconductors in a magnetic field.26:27
In each case, the effect of the field can be understood as
the suppression and the restoration of the Cooper pole
for increasing magnetic field.

IV. SCALING

Up to now, we have calculated the first quantum cor-
rection to the conductivity, without considering the va-
lidity of this pertubative calculation. In the weakly local-
ized regime, where the pertubative approach is valid, the
weak-localization correction gives the temperature (via
7in) and magnetic-field dependence of the conductivity.
In order to obtain more information on the ground state
of the system, we apply a scaling procedure following
the approach of Apel and Rice.2® We first note that the
quantum correction at zero temperature for a system of
finite size Ly, Ly = [Dy(H)/Dy|Y/%L, is obtained from



46 LOCALIZATION AND MAGNETIC FIELD IN A QUASI-ONE- . ..

the preceding calculation by replacing L, = (Dg7in)'/?
by L. We consider a system of microscopic size {, {,,(H).
From the form of 0., (H), it is possible to deduce the
behavior of the system at length scales [, l,(H). We then
increase the size of the system. Using the known results
in 2D and 1D, we can deduce the ground state of a system
of macroscopic size.

We first consider the case where t7 < 1 in zero mag-
netic field. We start the scaling procedure with a system
of size I,1,. According to Eq. (59), the system has a 1D
behavior as long as L is smaller than Lo = (D;Atg)Y/2.
Ly is the length along which the electron has to diffuse on
a given chain before it diffuses to the neighboring chain.
Therefore, for L, < Lg, the chains can be considered
as decoupled. When increasing the length of the chains,
the dimensionless conductance g, will evoluate according
to the 1D scaling function 3'°(g;) = dIn(g;)/dIn(L,).
Since t7 < 1 implies | < Ly, the system will reach a 1D
insulating state for Ly ~ £'P ~ [, where £!P is the local-
ization length for a 1D system. This result agrees with
the one of Firsov and Prigodin,?® who have calculated the
localization lengths in a strongly anisotropic conductor,
using the self consistent diagrammatic treatment origi-
nally introduced by Vollhard and Woélfe.3® Consequently,
the magnetic field will have no effect in the limit ¢t7 < 1.

Consider now the case t7 > 1 in zero field. From
Eq. (57), it is clear that a system of microscopic size [, !
will have a 2D behavior. Since §045/025 = 60yy/0yy,?
it is possible to use a one parameter scaling procedure if
we keep the ratio L;/L, constant. When increasing its
size, the system will evoluate according to the 2D scaling
function and will reach a 2D insulating state for L/l =
Ly/ly ~€2P /1 = §§D /ly. The 2D localization lengths can

be estimated by 60:5(£20) = 02z and 80y (E2°) = oy
where 0, and oy, are the Boltzmann conductivities. We
then obtain £20/1 = £2P /l, ~ exp(atr), where a is of
the order of unity. This is in agreement with the result
of Firsov and Prigodin.?® As for a 2D gas, we expect that
a small magnetic field w, < 77! (which can be treated
in the eikonal approximation) will not destroy the local-
ization but will increase the localization lengths. When
we > 771, the transverse diffusion coefficient Dy(H) be-
comes magnetic-field dependent and the eikonal approx-
imation breaks down. The effects associated with the
one dimensionalization have to be taken into account.
As long as 77! « w, < t, 6045(L;) vanishes, so that
it seems difficult to obtain some information from our
calculation. However, since the mean free path in the
transverse direction is still well defined, I, (H) > b, we
expect the gas to have a 2D (anisotropic) behavior. In
the limit where w, > t, Eq. (69) shows that the system
has a 1D behavior when L, < Lo(H) = [D.Ato(H)]Y2.
Lo(H) has the same physical meaning as the length Lg
previously introduced. For L, < Lo(H), the chains can
be considered as decoupled. When increasing the size of
the chains from [, the system will reach an insulating 1D
state for L, ~ &€1P « Lo(H). Therefore, the magnetic
field will induce a transition from a 2D regime towards
a 1D regime, the crossover field being defined by w, ~ t.
It should be noted that the 1D regime is reached as soon
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as the pole of the cooperon is restored. This is related
to the absence of diffusive regime (£!° ~ 1) in 1D. As
will be shown in the next section, the 3D case can differ
considerably.

V. 3D ANISOTROPIC CONDUCTOR

It is also possible to extend the preceding calculations
to the case of a 3D anisotropic conductor described by
the dispersion law

E(k) = v(|kz| — kF) + ty cos(kyb) + t cos(k.c) + 1,
(71)

where t, and t, are the hopping rates in the y and 2
directions. A strong magnetic field H(0, Hy, H,) will
localize the electrons in the (z,y) planes (H, = 0) or
on the chains (Hy # 0 and H, # 0). In the gauge
A(0,H,z,—Hyz), the Hamiltonian is given by

H = v(| — 10;| — kFr) + ty cos(—ib0y — Gyx)
+t, cos(—ich, — G,z) + u, (72)

where Gy = eH,b and G, = —eHyc. The Green’s
functions in the representation (z,k,,k,) are given by
Eq. (26), where the phase ¢(®)(z,z’,k,) has to be re-
placed by

o (z, 2’ ky, k) = oty [sin(kyb — Gyz)
Wey

—sin(kyb — Gyz')]

+a L [sin(k;b— G, x)

wcz

—sin(k;b — G,2')], (73)

where w¢, = Gyv and w., = G,v.
The Boltzmann conductivity can be calculated as in
the 2D case and is given by

ouu(H) = 2¢*N(0)D,(H). (74)
Here D, (H) = D, Dy(H) = D,/(1 + w?,7?), and
D,(H) = D,/(1 + w?,7%) are the anisotropic diffusion
coefficients renormalized by the magnetic field. The co-
efficients D, are the diffusion coefficients in zero field.
N(0) = 1/mvbc is now the 3D density of states per spin.
T is the elastic scattering time calculated in the Born ap-
proximation and is given by Eq. (18). To obtain the first
quantum correction to the conductivity, it is necessary to
solve the integral equation for the cooperon. The kernel
Q is now given by
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1
Qw(xhx?’qqu) = _e_lm_ml/l cos (%(:% - 1‘1))

bev?

4, . (G .

xJg [wc’; sm<—21(:c2 - :cl)) sin (qy
a, (G ,

x Jo [wc‘: sm(f(mz - $1)> sm(q2

As in the 2D case, 60,(H) is a function of the eigenval-
ues Ay g, q, Of the integral operator defined by Q.

6020(H) = e b 3 Avay 0. (76)
T T T T e TV e

In the following, we only consider the case of a magnetic
field along the y direction [in strong field, the electrons
are localized in the (z,y) planes]. Several cases are to
be considered according to the relative values of ty, t,,
1/ and 1/7in. We assume that 1/t, <« 7. According
to Sec. IV, the behavior of the gas in the (z,y) planes is
then 2D. We shall consider the three different limits (a)
coherent limit, 1/t, <« 7; (b) incoherent limit (low tem-
perature), 7 < 1/t, and 7 <« Aty < Tin; (c) incoherent
limit (high temperature), 7 < 1/t, and 7 < 7in < Atp;
according to the nature (diffusive or not) of the electronic
motion along the z direction. Aty = 1/2t27 is now the
diffusive time between two neighboring (z,y) planes. In
!
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- %—y(:vl + 332)):!

- %(zl + a:z)ﬂ . (75)

NI N o

[

the limit w7 < 1 (in the following we write w, = we,
and G = G,), the eikonal approximation is valid. The
eigenvalues ), g, 4, are then determined by the following
equation:

_./U22271é)(1:) +12 [1 — cos(gzc — 2Gx)]¢(-’f)

1 .
= ﬁ(l — V2N +dwr — DquZ)'l/}(:IJ) (77)

for 1 —n;V2X, 4, 4. < 1. Except for the additional term
Dy‘rq;‘;, this equation is identical to Eq. (52) obtained in
the 2D case. The eigenvalues and eigenvectors are then
directly deduced from Eqgs. (53)-(56), where Deg is now
equal to (D, D,)/2. The correction to the conductivity
(including spin degeneracy) will be obtained by adding
the two contributions

2 D ‘% mo qo0 d 1 1 D 2 -1
se®(HY =5 (2= / Ay 2 vy
o= (H) =32 T, ”lz::o e 2r | 2T LeDgHn, T %DgH| ° (78)
2¢?D,1 [ dq, dg 1
S5cD(H) = — z Sz 2y .
92z (H) e 21 21 7/Tin + 272 4+ Dy7q2 + Dyrq2 (79)
f
In Eq. (78), mg is equal to Aty/7., where Aty = e 1/2 1/2
1/4eDegH. 7. = 7 in the limit (a) and 7. = At in the F(z) = Z [2(”7' +1+7) /2~ 2(m+1z) /
limt (b). In Eq. (79), the sum over g, g, is restricted to m=0
D,7q2 + DyrqZ < 1 and |gz| > t,/v. However, since the —(m+1/2 +2)71/7) (82)

pole of the cooperon is cut off by 7/, +t272, the domain
of integration can be extended to 0 < D;7¢2+Dy7q2 < 1.
The cutoff g is of the order of 1/l,. After integration

over gy, 603(35)(H ) is given by

2 mo -3
e 1 Aty 2
5020 =-50 5 (m+3+5E)
m=0 mn
t
X arctan % )
m+3+ TF

(80)

where C = D¥/*/(DL/2D/*). Following Kawabata,® we
can write

2
60 (H) - 602(0) = 5 CVeHF(0) (81)

for 7. < Aty < 7in. The function F(z) is defined by

and F(0) = 0.605. Taking into account the two contri-

butions §0&2) and 60&? leads to the following results in
the different limits

802 (H) = 603 (H), (83)
2 3
b 3,b € D Ato
o) = oSO (H) - 5 (32) ' (22). (s0)
2 3
©(HY— s,2D) _ _ ¢ (D= Tin
60{)(H) = 602 — ( D,,) (), ()

where 605 (H) is given by Eq. (81). The expression of
6054 (H) in the limit (a) is similar to the one obtained
for a gas with anisotropic masses.”2%2! It is also similar
to the one obtained by Szott, Jedrzejek, and Kirk in the
case of a superlattice with an open Fermi surface with the
assumption (although not said explicitly) that ¢, 7 > 1.3!
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As in the 2D case, the preceding results can be simply
understood by considering the nature (2D or 3D) of the
closed paths which contribute to the weak localization.

We now consider the effect of a strong magnetic field.
In the limit w, > t,, the electrons are localized in the
pianes (z,y) and the pole of the cooperon is restored.
The calculation of the first quantum correction to the
conductivity follows the same steps as in the 2D case. In
the limit w, > ¢,,1/7, the conductivity is given by

e (D, 3 T T
sonth) = 55(52) 27t )

where Ato(H) = Tw?/t? is the diffusive time between
two neighboring (z,y) planes. When 7, < Ato(H), all
closed paths are 2D and are not affected by the magnetic
field: we recover the 2D result. When Ato(H) < Tin,
some of the closed paths are 3D and do not contribute to
802z (H). The first quantum correction is due to the 2D
closed paths with a propagation time 7 < At < Ato(H).

As in the 2D case, we apply a scaling procedure to the
system. The quantum correction at zero temperature for
a system of size Ly, Ly, = Lgzl,(H)/l,L, = Ll (H)/!
is obtained from the preceding calculation by replacing
Lin = (Dz7Tin)Y? by L,. We first consider the zero-field
case where 7 <« 1/t,. We start with a system of size
l,ly,1,. It follows from Eq. (85) that the system has a
2D behavior as long as L, < Lo = (D,Atp)Y/2. In this
limit, the (z,y) planes can be considered as decoupled.
Since 6045 /0z = 80yy/0yy (0u, is the Boltzmann con-
ductivity), we can use a one parameter scaling procedure.
When increasing its size, the system will reach a 2D in-
sulating state if £2P /I = ¢2P/l, < Lo/l. This condition
can be rewritten as t, < 0 ~ 71 exp(—at,T), where
a is of the order of unity. This value of ¢ agrees with
the one obtained by Prigodin and Firsov3? for the case
of weakly coupled isotropic planes.

In the presence of a magnetic field along y, the only

case of interest is the case where t, > th)- When
the system is in the metallic state, the pertubative cal-
culations are valid. According to Eqgs. (83) and (84),
a small field will give rise to a negative magnetoresis-
tance. In the limit of strong field w, > 1/7,t,, Eq. (86)
shows that the system has a 2D behavior as long as
L; < Lo(H) = [D;Ato(H)]*? and L, < Lo(H)l, /L.
When increasing its size from [, 1, the system will reach
a 2D insulating state if €20 /1 = £2P /I, < Lo(H)/I. This

condition can be rewritten as w. > wﬁo) ~ t, exp(at,T).
Thus, the magnetic field will induce a metal-insulator
transition (MIT), the critical field being of the order of

wﬁ"’. It should be noted that the restoration of the pole
of the cooperon appears well before the MIT. Therefore,
there will be a regime of positive magnetoresistance for
1/1,t, K we < w£°).

It is also possible to consider the case where the mag-
netic field has nonzero components along the y and 2
directions (H, # 0 and H, # 0). The scaling procedure
is based on the first quantum correction to the conduc-
tivity and on the zero-field diagrammatic calculations33
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applied to the case of weakly coupled chains with an
isotropic coupling t, = t, = t. In zero field, the self-
consistent diagrammatic treatment predicts a MIT when
t becomes smaller than t(® ~ 1/7. We assume here
that t,,t, > t©: in zero field, the system is metallic.
A weak magnetic field leads to a negative magnetoresis-
tance. A strong magnetic field localizes the electrons on
the chains of highest conductivity: the system has a 1D
behavior when w¢, > t, and w., > t,. Thus, there is a
magnetic-field-induced MIT. The critical field is defined
by wey ~ ty and we, ~ t,. As in the 2D case, the gas
becomes localized as soon as the pole of the cooperon is
restored.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have studied the effect of impurities in a quasi-1D
conductor in a magnetic field. First, we have calculated
the semiclassical (Boltzmann) conductivity and the first
quantum correction. Then, using a scaling procedure,
we have determined the ground state at zero tempera-
ture. Different cases have been examined according to
the dimensionality (2D or 3D) and the relative values of
the elastic scattering time and the hopping rate between
chains.

In 2D, a strongly anisotropic conductor behaves as a
set of uncoupled 1D chains if t7 < 1. In the limit ¢t7 > 1,
the gas shows a 2D (anisotropic) behavior in zero field.
It exhibits a negative magnetoresistance at finite temper-
ature in a weak magnetic field. A strong magnetic field
induces a crossover from a 2D regime (where the local-
ization lengths are exponentially large compared to the
mean free paths) towards a 1D regime where the wave
functions are one-dimensional and localized on a length
of the order of the mean free path along the chain. The
crossover field is defined by w, ~ t.

In 3D, we have studied the case where t,7 > 1. The
system can be seen as a set of weakly coupled parallel
anisotropic 2D planes. The magnetic field is assumed
to be along the y axis and tends to localize the elec-
trons in the (z,y) planes. If t, <« 0 = -1 exp(—at,T),
the gas behaves as a set of uncoupled anisotropic 2D
planes. Since the magnetic field is parallel to the (z,y)

planes, it has no effect in this case. If t, > t£°), the
gas shows a 3D (anisotropic) behavior in zero field and
exhibits a negative magnetoresistance in a weak field.
In strong field, a regime of positive magnetoresistance is
reached for w. >> 1/7,t,. In higher field, the gas under-
goes a MIT. The critical field associated with this MIT

is of the order of w” ~ t, exp(atyT). In very high field

we > w£°), the gas has a 2D behavior. The high-field
regime has also been examined when the field has nonzero
components along the y and z axis and t,,t, > 1/7. In
this case, there is a MIT with a critical field defined by
Wey ~ ty and we; ~ t;. In very high field wey > t, and
Wey > t,, the gas has a 1D behavior.

For the quasi-1D conductors of the Bechgaard salts
family, we have t,/2 ~ 300 K, t,/2 ~ 10 K, 1/7 < 1
K, and b,c ~ 10 A. The gas has to be described by
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a 3D model. The high-field limit is accessible only in
the configuration where the field is along the y direc-
tion. In this case, the regime with positive magnetore-
sistance (w, > t,) should be reached for H ~ 20-30
T. In the weak-field limit, our model predicts a nega-
tive magnetoresistance for any direction of the magnetic
field. Most of the experimental results on the Bechgaard
salts seem not to present weak-localization effects. They
show a very large positive magneto resistance on a large-
field scale, which has to be explained by other mecha-
nisms. The absence of weak-localization effects can be
explained by the very large value of the elastic scattering
time 7 ~ Ti,. Nevertheless, a negative magnetoresistance
was observed in a quasi-1D conductor with an architec-
ture similar to the one of the Bechgaard salts.3*

The high-field regime is difficult to reach in quasi-
1D organic conductors because of the small value of
the interspacing between chains and the large value of
the coupling. This difficulty could be avoided by con-
sidering weakly coupled quantum wires. For example,
the 2D gas described in Ref. 35 has a period between
wires b = 102 A and the coupling between wires ty is
equal to 150 K. This gas exibits quantum Hall carac-
teristics because the Fermi level lies in a region where
the semiclassical orbits are closed (the Fermi surface is
J

Jy(r) =

a,a’ ky,k'

+ sin(—ib8, — Gz')é(r
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closed). In order to observe a magnetic-field-induced An-
derson localization, the Fermi surface has to be open.
This could be achieved by increasing the spacing between
wires (t, would then decrease) and increasing the elec-
tron density.3¢
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APPENDIX A

The current operators are obtained from the velocity
operator

vy = vsgn(—10;), (A1)

vy = —btsin(—-ib8, — Gz). (A2)
Since |¢,(‘°‘)) is built from the plane-wave states |k, k),
where k7, is positive (negative) if @ = +(—), it is an eigen-
state of the operator v, with the eigenvalue av. Equation
(21) follows straightforwardly. In second quantization,
the operator j,(z,qy) is written as

i Z Z /dzT'¢(a) (', ky)e~*v¥ [ §(r — r') sin(—ibdy — Gz')

— )]V (o) (z' k). (A3)

Noting that e*v¥' is an eigenfunction of the operator sin(—ib9, — Gz') with the elgenvalue sin(kyb — Gz'), the first
term in the right-hand side of (A3) gives the contribution (after integration over z’ and y’)

ebtz Z

a,o’ ky,k;,

K=k sin(kl b — Gz)y @) (2, ky )0 (2, ky).

(A4)

In order to calculate the contribution due to the second term of the right-hand side of Eq. (A3), we write the operator

sin(—ib8, — Gz') as

oo 2n+1

sin(—ibdy — Gz') = Y an Y Choyr(—G')™ 173 (ki b)Y,

n=0 j=0

(A5)

where the coefficients a,, come from the series expansion of the function sin(z). Letting the operator sin(—ibd, — Gz')

act on the function &(r — r’)e™*v'¥" yields
2n+1
Zan Z Cpy1(—Ga')?rH173 (—ib) ZO’%
n=0 j= k=0

2")6® (y — o) (ik,) 0P,

(A6)

Here §() (y—4/) is the k" derivative of the Dirac distribution §(y —y’). Summing over z’ and y’ yields the contribution

ebtzze

a,o’ k,,,k

k¥ sin(kyb — Gz)p@' (z, ky) 9 (x, by ).

(A7)

Adding the two contributions and taking the Fourier transform with respect to y lead to Eq. (22).
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APPENDIX B

In this appendix, we calculate the function F(z1,z2,qy) defined by Eq. (42). Using expressions (26) and (27) of
the Green’s functions, F' can be written as

F(z1,z2,qy) = Z ao Z/dx dm’e’°GR( )(m - zl)GR( )(1132 - :c')GA( )( ! — ml)é’é(:) (z2 — ), (B1)
a,o’
& = 0@ (z,21,ky) + 0 (22,2, 4y — ky) + 0¥ (& 21,0y — ky) + 0 (22, T, ky), (B2)

where the function ¢(®)(z,z’,k,) is defined by (27). Since the singularity of the maximally crossed diagrams is
associated with the backscattering of the electrons, we only evaluate F for o = —a’. The phase ® is then equal to

yb
o= —4aL sin (g-(:z:l - x2)> sin (M - —(2:1 + x2)> sin (— -k b> (B3)
We 2 2
and the sum over k; yields
b
Zeﬂb — _JD [.ﬁ sﬁl(g(zl - Zg)) sin(qyi - -2—(.’131 + 132))] . (B4)
The product of the four functions G can be written as
R( )(:1: 1) G (:L‘z - :l:’)GA( * (= - xl)é‘gr) (z2 — x) (B5)
- {;,;e“""‘l—zz e R oz, ar’ < azy,ors (B6)
0 otherwise.
(B7)
The integration over z and z’ yields
~ p(a) ~ —-—a ~ A(—a ~ Al ] —z
/dm dr’'GE. (z - xl)GE; )(zz - x’)G‘g; )(a:' - zl)Gg; )(1:2 —z) =121, (B8)
Equation (43) follows from (B4) and (BS8).
APPENDIX C
According to Eq. (63), there are four contributions to 6Q.(z,z2,q,). The first contribution is equal to
0 £ oo
6Qw (:E, '732"131) = _EQw (x»~’l72,4y)- (Cl)
c
The other contributions are equal to
(2) —-iBG . ) x5
Q) (z,22,qy) = 2bw2 Z e~ 1BGz, Z el sza ~%(g,) Z an (C2)
ﬂ +,— a,qx n-_O
o0
3 —iBlayb-G 222 ja, )
6Q5 (z, :Ez,qy) bwg Z e~ Blay (2z+z2)) Zezq zzQa (qz) Z ?2!6;1, (C3)
B=+,— a,qz n=0
5Q‘(:,1)(£B, vaQy) bwz Z e—zBng Z e—zﬂ'[qyb G(2z+z2)) Z e'Lq,nga, a(qm) Z 3:2 an (04)
¢ B=+,— B'=+,— @,qs n=0
Using the equality
Z / dzoafed=®2 QY ™% (¢s) = P —5— Qa,—a —5—(0) (C5)

we have
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/ dz26QP (z, 3, q,) = 2bw§ ZZ o 8% (BG)? (C6)
a,8 n=0
Gz i" O"Q%
/dzngw) (z,%2,q) = boﬂ E Zezﬁ(qub ZGz)n! e (ﬂG) (C7)
a,f n=0 z
@ - 5 (ayb—2G) i O QL
/ d226Q (z, 33, 4,) = bwz CY Yy a2 e P90 (5 - p)Glor (C8)
a B, n=0 z
The contributions 6Qg’ ) and 6Q‘(‘,4) vanish when we evaluate the averaged values in the state Yge,q,- Noting that
ﬁanég,—a(qz) _a al n+1 o
n! Oqn T 2 \1 —iwT + ialg, ’ (C9)
the contribution of 6Q£,2) is given by
t2 1 t2 1 —3w?r?
n;V? <¢gj,qv /dmz&Q&z)(x,wz,Qy) 1/);:,q"> = £—D,7q’ (C10)

w21+ w2r?

T w2 (14 w2r?)?

in the limit w,g; — 0. Equations (67) and (68) follow from Egs. (C1) and (C10).
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