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First-Matsubara-frequency rule in a Fermi liquid. Part I: Fermionic self-energy
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We analyze in detail the fermionic self-energy ¥(w,T’) in a Fermi liquid (FL) at finite temperature
T and frequency w. We consider both canonical FLs — systems in spatial dimension D > 2, where
the leading term in the fermionic self-energy is analytic [the retarded Im%*(w, T') = C(w? 4+ 72T?)],
and non-canonical FLs in 1 < D < 2, where the leading term in Im%*(w, T') scales as T or w”. We
relate the w? + 7272 form to a special property of the self-energy — “the first-Matsubara-frequency
rule”, which stipulates that f(inT,T) in a canonical FL contains an O(T) but no T2 term. We
show that in any D > 1 the next term after O(T) in X% (ixT, T) is of order TP (T*InT in D = 3).
This TP term comes from only forward- and backward scattering, and is expressed in terms of
fully renormalized amplitudes for these processes. The overall prefactor of the TP term vanishes
in the “local approximation”, when the interaction can be approximated by its value for the initial
and final fermionic states right on the Fermi surface. The local approximation is justified near a
Pomeranchuk instability, even if the vertex corrections are non-negligible. We show that the strength
of the first-Matsubara-frequency rule is amplified in the local approximation, where it states that
not only the 72 term vanishes but also that =7 (inT,T) does not contain any terms beyond O(T).
This rule imposes two constraints on the scaling form of the self-energy: upon replacing w by inT,
Im¥*(w, T') must vanish and ReX"(w,T) must reduce to O(T). These two constraints should be
taken into consideration in extracting scaling forms of ER(%T) from experimental and numerical

data.

PACS numbers: 71.10 Ay, 71.10. Pm
I. INTRODUCTION

Properties of single particle and collective excitations
in strongly interacting electron systems continue to at-
tract substantial interest of the condensed-matter com-
munity. This interest is stimulated by the avalanche of
discoveries of new materials, many of which fall into a
category of strongly correlated electron systems, and by
advances in experimental techniques, which allow one
to extract, with good accuracy, the single-particle self-
energy from angle-resolved photoemission (ARPES) data
and the two-particle or “optical” self-energy from the real
and imaginary parts of the optical conductivity.

One of the most actively explored directions in the
study of strongly correlated electron systems is a search
for non-Fermi liquids (non-FLs) — systems in which elec-
trons interact so strongly that they completely lose co-
herence. Many newly discovered systems were classified
as non-FLs because their electron spectral functions, ex-
tracted from ARPES, are quite broad. However, a broad
spectral function is an indication, but not the proof, that
the system in question is a non-FL, as the Landau crite-
rion for the FL only requires that the spectral function
must be sharp for fermions in the immediate vicinity of
the Fermi surface (FS). A mathematical formulation of
this requirement is that the imaginary part of the re-
tarded self-energy Im¥f(w) must be much smaller than
w + ReXf(w) at the smallest w. This does not preclude
that at higher frequencies ImX¥(w) can become compa-
rable to w + ReXf(w) or even exceed it.

To satisfy the Landau criterion, Im%%#(w) has to scale
as w!'T® with @ > 0. The original argument by Landau,

based on the Pauli principle and the assumption of an-
alyticity, yields ImX#(w) oc w?, i.e., a = 1. Microscopic
calculations show that ImX*(w) does indeed scale as w?
in a 3D FL. The same holds for all “fractional” dimen-
sions D > 2. For D < 2, the analyticity is, however,
broken: ImXf(w) scales as w?In|w| in D = 2 and as
lw|? in D < 2. Still, by Landau criterion, these systems
are FLs, as long as D > 1. Hereafter we refer to sys-
tems in which Im¥f(w) oc w? as “canonical FLs” , and
to systems in which ImX?(w) oc w!™® with 0 < a < 1 as
“non-canonical FLs”.

The goal of this paper is to analyze the form of the self-
energy in both conventional and non-conventional FLs at
finite frequency w and temperature T'. We will be par-
ticularly interested in how general is a certain property
of the self-energy, which we will be referring to as the
“first-Matsubara-frequency rule” or, for brevity, as the
“first-Matsubara rule”. This rule states that the self-
energy X(w.,,T), evaluated at discrete Matsubara points
wm = ©T(2m + 1), exhibits a special behavior at the
first fermionic Matsubara frequency, wy = w7, namely,
Y(nT,T) does not contain terms higher than 7. (The
same happens at w_; = —7T.) This rule was proven in
the past for particular cases of the electron-phonont2 and
screened Coulomb®# interactions. In the former case,
this rule is sometimes being referred to as a “Fowler-
Prange theorem” .

Although the first-Matsubara rule operates on the
imaginary frequency axis, it is relevant to properties of
physical fermions with real frequencies: it requires that
the retarded self-energy Xf(w,T), with w replaced by
imT, should not contain terms beyond O(T), and thus
imposes a constraint on the interplay between the w and
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T terms in XF(w, T).

A 3D FL provides a simple example of how the first-
Matsubara rule works. To order w? and T2, we have
in this case ReXf(w,T) = Mw, with no wT term, and
ImXE(w, T) = C(w? + 72T?), with a factor of exactly w2
in front of T2. At w = inT, ImXF vanishes and ReX”?
becomes of order T, hence the total X (inT, T) contains
only an O(T) term but no T term.

In this paper, we analyze the validity of the first-
Matsubara rule beyond the conventional FL paradigm.
The proof of this rule in prior work!? was based on
demonstrating the nullification of the leading term in
imaginary part of the self-energy at the first Matsub-
ara frequency. We show here that the first-Matsubara
rule does not hold beyond the leading order for con-
ventional FLs, and does not hold at all for unconven-
tional FLs. Our primary finding is that X%(ixT,T)
scales as TP in all D (with an extra InT factor in
D = 3); however, the consequences of this finding are
different for conventional and unconventional FLs. For
conventional FLs, i.e., for 2 < D < 3, the TP term
is still subleading to 72, and thus the first-Matsubara
rule holds to order T2. For unconventional FLs, i.e.,
for 1 < D < 2, the TP term is of the same order
as the leading terms in ImX%#(w,T), and thus the the
first-Matsubara rule is violated. In D = 2, which is a
marginal case between conventional and unconventional
FLs, ImXf(w, T) o (w2 +72T?) In |w|+O(w?, T?). While
the logarithmic term vanishes at w = inT, the T? term
does not. As a result, the first-Matsubara rule is satisfied
to logarithmic accuracy but not beyond.

We find that for 1 < D < 3, the TP term in X2 (inT, T)
is universal, i.e., independent of the upper cutoff of the
theory. Furthermore, its prefactor is expressed via ex-
act spin and charge components of the forward- and
backscattering amplitudes.

At the same time, we find that the first-Matsubara
rule holds to all orders in 7' in both conventional and
non-conventional FLs, if the effective interaction between
fermions, which includes dynamic screening by particle-
hole bubbles, is assumed to connect only the states right
on the Fermi surface. Hereafter we refer to this approxi-
mation as the “local approximation”, as it is generally
valid when bosons which mediate interaction between
fermions are slow compared to fermions.& 2

We show that, within the local approximation, the
first-Matsubara rule relies only on the analytic proper-
ties of the local susceptibility. For the electron-phonon
interaction, this approximation is a key ingredient of the
Eliashberg theory,? and the small parameter which con-
trols this approximation is the ratio of the Debye fre-
quency to Fermi energy. We consider here the case of
an electron-electron interaction. In certain limits it can
be approximated by an effective interaction mediated by
collective modes of fermions in the spin or charge chan-
nel. The collective modes are generally not slow com-
pared to fermions themselves (their velocity is of order
of the Fermi velocity), but they do become slow near a

Pomeranchuk instability, when the correlation length for
critical collective modes diverges. As a result of this di-
vergence, the system generates a low-energy scale, below
which near-critical collective modes become overdamped
and slow down.”19 The local approximation for collective
modes is a necessary but not sufficient condition for the
Eliashberg theory, as the latter also requires vertex cor-
rections to be small. In the case of collective modes,
vertex corrections are not controlled by the same pa-
rameter which makes the local approximation valid, 1013
and are not necessary small 12:14:16°18 We show that the
smallness of vertex corrections is not required for the
first-Matsubara rule to work — the local approximation is
sufficient.

We analyze the local approximation in more detail and
show that the first-Matsubara rule imposes two condi-
tions: 1) ImXF(inT, T) vanishes to all orders in T, and
2) ReXE(inT,T) contains an O(T) term but all higher
order terms in T vanish. These two conditions are non-
trivial because, beyond the conventional FL paradigm,
S E(w,T) cannot be obtained from the T' = 0 result by
a simple replacement w — vw? + w272, This is true for
the subleading w?, T terms in a 3D FL, and also for the
leading w?, TP terms in non-conventional FLs. In par-
ticular, ImX#(w, T') in non-conventional FLs has a com-
plex form which is very different from (w? + 7272)P/2,
and ReX(w, T) also contains a complex dependence on
wand T at order w?, in addition to the Aw term. Never-
theless, as long as the local approximation is applicable,
ImY#(w, T) vanishes at w = irT, and ReX®(inT,T) re-
duces to AT

Finally, we show that the first-Matsubara rule holds
within the local approximation even for a non-FL, e.g.,
for a system in D < 3 right at a Pomeranchuk in-
stability, except that in this case the coefficient A in
SR(ixT,T) = inTA diverges as T — 0. In particular,
the first-Matsubara rule holds for a marginal FL and for
an itinerant 2D system at a nematic quantum critical
point (QCP).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [l
we review the derivation of the single-particle self-energy
to order T2 and w? in a conventional FL, and show where
the relation between the w? and T? terms comes from.
In Sec. [Tl we discuss the self-energy outside of the con-
ventional FL paradigm. We show that, in general, the
self-energy contains terms of order TP, which do not
vanish when w is replaced by ¢wT. The case of D = 2 is
marginal, and we consider it separately. In Sec. [Vl we
discuss the self-energy within the local approximation.
We show that, at order TP, LF(w,T) has quite a com-
plex dependence on the ratio w /T, yet the prefactor of the
TP term vanishes at w = i7T. We consider in detail 2D
and 3D FL’s, a 2D system at a nematic QCP, and also a
marginal FL. We discuss under what conditions the local
approximation is valid in all these cases. We also discuss
in this Section how one should properly construct the
self-energy along real frequency axis to make sure that a
replacement of w by 7T agrees with the analytical con-



tinuation of the self-energy into the upper half-plane. We
present our conclusions in Sec [Vl

In the subsequent paper? we discuss the constraints
imposed by the first-Matsubara rule on the /7" scaling
the optical conductivity o(£2,T) of a FL, and the conse-
quences of these constraints for the experiment.

Throughout the paper, we denote the retarded self-
energy along the real frequency axis as EE(W,T) and
the self-energy along the Matsubara axis as Yy (wp, T),
where k is the electron (quasi)momentum. We set the
overall sign of the retarded self-energy via

1
w+ X (w

GH(w,T) = T)—ex’ (1.1)

where €y is the electron dispersion, and define the Mat-
subara self-energy in such a way that it is real on the
Fermi surface, i.e.,

1
i [wm + Zk(wm, T)] — ex

Gx(wm,T) = (1.2)

II. SINGLE-PARTICLE SELF-ENERGY:
CANONICAL FERMI LIQUID

In this Section, we briefly review the derivation
of the scaling forms for the self-energy in a conven-
tional FL to order w? and 72% ImX%(w,T) o w? +
7272, ReXB(w,T) = I\ with no O(wT) terms in ei-
ther of these quantities. We first show how these forms
are obtained in the perturbation theory, then use the
Eliashberg’s argument? to generalize the derivation to
an arbitrary order in the interaction, and finally relate
these forms to the first-Matsubara rule — a special prop-
erty of the self-energy at the first fermionic Matsubara
frequency wp,—o,—1 = =T (Sec. [IC).

A. Perturbation theory

We consider a system of fermions on a lattice with
single-particle dispersion ¢x. We assume that the Fermi
surface does not have nested parts and is away from the
van Hove singularities but otherwise arbitrary. Near the
FS, ek can be approximated as ex = vi,.-(k — kp), where
kr is a vector pointing in the direction of k and residing
on the FS, and vk = Viek. We will see that w? and T2
terms in Im¥f(w,T) come from low-energies where the
linear approximation is valid. Having this in mind, we
follow a conventional reasoning of a FL theory, set the
upper cutoff of the theory with the linearized dispersion
at some energy A (generally comparable to the band-
width, W), and absorb all renormalizations from energies
between A and W into non-singular renormalizations of
the effective mass and quasiparticle residue Z. The bare
Green’s function of low energy fermions is then given by

Gl (w) =

Zxp/ (w—ex+140), (2.1)

K'+Q
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FIG. 1. (color on-line). Diagrams for the self-energy. K =
(wm7k)7 K' = (w'rn’7kl)7 Q = (Q"Hq)'

where ¢ > 0 is infinitesimally small and Zy,., in general,
varies along the FS. We further assume that fermion-
fermion interaction, Uy, is static and non-singular for all
q connecting points on the FS, including ¢ = 0. This is
the case for, e.g., a screened Coulomb interaction.

The lowest-order diagrams which contribute to the
imaginary part of the fermionic self-energy are shown
in Fig. [ The imaginary part of the fermionic self-
energy arises from the convolutions of two Green’s func-
tions marked by slanted dashes in Fig. [l In diagram
a, such a convolution is just a particle-hole bubble, the
imaginary part of which scales linearly with the bosonic
frequency 2. In diagram b, this convolution involves
the momentum-dependent interaction, but the result still
scales linearly with 2.

To see this in more detail, we write down a Matsub-
ara form of the self-energy from diagram a) and obtain
YEk(w, T) by analytic continuation. With our definition
for the self-energy (L2)), we have

——zTZ/

Sk (wm, T GkJrq Wi + Q) 1T

where



with Q, = 27nT and [, = [dP1/(2m)". Performing

dw "+ Q
Hg(ﬂ)—Q/k,/—[tanh—TlmGk/( /)G1}§/+q(w/+ﬂ)+tanhi

Extracting the imaginary parts of Eqs. (2.4al) and (2.41)
and using the relations tanh(z/2) = 1 — 2np(z) and
coth(z/2) = 2np(x) + 1, where np(z) and np(x) are the

ImIIf (Q

where dAy;
FS. The integral over ey gives 0(w’ + Q — exrtq) }ak, — -
The role of this §-function is to impose a constraint on
the angle between k’ and q. Since this angle is not,
in general, small, it suffices to resolve this constraint
at w’ = Q = 0 because, as subsequent integration will
show, w’ ~ Q@ ~ max{w,T}. The §-function thus re-
duces to ¢ (ek/F +q) ‘Ek,zo, which means that both the ini-
tial and final states are on the FS. [Notice that this ap-
proximation corresponds to expanding the d-functions in
max{w,T}/Ep rather than in w/ek.] The integral over
w' now gives [ dw’ [np(w') —np(w +Q)] = Q, and
Imef(Q) reduces to 2 multiplied by a function of q, av-
eraged over the FS:

is the element of the D — 1-dimensional

9] dAy,
Ime;(Q) = — % Zk/ Zk/ +q5(€k’ +q) |5k/ =0

(2m)? Uk,

(2.7)
For small ¢, the prefactor of Q behaves as 1/q. Substi-
tuting Imef(Q) x  into ([Z5hal), and applying the same

procedure as above to integrate over the momentum, we
obtain, for k = kg

o0

a2 [’IIB(Q) + TLF((U + Q)]
(2.8)

ImEf}a(w, T)= ZC'a/

— 00

d Q Q+
Uj/— {coth—GEJrq (w+ Q) ImIT§ (92) + tanh d

analytic continuation in both (22) and (23]), we obtain
the retarded self-energy along the real frequency axis

Im Gy o (w+ Q)T (Q)] (2.4a)

2T

G (W) Im G (W' + Q)] .(2.4Db)

Fermi and Bose functions, correspondingly, we obtain
R,a 2 dQ2
Im¥,"(w,T) = Ug — [np(Q) +np(w+ Q)]
q
xImGy, o (w + Q)ImITS ()

Imﬂg(ﬂ) = 2// / dTw’ [np(w + Q) —npw))
xImGy, (W )ImGY | (W' + Q). (2.5b)

(2.5a)

Equation (250D) can be-rewritten as

dAy
/,/dw nF w —I—Q)—nF( )]¢’Uk/ (;F) Zk’FZk’FJrq/dsk’(s(w/_Ek')5(w/+Q_€k'+q) (26)

with

___7 A,
Co = W q WZI{FJquk’ka’F*q

8 (exp+a)d(€x,+q)Ug- (2.9)
[A factor of 2 in (ZJ) is introduced for future conve-
nience.] The frequency integral in Eq. ([Z38) is readily
evaluated

/oo dOQ [TLB(Q) + nF(w + Q)] = % (w2 4 71-2T2) .

(2.10)

hence
IS (w, T) = C, (w? + 7°T2) (2.11)
We can now specify what actually makes the analysis
above applicable only to conventional FLs rather than to
all FLs: it is an assumption that the integral in Eq. (2.9)
is convergent in the infrared. Power counting shows that
the integrand behaves as 1/¢? for ¢ — 0; the integral over
dP~1q then converges for D > 2 and diverges for D < 2.
Infrared divergence for D < 2 will modify the w and T
dependencies of X'k (w,T) compared to the canonical

form valid for D > 2.

Diagram b is analyzed in a similar way with the only
difference that the quantity U,ImIIf(Q2) in Eq. Z5al) is



replaced by

d !/
tPaul®) = /, / % [nr (W + Q) = np()] Ui
xImGY, (€)ImG o (e + Q). (2.12)

Still, Impcfk(ﬂ) scales as 2 for Q — 0. Evaluating the
integrals in the same way as above, we find
¥ (w,T) = Cy (w? + 72T?), (2.13)

where

dAy
G == WD’l /yg - Zxp+a2xl, 2% +q
4(2m) q) v roRE

F
X0 (expta)d (e, +q)UqUiky—kp- (2.14)

As before, the integral in Eq. (2-I4]) is convergent for D >
2. Comparing ImEf;a(w,T) and Ime;b(w,T), we see
that they both have the same scaling form w? + 7272 and
differ only in prefactors which, in general case, depend on
kr, i.e., on position along the FS.

The real part of the self-energy can be obtained either
directly, e.g., from Eq. ([Z4al) for diagram a, or via a
Kramers-Kronig (KK) transformation of Im%5(w, T')

2 [e%} I ER /,T
ReE{fF(w,T):—“P/ a0 D)
0

= W02 — 2

where P stands for the principal part. The integral
is ultraviolet divergent if Eqs. (ZII) or (ZI3)) is used
for ImEffF (w,T), which implies that, to get the correct
form of ReXy, (w,T) from the KK transformation, one
has to use the full form of ImXf (w,T) rather than its
low-energy approximation. Nevertheless, one can easily
make sure that, to quadratic order, ReXy, (w,T) = Ak, w
(where Mg, varies, in general, along the FS) with no wT'
term.

A comment is in order here. By applying ZI5) to
@I0) or 2I3), we can only show that there is no ”uni-
versal”, cutoff-independent w7 term in ReEfj(w, T), and
hence no 72 term in ReXf(iwT, T). There is still a pos-
sibility that a 72 term in ReXf(inT, T) may come from
internal frequencies in ([2.I5) comparable to the upper
cutoff of the low-energy theory. We show later, in Sec.
[[ICl that this is not the case, and that only a T term
emerges from high energies.

B. Arbitrary order in the interaction

We now follow the argument by Eliashberg? who
showed that the w? + 7272 form of the self-energy at
finite T" holds to all orders in the interaction (a similar
reasoning was also employed by Luttinger2? to show that
ImEFkp(w, T = 0) o w?).

The argument is as follows. In the second-order dia-
grams, the w? 4+ 7272 form comes from the region where
all three intermediate fermions are located within the

window of width of order w or T near the FS. Accord-
ingly, the interactions Uq can be approximated by their
values evaluated for the case when when the initial and
final states are on the FS, i.e., g =1p — 1.
In a self-energy diagram of any order, one can select

a cross-section with three low-energy fermions, and sum
over all other fermions without assuming that they are
near the FS. The diagrams of this kind can be cast in
the form of Fig. [Ik). The three selected fermions are
near the FS and the shaded squares are the full vertex
functions. Because integration over the fermionic lines
already gives a function quadratic in w or 7', one can
set T' = 0 in the remainder of the diagram and project
all four external momenta onto the FS. As long as the
full vertex functions do not diverge, they do not affect
integration over dispersions and frequencies of interme-
diate fermions. Self-energy corrections to fermionic lines
are also irrelevant because the dressed Green’s function
still has the form of Eq. 2] at the lowest energies —
adding one-loop self-energy to Eq. (ZI)) simply replaces
i6 by iC(w? +72T?), which has an extra power of energy
compared to w and hence does not affect the w? and T2
terms in the full self-energy. As a result, the w? + 72772
form survives to an arbitrary order in the interaction —
self-energy and vertex renormalizations only affect the
overall factor in ImX{ (w,T). We then have for a con-
ventional FL and to order w?, T2

ImEf (w,T) = C (w? +7°T?). (2.16)
The prefactor C' depends on model parameters, including
the cutoff A, and is thus non-universal. Substituting this
form into KK formula, Eq. (ZI3), and using the same
arguments as in previous section, we find

ReXf (w,T) = w (140 xT) (2.17)
(we spelled out the 0 x T combination to emphasize that
there ReX*(w,T) does not contain an wT term.) The
prefactor A is again non-universal.

C. Self-energy along the imaginary axis:
the first-Matsubara-frequency rule

We now show that the scaling form of ImXf (w,T) in
([ZI6) and the absence of the wT' term in ReXf (w,T)
are related to a particular behavior of the self-energy at
the first fermionic Matsubara frequency wy,—o = 7T (the
same behavior holds at wy,——1 = —7T).

1. Analytic continuation

Let us first analytically continue Im¥{*(w,T) and
ReX{(w,T) in Egs. (2I6) and (ZI7) into the upper-half
plane of the complex variable w — z = 2’ + 142", Because
Im¥f (w, T) and ReXf(w,T) are analytic, their analytic
continuation reduces to just a replacement of w by z. The
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FIG. 2. (color on-line). Analytic structure of the function
ImeF (2,T) in the complex z plane. Analytic continuation
from the real axis is possible to any point within the shaded
region, including the points +¢7T", but not beyond this region.

complex function ImXf (2, T') o 22 + 72T then vanishes
at z = irT and ReXf(2,T) becomes iwAT, so that the
full self-energy reduces to w7\ and does not contain a
T? term. This is only true, however, if z is replaced by
first Matsubara frequency. For any other w,, # nT, the
function X (iw,,, T) contains a T? term. As we said in
the Introduction, we will refer to this property as to the
first-Matsubara-frequency rule (first-Matsubara rule).

It is worth stressing that the rule formulated above
applies only to the first Matsubara frequency. This may
not seem to be the case if we replace w by im(2m + 1)T
with arbitrary m in ImX{ (w,T’) given by Eq. [2.5a),
before integrating over the bosonic frequency 2. Doing
so, and using the identity np(Q + iwy,) = —np(N), we
seemingly find that ImX%(iw,,, T) vanishes not only at
w = 17T but also at any Matsubara frequency 7T (2m +
1).

This result is, however, false because the complex
function, obtained by analytic continuation of, e.g.,
Eq. (2354), into the complex plane before the integral over
Q) is performed, contains a sequence of branch cuts that
run parallel to the real axis and intersect the imaginary

, A3k
Siep (Wi, T) = —zZ?’TZTZwmf/ g
Qp

X Gy (Wi + Q) Gp (Wi ) Gpyx—k (W + Qn)FkF1pF§k,quF+kF*k,FFklppr“FkF*kl ikF,PF)

where 'k p;k/ p s the renormalized vertex (a filled dia-
mond in Fig. [I). Since we have already assumed that
the dispersion is isotropic, the Z factor is assumed to be
isotropic as well. The momentum transfers can be arbi-
trary, but all three intermediate momenta are assumed

[

axis at the Matsubara frequencies (see Fig. [2]). As a re-
sult, the imaginary part of the function

Flz) = / A0 np(Q) +np(Q+2)].  (2.18)

changes discontinuously at z = 2’ + in(2m + 1)T. For
example, a discontinuity of ImF'(z) at z = 2’ 4+ inT is

[ImF (2 +iT (7w +6/2)) — ImF (2 +iT (7 —6/2))] ls—0

sinh® 82 4 §2

This implies that the substitution w — z = 2’ + 2"
into the integral form of ImXfkr(w,T), Eq. Z.]), gives
the same result for ImEEF (2,T) as the actual analytical
continuation only in the region bounded by two branch
cuts at z = 2’ + 7T and z = 2/ — ixT, but not outside
this region. In other words, the substitution w = iw,,
into (Z8) gives the correct result for only for the first,
but not for all Matsubara frequencies.

(2.19)

2. Direct proof of the first-Matsubara frequency rule

The first-Matsubara rule can be also proven directly,
by computing the self-energy for a conventional FL
in Matsubara frequencies. For the electron-electron
interaction, this was done in Refs. 3 and |4; however, the
proofs presented in these two papers are valid under two
additional assumptions, namely, of small-angle scatter-
ing and of a quadratic dispersion, ex = (k? — k%)/2m*,
where m™* is the renormalized effective mass. In fact,
neither of these two assumptions are necessary. In what
follows we first consider the case of arbitrary-angle
scattering but still keep an assumption of a quadratic
dispersion, and then generalize the argument for an
arbitrary dispersion.

Quadratic dispersion. To be specific, we consider
the 3D case; other dimensions can be considered in a
similar way. The clamshell self-energy diagram (diagram
¢ in Fig. [Il) reads

(2.20)

to be near the F'S; this assumption has already been used

in Eq. (2:20)).

To evaluate the momentum integrals, the dispersion
€p+k—k’ needs to be expanded in €p, €k, and €. For a



quadratic dispersion, we obtain after some algebra

2k O O 1
€p+k—k! = mf sin k2’k <sin % + cos 9p7kk/)
. Ok
+éep {1+ 2sin cos Op x—k/
O Ok 1/
+ (ex +exr) (2 sin? % + sin k2’k cos 9p,k_k/) ,
(2.21)

where 0) m is the angle between momenta I and m. A
similar analysis can be carried out for any isotropic but
not necessarily quadratic dispersion. For small-angle
scattering O < 1, Eq. (Z2I)) reduces to a familiar
form €ptq = €p + VpqcosOp g with ¢ = 2kp sin(Ox k//2).
For the momentum p + k — k’ to be on the FS, the first

term in Eq. (Z2I) must be small; for generic values of
Ox k, this condition amounts to a geometric constraint

. Ok
cosbp x—x = —sin ——

5 (2.22)

or 0p k—x = £(7m+ bk )/2. We expand the first term in
(221)) around this value as 6p x—k = £(7 + Ok x/)/2 —
with o < 1, and set @ = 0 in the remaining two terms.
This gives

€p+k—k/ = U;kFa sin ek,k’

o Ok x/

+ep cos® e + (e + 1) sin —5 (2.23)

where vy = kp/m*. Substituting the last result into

@21)), we obtain

k2 2 d{:‘k/ Gkk/ de 1 1
» s T) = —2i23T> T £ —=_ | dfy s sin Oy s : p/d
s (o T) = ~22°TY z(F) / o / e sin o o5 2 / a2 faa L

1
X

2 O FkF7pp;k'F7pp+kp7k’Frk/F,pF+kF7k/p;kF,pF'

i(wm/ + Qn) —vpkpasin Gkﬂk/ —£€p cos? 9k7k/ — (Ek + Ek/) sin -5

Constraint ([2.22]) is assumed to be imposed on the mo-
menta entering both vertices in the last equation. The
integral over « gives

™

sgn (W + ), (2.25)

S
vikp sin Oy 1

while the integral over e, gives —imsgnw,, . Summing
the product of the two sign functions over w,,,, we ob-
tain a “local”, i.e., integrated over the momentum, po-
larization bubble as a sum of two terms: —|Q,|/7 and
a constant, proportional to the ultraviolet cutoff of the
theory. The constant contributes only to the O(T') term
in Xk, (7T,T), and we consider it separately later. The
|2,,] term is the one relevant to our purposes as we need
to verify that Xy, (7T, T) does not contain a T? contri-
bution. The prefactor of the |{2,| term is given by

m*Z 3 9k Kk’
2C = < o ) /dek,k/ COS TyFkFﬁpF;k/FﬁpFJrkF*k/p

er/F”pF+kF7k/F‘;kF7pF. (226)

The remaining integral over ey gives sgn(wy, + ,), and

the self-energy becomes

Ykp(wm,T) = —2C7TTngn(wm + Q)0+ ...
Q,
(2.27)

(2.24)

where dots stand for O(T') terms. Summation over Q,, is
straightforward, and we obtain

Skp (W, T) = C (7T —w2) +...  (2.28)
The T2 term in the Matsubara self-energy obviously van-
ishes for w,, = £7T.

Arbitrary dispersion. Equation (Z28) is also valid
for an arbitrary fermionic dispersion, with the only differ-
ence that the prefactor C' now depends on the position
on the F'S. To see how this works, we expand epik—k’
near a FS. Knowing that ex and ey drop out anyway, we
set them to zero and expand epyk—k/ around pr as

v
_ _ Pr+ar
€p+ar = €p—pr+prtar = €prtar T S I T

Upr

(2.29)

where qr = kr — ki, vl” = vi-DPr, Pr = Pr/pr, and

we suppressed * in vy for brevity.

Substituting this expansion into (Z20) and replacing
integrals over 3D momenta by integrals over the F'S and
over the electron energy, we obtain



dAy dA - 1 1
> mT:—'TET Fsﬁ pr Z3/d //d
kp (W, T) = —i . Z ¢ 2m)Pue, J (27)Pvp, )P, + wm) — e i, — €p

1
X

- / UPF+QF
i(w,, + Q) — €prtar —Ep 4
PR

where Z3 = Zy Zor Zo - kn 1w The condition that all
PP “prtkr—ki

three internal fermions are located near the FS implies

that, at fixed qp, the angle between pr and qp must

be such that the first term in ep,4q, is small. Sup-

pose that, at fixed qg, the constraint Eplitqr = 0 is

satisfied for a set of symmetry-related points on the FS,
p%l. The vector pr spans a narrow solid angle around
each of p%l; therefore we can expand the dispersion as
epriar = (PF — PY') -V, where ¥ = vpo.i q,. Since
qr is still fixed, it can be chosen as the polar axis of
a local spherical system, in which a point on the FS
is described by an equation pr = 7(0,¢). Vectors p%’z
are parametrized as pr = r(0%¢, ¢*!); correspondingly,
bFr = T(eo’i —a, ¢ —f) ~ p%’z —arg — fre where rg and
r4 are the partial derivatives of » with respect to § and ¢,
respectively, evaluated at the point (%% ¢%%). Suppose
that v makes angle v with the polar axis and, without
a loss of generality, assume that = axis belongs to the
plane formed by vectors v and qr. Then, cos GP%I»’G =

cos 0™ cosy and cosf i o ~ (cos 0% + arsin 6%%) cos y
F

to linear order in a.. Substituting all of the results above
into Eq. (229), we obtain

UV o,
0,i - n0,i 0,i Pp tar
Eptqr = O (pF sinf™* — rg cos 6 ) cosy +ep——;
UV 0,
Pr

(2.31)
which generalizes Eq. (Z23) for the arbitrary dispersion

case. The measure of integration over the area dAp,
reduces to
dA %2 _
ke LIPS (pﬁ ) 6in 6% dads. (2.32)
Upp V o,i
Pr

The rest of the calculations proceeds in the same way
as for the quadratic-dispersion case; namely, integrating
first over a, then ep and, finally, over ek, we reproduce
the same product of the three sign factors as before. The
final expression for the self-energy reduces to that in Eq.
@2Z17) with a different prefactor, which varies over the
FS.

Interestingly, we found that the seemingly obvious
result that frequency summation in Eq. (227) yields
[228)) can be reproduced only with a considerable effort
if one uses the Euler-Maclaurin formula to sum over €2,,.
Namely, one has to keep not only the “conventional”
terms with the integral over n and derivatives of the
summand at n = 0, but also the “remainder” term which

FkﬂpF?k'ppF-i-QFPk'p@F-‘rQF;kF,pF7 (2'30)

which is often neglected when the Euler-Maclaurin for-

mula is applied in practice. We discuss this issue in
Appendix [Al

3. The linear-in-T' term in the Matsubara self-energy

Finally, we consider in more detail the O(T) contri-
bution to Xk, (7T, T). For definiteness, we focus on the
3D case and restrict to quadratic dispersion. If we inte-
grate in Eq. (220)) over ¢p and ex in infinite limits, as
we did earlier in this Section, and retain a constant term
[denoted as II(0))] instead of the || term in the local
polarization bubble, we obtain

Sip (7T, T) = AT Y sgn(nT + Q)
Qp

(2.33)

where A\ o II(0). Because only the n = 0 term con-
tributes to the sum, Yy, (7T,T) = AT

This result holds only if we integrate over e, and ek in
infinite limits. Since, however, we have set the cutoff of
our low-energy theory to A, integrations over ep and ey
should, strictly speaking, be performed between —A and
A. The magnitude of X then depends on the ratio A/Er
and reduces to the previous result only for A > Ep. In
the opposite limit of A < Ep, which is more appropriate
for systems in which Ef is of the same order as the band-
width, A is much smaller, namely, A ~ (A/Er) In(Er/A).
We show this in Appendix [Bl We also checked if there is
a T? contribution to Xy, (T, T) at finite A but found
no such term. The next term after the AT is of order
T3/A2. This one is irrelevant to our purposes, as later in
the text we show that in a generic 3D FL there are uni-
versal terms of order (T°/E%)In Er /T, which are para-
metrically larger than a non-universal T3 term.

IIT. SINGLE-PARTICLE SELF-ENERGY:

NON-CANONICAL FERMI LIQUIDS AND

HIGHER-ORDER TERMS IN CANONICAL
FERMI LIQUIDS

We remind the reader that the analysis in the previous
Section relied on the assumption that the momentum in-
tegrals, incorporated into the prefactor C' in Eq. (2I6)
for In¥{ (w,T), are free from singularities. These in-
tegrals include quasiparticle renormalization factors, the
effective interaction between the quasiparticles, and the



prefactor of the € term in the imaginary part of the po-
larization operator [see Eqgs. (29) and (2I4)]. The quasi-
particle renormalization factors and the effective interac-
tion are non-singular at small ¢, but the prefactor of the
Q term scales as 1/q and may give rise to infra-red diver-
gencies. The momentum integral in the expression for C'
is over the D — 1 components of q lying in a plane tan-
gential to the D-dimensional F'S. This integral converges
for D > 2, i.e., in a conventional FL, but diverges for
D < 2, 1i.e., in a non-conventional FL.

The issue we discuss in this Section is whether the first-
Matsubara rule holds in a non-conventional FL, and in
a conventional FL beyond the T2 order. We will show
in this Section that the next after the O(T) term in
Yy (7T, T) scales as TP for any D, i.e., Sy, (7T, T) =
AT +dTP .

The TP term is subleading to the T2 one in a con-
ventional FL (D > 2), and thus the first-Matsubara rule
holds to order 72 in this case. However, the leading terms
in a non-conventional FL (1 < D < 2) are also of the TP
order, and thus the first-Matsubara rule does not hold
in this case. In the next Section, we show that the first-
Matsubara rule holds to all orders in T for any D near
QCP, when the local approximation becomes valid.

We consider first the marginal case of D = 2, and then
discuss the cases of 2 < D <3, D=3,and 1 < D < 2.

A. D=2

In D = 2, the self-energy is mnon-analytic:
I (w,T) o« w?infw| at T = 0 and T?InT at w =

0,21’23 while the first subleading term in ReXf (W, T)
scales as wlw| at T = 0 and as T?sgnw for w < T 12 To
logarithmic accuracy, the scaling form of ImEEF (w,T) is
given by3:4:24-30

ImEf (w,T) = Co (w? +7°T?) In A (3.1)

F 3 |w| 3

where Cs is a constant. By the KK relation,

Rexn® _ mCo 2 22

eXy, (W, T) = dw — 5 seuw (w? +7T%) . (3.2)

At this level, the first-Matsubara rule is obviously sat-
isfied. Beyond logarithmic accuracy, however, the situa-
tion is different, as we will now see.

Let us first calculate the self-energy in Matsubara fre-
quencies. Consider diagram a) in Fig. [l The corre-
sponding formula for the self-energy is given by Eq. (2.2]).
We explore an earlier observationi?22 3! that the non-
analytic contributions to the fermionic self-energy come

from forward- and backscattering rather than from scat-
tering by an arbitrary angle. The internal structures of
diagrams with forward scattering and backscattering are
the same, i.e., it is sufficient to analyze only one of these
two contributions. We consider forward scattering, i.e.,
focus on small momentum transfers ¢, and also assume
that the F'S is isotropic (a circle). Consequently, the self-
energy does not depend on the position on the FS but
we will still keep the subscript kr which indicates that
the self-energy is evaluated on the F'S, as opposed to the
self-energy evaluated away from the F'S also considered
in this Section.
At small ¢, the polarization bubble behaves as

(0, = -7 <1 . L) .
™ O, + (vrq)?

The constant term in IT gives rise to an O(T') term in
Ykp(inT, T). We neglect it for now but will re-instate it
in the final result for Xk, (77, T). Keeping the dynamic
part in (83) and introducing polar coordinates for mo-
mentum integration, we obtain for the forward-scattering
contribution of diagram a) to the self-energy at arbitrary

momentum k
dqd
zAQTZ/ qdq (b

. 1 ]
i(wm + Qp, )—sk—qucos¢1/92 (vrq)?

where Ay = 47u?(0)/m and u(0) = mUqg—o/27 is the
dimensionless coupling constant for forward scattering.
Integrating over 6, we obtain

_ _AQTZ/ dqq

" sgn(wm + Q) Q] (3.5)

\/(wm +Q, + iEk)2 + (vrq)? \/Q +(vrg)?

(3.3)

Sk(wm, T

(3.4)

Si(wm, T

First, we discuss the self-energy on the FS. Substituting
ex = 0 into Eq. (B5) and integrating over ¢ up to A/vp,
we obtain

T? Ay &
S, (7T, T) = —0—22 > mn
F n=1

T A,
Siep (W, T) = "ol ; |, [sgn(wm + )
A2 1 ()2 A2 1+ Q)2
o | VAT + VAT A+ (@ £ 6) (3.6)
Q| + |wm + Qal
For w,,, = 7T, the last result reduces to
|

am—1/2 (R40%)" 4 (24 (n+1/2))"" @)
2 +1/2 ( 2+ )1/2 (A2+(n_1/2)2)1/2 .



where A = A/(27T) > 1. To evaluate the frequency
sum, we notice that the second fraction under the log-
arithm is close to unity in both regions of m that are
relevant for the sum, namely, for n < A and for m ~ A,
when n < n2. In either case,

1/2 1/2

(A2+02) "+ (A2 + (n+1/2)?) "7 n
(A% + n2)1/2 + (A2 + (n— 1/2)2)1/2 2(A? +n?)
(3.8)
With this simplification, the sum over n can be eval-
uated exactly. Performing summation, and adding the
O(T) contribution from the static part of the polariza-
tion bubble, we obtain
In2
+ Wr ) (3.9)

where A ~ (A2A)/v% is a non-universal constant and
K = 0.9160 is the Catalan’s constant (K + wln2/4 =
1.460). We see that (7T, T) does contain a universal,
i.e., cutoff-independent, T2 term. We recall that there is
no such term in D > 2, when the self-energy is analytic
to order T2. The presence of such a term in D = 2
implies that the first-Matsubara rule breaks down once
the self-energy becomes non-analytic.

For completeness, we also reproduced Eq. (3.9) by eval-
uating first InXf, (w, T') and then evaluating Xy . (7T, T)
using the general KK relation between the Matsubara
self-energy and ImXf (w, T)

In

AsT?
EkF (TFT, T) =7l \— M (K

2w,
Ykp (W, T) = = /s

o  Im¥F (w,T

o (3.10)

Applying spectral representation to Eq. (8:4) and inte-
grating over the momentum, we obtain for w > 0

A A—w
ImEf (w,T) = ﬁ LA dQQ [np(Q) + np(Q + w)]

[\/A2_Qz+\/A2_(Q+w)2r
wlw + 29

x In , (3.11)

if w < 2A, and ImEf‘F (w,T) = 0 otherwise. To logarith-
mic accuracy, this expression reduces to Eq. (31)).

Substituting @11 into BI0) and setting wy,, = 7T,
we find that the main logarithmic term in Im%{, (w, T)
contributes only to the O(T) term in Xy, (7T, T). The
violation of the first-Matsubara rule comes from the sub-
leading O(w?) and O(T?) terms. We obtained the first
term in (B.9) analytically and reproduced the second
term by integrating over w in (BI0) numerically.

A complete expression for Xy, (7T, T) to second or-
der in the interaction contains contributions from dia-
grams a) and b) in Fig. [l Each of these diagrams con-
tains contributions from the interaction with momentum
transfers equal to zero and to 2kp with amplitudes U(0)
and U (2kp), correspondingly. Collecting all these contri-
butions, we obtain a complete result for g, (77, T) to

10

second order in the interaction asl2:20

Skp(nT,T) =T\
T2
" 2Ep [

311,2(0) + 2u2(2kF) - 2U(0)u(2kp)] (K 4 Wl;:l2> 7
(3.12)

where u(q) = mUq/(27). The combination of the cou-
pling constants in (3I2) can be expressed via the spin
and charge components of the forward (f) and backscat-
tering (b) amplitudes, I'/ and T'*, defined by
£.b
Fav;ﬂé
where subscripts ¢ and s stand for “charge” and “spin”,
respectively. To first order in Ug,

=T"60p0ys +T00s - 005,  (3.13)

Il = —T7 =u(0), T% = 2u(0) — u(2kr), T° = —u(2kp).

S

(3.14)
Using these relations, one can re-express Eq. (B12) as
T2 min2
EkF(WT,T)—WT)\—E (K-l— 1 )
x [2{@2)? + 3T} + T)? +3(I))2]. (3.15)

Equation (BI5H) can be extended to a FL with an
arbitrary interaction. One can show, using the same
arguments as in Refs. [12 and 132, that the self-energy
still contains the same combination of forward- and
backscattering amplitudes, except for in a general case
I% . and T/  are expressed not via u(0) and u(2kr)
but rather via fully renormalized four-fermion ver-
tices I'(k, k; k, k), T'(k,—k;k, —k), and T'(k, -k, —k, k),
which may depend on both transferred and total mo-
menta. Explicitly, we have

Z%m* Z*m*
rf = 2 rc k) T - 2Tk koK)
s
Z%m*
g == — [Pk ~kk —k) - Ik, ~k ~k k)],
s
Z*m*
rt= 2;” I'(k, —k; —k, k). (3.16)

A complete expression for the self-energy at the first Mat-
subara frequency is

T2 wln2\ m*
EkF(TFT,T)—WT)\—E(K‘F 1 )mZ

< [2{(T)? +3(%} + @D +3(rD?]. (317

There is one additional complication: the result
in Eq. I is actually based on the expansion
of the polarization bubble in frequency: for free
fermions, this amounts to replacing B3.3) by II4(2,) =
—(m/7m) (1 — |Qn]/vrg). The static part of II4(£2,) pro-
duces the T term in ([B.I7), while the (smaller) dynamic
part produces the T2 term. At weak coupling, one can
safely set the lower limit of integration over ¢ to zero, be-
cause the contribution from the region ¢ < Q/vp ~ T/vp
produces only higher than 72 terms. In a generic FL,



an expansion of the polarization bubble is possible for
T, |/vrg < 1, where T is the largest of the scattering
amplitudes in (3I5). When I" > 1, which happens either
when the interaction is strong or when the system is near
a Pomeranchuk instability,1® the condition vrpq > |T'Q,|
sets a new lower cutoff for integration over q. We con-
sider the case of large I in Sec. [Vl where we show that
the existence of this cutoff affects the prefactor for the
T? term in Eq. 3.I7), which gets smaller as I increases.

The consequences of the first-Matsubara rule for the
de Haas-van Alphen (dHvA) oscillations in a 2D FL were
analyzed in Refs. 3 and 4, where it was shown that the
amplitude of these oscillations contains neither a T2 InT
nor a T? term resulting from the self-energy of quasipar-
ticles. This result seems to contradict Eq. (817) which
shows that the self-energy evaluated at w,, = w1 does
have a T? term. In fact, there is no contradiction be-
cause Eq. (BI7) refers to the self-energy evaluated on the
FS, i.e., for ex = 0, while the dHvA amplitude contains
the self-energy evaluated at the “Matsubara mass-shell”,
defined by a solution of the equation Gy '(wy,) = 0. Tt
turns out that these two self-energies do have different
T dependencies. The amplitude of dHvA oscillations in
any thermodynamic quantity contains the following di-
mensionless combination®

i Z /daka(wm) exp (2771'6—1{),
w

2mw
c W >0 c

Adiva =

(3.18)
where w, is the cyclotron frequency. For simplicity,
we omit O(ex) and O(wy,) terms in Yy, which only
renormalize the effective mass entering the cyclotron fre-
quency, and focus on terms of order T2 InT and higher.
We also focus on the weak-coupling regime, when the

Zk(wm,T = 0) =

The mass-shell singularity in this equation is manifested
as a divergence of the first logarithmic term at ex = iwp,.
However, if we keep T in Eq. (3.3]) finite, integrate over ¢
at finite £, and then re-arrange the resulting Matsubara
sum, we obtain to logarithmic accuracy and for Matsub-
ara frequencies with m = O(1)

ATwm T
5 Y

Za(wm, T) - om0
F o oonr

(3.22)

A2

1 .
20 = wm — iew) (@ + iex)

The limit of ' — 0 in this equation reproduces Eq. (3:21))
with the same mass-shell singularity at ex = iw,,. How-
ever, at w,, = 71 the sum in Eq. (8:22) contains no
terms and thus the mass-shell singularity in Xy (77, T) is

Ap 2 , 1 2
_m[(wm—l—z(wm—kzsk) In

11

Matsubara mass-shell can be determined perturbatively;
to lowest order in the interaction, the mass-shell simply
coincides with the pole of the Matsubara Green’s function
€k = iwp,. Substituting the self-energy (B.IH) evaluated
at ex = iwy, into Eq. (BI8) and integrating over ey, we
obtain

C wC
W >0
where
- A, [ANvr sgn wm—i—Q )]
Blem) == fy T

(3.20)

For high enough temperatures, i..e, for T' 2 w.., one needs
to keep only the w,, = 7T term in the sum of Eq. (B:19]).
This is where the first-Matsubara rule becomes useful
because the Matsubara sum in Eq. (8:220) vanishes for
wm = 7T, and Aquva reduces to the free-electron result
(modulo renormalized effective mass) with no extra T
dependent terms.

A related point is the difference in the behavior of the
self-energy at finite T and at T'= 0. At T = 0, the per-
turbation theory in 2D for the self-energy diverges near
the mass-shell, and needs to be resummed to eliminate
these divergences.122? The mass-shell singularity shows
up already in the second-order self-energy at T = 0,
which is obtained by replacing the Matsubara sum in
Eq. 33) by an integral over €2,,. To logarithmic accu-
racy, this yields

1 .9 A
~(wn np—
4(w + iek) > nwm—isk

L, + (wfn - } .(3.21)
Wm + 1€

absent. This is the reason why the mass-shell singularity
does not show up in the dHvA amplitude.

B. Higher-order terms in canonical Fermi Liquids
(2<D<3)

In canonical FLs, the first-Matsubara rule holds to or-
der T?. Let us now verify whether if it also holds to
higher orders in T. To obtain Xy (7T, T) beyond the T2
order, we need to go beyond the approximation we used
in Sec. [l where we assumed that the interaction con-
nected only the points right on the F'S.

We verified that, as in 2D, the terms relevant to our
analysis come both from small momentum transfers and
momentum transfers near 2kr. Consider for definiteness



a small momentum contribution to diagram a) in Fig. [l
The corresponding formula for the self-energy is given by
Eq. (22). To single out potential terms in Xy, (7T, T)
beyond the T2 order, we subtract from the integrand
in Eq. ([Z2) its expression for the case when the effec-
tive interaction connects the points right on the FS. We
parametrize the measure of the D dimensional integral
over q as dD_qu_qu, where a D — 1 dimensional vector
q. lies in the plane tangential to the F'S and gy is along
the normal to the FS, and replace the integral over g
by that over the fermionic dispersion in the final state
€kp+q ~ VFQ)| = €. As before, we neglect the static part
of I14(9,,), which contributes only to the O(T) term in
¥, and approximate the dynamic part of II4(€,) by the

Qnl/q = |Qul/y/a7 + g} form. Using these simplifica-

tions, we express the part of the self-energy not captured

oX(nT,T)
Foq

12

in Sec. [ as

-2
58 (T, T) —ZADTZ|Q |/ d‘”de

1 1 1
X - )
(T + ) (\/UFQi+62+Q% \/v%quZ?,)
(3.23)
where Ap = 2vprz /T[(D — 1)/2]U2_,, T[a] is the

Gamma-function, and vp is the density of states per
spin projection in D dimensions. Because Xy, (7T, T)
obtained in Sec. [ contains only linear-in-7" term and
thus satisfies the first- Matsubara rule, potential devia-
tions from this rule are due to X (nT,T). Integrating
over ¢  and € in (323), we find that X (7T, T) contains
a contribution

T + Q,

T Q,
= Ap-p ST 1Q|(0T + Q)T + Q2P Qp <7)

—apLy <2w>D‘1ni_ln (41277200 (5 ) = =177 (5 )| G20

VR

where A = A/27T, and

(3.25)
2/ / dx:z:D 2dy 22+ y? + 22 — Va4 22
P (2 + D)V F 222y 4+ 22

The sum in (3:24]) contains a contribution from the up-
per limit, which just adds an extra piece to the O(T)
term, but it also contains a A-independent contribution
from n = O(1) which yields §X(inT,T) < TP. We see
therefore that the full Xy, («T,T) = O(T) + 6X(=T,T)
contains a TP term, i.e., the first-Matsubara rule breaks
down at order T in conventional FLs. Still, Yy . (7T, T)
and Xk, (wm,T) for |wy| # 7T are qualitatively differ-
ent: the next term after T in Yy, (wy, # T, T) is T?
while in Sy, (7T, T) it is TP, which for D > 2 is much
smaller than T2. We verified that in the limit D — 2 the
result matches the second term in ([B9). For arbitrary
2 < D < 3, the sum has to be evaluated numerically.

The case D = 3 is special because Q)3 diverges loga-
rithmically. In this case we have, after integrating over
z in (328) and neglecting non-logarithmic terms,

0X(xT, T) (3.26)
Vy? 4 22
_A3—Z|n|n+1/2 / dy—+——— Tl

where z = n/(n + 1/2). By power-counting, 63 (xT,T)
scales as T but there is an additional logarithm, which
can captured by expanding the summand in Eq. (3:26)) in

1/n. The prefactor of the T term is 1/|n|, and the sum
T3/|n| yields a T3 In A/T term in Xy, (7T, T). Expand-
ing the integrand of Eq. (328) in 1/n, integrating over
y, and collecting the prefactors for the T2 In A/T term,
we obtain

3
Ang In A

§S(nT,T) = ST N T (3.27)

The complete result in 3D again contains the contribu-
tions from diagrams a) and b) in Fig.[[land includes terms
coming from both forward- and backscattering.

Note that the signs of 63 (xT,T) are different in 2D
and 3D [ cf. Eqs. (39) and (3210)], i.e., the prefactor of
the TP term vanishes at some D in between 2 and 3.

C. Non-canonical Fermi liquids: 1 < D <2

The analysis for 1 < D < 2 parallels that in the
previous Section. The extra term in the self-energy at
wm = 7T, given by ([B.24), is still of order TP, and its
prefactor is expressed via forward- and backscattering
amplitudes. The only difference between the D < 2 and
D > 2 cases is that, for D < 2, the TP term is larger
than the 72 one, and first-Matsubara rule breaks down
completely, i.e., the next term after T in Xy, (wm,T) is
of order T for all w,, including w,, = +n7T.



IV. THE FIRST-MATSUBARA-FREQUENCY
RULE NEAR QUANTUM CRITICALITY

A. Local approximation

So far we found that in a generic FL, either conven-
tional or unconventional, the terms of order TP in the
self-energy do not distinguish between the first and other
Matsubara frequencies, i.e., the prefactor of the TP term
in Xk, (wm) is non-zero for all m.

We now show that a different situation emerges when
the system is tuned to the vicinity of a Pomeranchuk
transition, at which a FL. becomes unstable towards con-
densation of particle-hole excitations with zero momen-
tum transfer. A Pomeranchuk instability can occur in ei-
ther the spin or charge channel. A magnetic (spin) insta-
bility is likely to trigger pre-emptive transitions,2334 and,
to keep the discussion focused on the first-Matsubara
rule, we only consider here a Pomeranchuk instability
in the charge channel. In the bulk of this section we fo-
cus on long-wavelength (¢ = 0) Pomeranchuk instability,
(a quantum phase transition with dynamical exponent
z = 3). At the end of this section, we briefly discuss the
first-Matsubara rule near an instability at finite ¢ in a
system on lattice (a quantum phase transition with dy-
namical exponent z = 2).

Near a Pomeranchuk instability, interactions generate
a large length scale £ (the correlation length) which di-
verges at the transition. In D < 3, a divergence in &
brings the upper boundary of FL behavior down from
O(EF) to wrr, o €312 At large enough £, wrr, becomes
smaller than A, and the low-energy theory with the upper
cutoff A describes now both the FL and non-FL regimes.
We first consider the case of 2, T' < wpr, and then discuss
the first-Matsubara rule at energies above wgry,.

The observation, which is most relevant to our anal-
ysis, concerns the low-energy cutoff in the integration
over bosonic momentum ¢ in the formula for the self-
energy, once we cast it into the form of Eq. ([B4). As
we mentioned in Sec. [ITAl the TP term in Yy, (wm)
with a prefactor that does not show any special features
at m = 0,—1 is obtained by setting the lower momen-
tum cutoff to zero. This approximation can be justified
at £ = O(1) ~ k;l, at least at weak coupling, but not
at large £&. To show this, we follow earlier work3® and
assume that, near a Pomeranchuk instability with some
angular momentum ¢, the fermionic self-energy given Eq.
B4) can be viewed as resulting from an exchange of low-
energy and overdamped collective excitations. The prop-
agator of these excitations at small ¢ is given by

X0
Qn = s
Xq( ) P+E2+ ’YHq(Qn)

(4.1)

where v depends on original fermion-fermion interaction
and fermionic dispersion and, in general, is different for
different ¢. As before, we keep only the dynamic part in
I (£2y,).
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The one-loop self-energy is given by

. dPq
S (Wi, T) = zTZ/WGkF+q(wm + Q) xq(Dn).
Qn

(4.2)
An order-of-magnitude estimate for Xy, (wm,T') can be
obtained by expanding xq(£,) as

Xa(2n) = xa(0) = x07E g ().

Substituting this expansion into Eq. (£2)) and comparing
the result to ([34) in Sec. MIA] and to its extension for
an arbitrary interaction in Eq. ([3.15), we see that yoy&*
plays the same role as the combination of the I'? terms
in Eq. (3I3), i.e., the overall prefactor of the dynamic
part of Xy, (wm, T) scales as &*.

Let us now look more carefully at the limits of in-
tegration over ¢, which need to be imposed to ensure
self-consistency expansion (£3]) for xq. Because II,(€2,)
scales as |Q,|/q at the smallest Q,, the expansion in
Iy (Q,) in @3) holds only for ¢ > ~|Q,|¢2, which

(4.3)

sets the lower limit in the integral over q. The up-
per limit is set by £~'. Now, we expand the disper-
sion as €xp1q = UFQ)| + ¢3/2m* and express g as

4| = €kptq/vF — 1 /(2vpm*). Consider momentarily
a free fermion propagator in (£2). Typical ex,+q are
then of order w,, + 2,, i.e., of order T for Matsubara
indices m,n ~ 1. Since we expect the T” term to come
from the region when both typical ¢ and g, are also
proportional to T, the ¢% /2m* term is of order 7% and
can be neglected compared to x,+q. Hence typical g ~

€kp+q/VF, and typical ¢ ~ \/qi + [(wm + Qn)/vr)?. For
large & and n,m ~ 1, (W + Q) /vp ~ Q,/vp is then
smaller by than the lower limit for ¢, which is |, |£2.
For yvré2 > 1, one can approximate ¢ by ¢, . This is
equivalent to factorizing the momentum integral in (£.2))
as [ dexp+qGrptq(wm + ) [dP71q1xq, (). In this
approximation, the dynamic part of the self-energy in

[#2) reduces to

2kF (wma T)

T

= 50 ; sgn(wm + Qn)XL(2n),  (44)

n

where

O30 Py (i TRSPS 45
w@) = [ G @), (4
Because x1,(£2,) is an even function of €, the r.h.s. of
(#4) vanishes at |wy,| = 7T, i.e., the first-Matsubara rule
holds. For all other frequencies, such that |w,,| # 7T
but still |wy,| ~ T, Ykp(wm,T) behaves as TPE2P in
non-conventional FLs, and as

St (i, T) = T2~ {1 +0 ((Tg3)D’2)} (4.6)

in conventional FLs.
We refer to an approximation, in which the momen-
tum integral is factorized, as the “local approximation”.



The name reflects the fact that the fermionic self-energy
in this approximation is a convolution of the density of
states (the Green’s function integrated over fermionic dis-
persion) and the local susceptibility, obtained by integrat-
ing the non-local susceptibility over D — 1 components of
q.L.

If we keep wy, + Q, in ¢ and compute Xy, (wm,T)
without making any approximations, we find that the
TP term in Yy, (wm,T) is present for all w,,; how-
ever, its prefactor has different dependences on £ for
|wm| = 7T and all other w,,. For |w,,| # =T, the TP
term in Yy . (wm,T) is present even in the local approxi-
mation, and the prefactor of this term scales as £€2P. For
|wm| = ©T, the prefactor is zero in the local approxima-
tion, and scales as £2(P~2) if we compute Xy, (7T, T) in
([#2)) using a free fermion propagator. Using free-fermion
propagator at large £ is, however, not justified because
the mass renormalization term, Awy,, in Y, is also pro-
portional to & [this term involves a static susceptibility,
x£(0)]. Including this term into the Green’s function af-
fects the estimate for a typical €k, 4, which now becomes
of order (14 A)|wm + Q| /vr. Accordingly, the prefactor
of the TP term scales as \2¢2(P=2) at |w,,| = 7T. At
one-loop order, A o< €37 (oc In€ in D = 3) and, hence,
the self-energy at the first Matsubara frequency scales as
Sp (7T, T) oc TPE2. Still, for all D > 1, this is paramet-
rically smaller than the self-energy at larger Matsubara
frequencies, which, we remind, scales as T2¢%~P in con-
ventional FLs, and as TP¢2P in non-conventional FLs.

The main outcome of this analysis is that, near a
Pomeranchuk instability the first-Matsubara rule ap-
proximately holds, even if far from the instability this
rule is broken, as it happens in non-conventional FLs.
The distinction between the prefactors of TP terms in
Yk (wm,T) likely persists to higher-orders in the loop
expansion, even if higher-order corrections are not small.
To verify this, we analyzed two and three-loop contribu-
tions to the self-energy near a charge Pomeranchuk tran-
sition in D = 2. We recall that in D = 2, the self-energy
at a generic w,, scales as T2¢%. In 2D, a two-loop self-
energy is small compared to the one-loop one, Eq. (@.2]),
only if one extends the theory to N fermionic flavors and
takes the N > 1 limit.2%! The three-loop self-energy
is not small even in the large-N limit (Refs. 13, |14, and
17), and higher-order terms even bring in additional log-
arithmic singularities. 1417:36 We computed two-loop and
three-loop contributions to the self-energy along Matsub-
ara axis, and found that in both contributions the pref-
actor for the T2 term still vanishes at w,, = a7 if
the local approximation is imposed, and scales as £2 be-
yond this approximation. Higher-order corrections may,
in principle, generate additional logarithms and eventu-
ally change the scaling of Xy, (7, T) with £ from &2 to
€8 with 8 < 2. However, because the one-loop results
for Xy, (7T, T) and Yy, (wm,T) with |wy,| # #T differ
substantially (by a factor of £2 in D = 2), it is likely
that the difference between the prefactors of TP terms
in Xy, (7T, T) and in Xk, (Jwn,| # 7T, T) holds to infinite
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order in the loop-expansion.

The difference between Yy, (7T, T) and Xk, (|wm| #
7T, T) becomes particularly pronounced right at the
Pomeranchuk instability. Now wg; = 0, and the self-
energy exhibits a non-FL behavior at any finite w or 7.
The self-energy for generic w,, # £71 can be divided
into two parts: dynamic, X9, and static, ¥°. The dy-
namic part comes from processes with non-zero energy
transfers, corresponding to €, #* 0 in the Matsubara
sum of Eq. (£2)). The critical form of the dynamic part
is obtained by replacing £¢73 in Eq. (@8] by T, which
gives Eﬁp (Wm, T) ~ TP/3. The static part comes from
scattering of static critical fluctuations, corresponding
to a single term with Q, = 0 in Eq. (@2). At finite
¢, this contribution behaves as Xj (T) oc T€3~P. At
& — oo, the static contribution diverges for D < 3.8:37
This divergence is usually regularized by introducing a
temperature-dependent correlation length, £(7"), which
remains finite at 7' > 0 even right at criticality. On
general grounds, one can postulate that &(T") oc T—F7
with B > 0, and hence ¥j (T) oc T1=ArG=D) At
the one-loop level, fr = 1/2 (modulo logarithms) for
2D quantum-critical systems with dynamical exponents
Z = 2 and Z = 327 but higher-order corrections may
change the exponent. We will treat 8 as a phenomeno-
logical parameter of the theory. Comparing the expo-
nents of the dynamic and static parts of the self-energy,
we see that, for any D < 3, the leading T" dependence of
the self-energy is given by the dynamic part if 7 < 1/3
and by the static part if Sp > 1/3.

For the first Matsubara frequency, the static part of
the self-energy is the same as for all other w,,, but the
dynamic part is different. To obtain 3§ (7T, T) at criti-
cality, we re-evaluate the self-energy diagram in ([£2)) by
replacing the frequency in the denominator of the Green’s
function by the self-energy at the same frequency. Now
typical exptq ~ Zkp(Wm + U, T) lwpmtan~r = S(T).
Expanding the bosonic propagator to leading (second)
order in €y, 1q and performing power-counting, we ob-
tain

TP=2/3 if Br < 1/3
T34 =28r3-D) if B > 1/3 °
(4.7)

S (7T, T) x T75 £2 o {

where we replaced ¥ by ¥4 and ¥* for 3+ < 1/3 and
Br > 1/3, correspondingly. We see that ZﬂF (T, T)
remains smaller than EﬁF (Wm # 7T, T): the ratio of
the two behaves as Yy, (7T, T)/%4 o« T?>P-1/3 for
Br < 1/3, and Sy, (7T, T) /24 oc TPHD/3=B7B=D) for
Br > 1/3. The exponent is positive for any D > 1 in the
first expression and for 1/3 < fr < (D +1)/3(3— D) in
the second one. In both cases the ratio of the self-energy
at the first Matsubara frequency to that at a generic fre-
quency scales to zero as T' goes to zero. This smallness is
a manifestation of the first-Matsubara rule at criticality.



B. Scaling form of the self-energy in the local
approximation

A non-trivial aspect of the first-Matsubara rule near
a Pomeranchuk instability shows up when we consider
the self-energy along the real frequency axis. At order
TP, both the real and imaginary parts of ZEF (w,T) are
rather complicated functions of w and T', and the exten-
sion of EEF (w,T = 0) to finite T by no means implies
that w is replaced by vw? + w2T2. Still, within the local
approximation, we obtain, analytically continuing (Z£4)
to real frequencies

ImEf (w,T) = Fr—

/dQImXIL%(Q) [ne(Q) +np(Q+w)].

(4.8)
The r.h.s. of Eq. (438) is an analytic function of complex
variable w — z = 2’ 4 iz” within the stripe |[Imz| < #T,
see Fig. Within this stripe, one can then analyti-
cally continue ImEfF (w,T) into the complex plane by
just replacing w — 2. Aa a result, ImEEF(iﬁT, T)
is still given by (@8], but with inT instead of w in
the r.h.s of this equation. Because np(Q) + np(Q +
irT) = 0, ImXf (w = ixT,T) vanishes. The full

EEF (imT,T) vanishes by the first-Matsubara rule, hence
ReX{ (w,T) must also vanish (up to a O(T) term), if
we replace w by inT. These two requirements then set
non-trivial constraints on the scaling functions of w/T
in Im¥{ (w,T) o |w|P fip(|lw|/T) and ReZf, (w,T)
wlwP 1 frp(|w|/T): both frp(x) and frp(z) must van-
ish at x = m.

In the next two sections, we obtain explicit forms
of fip(lw|/T) and frp(|w|/T) for near-critical FLs
in D =2 and D = 3 and show they they satisfy the
constraint.

B
S @ T) =7 (@* +7°T%) In

2iBoT? Lig(—e™ ™ -
e / rLiz(~e )<x2—<w/wT>2 x2+1>’

where In(—w?) = Inw? — irsgnw. In Eq. (@I3J), we sin-
gled out the leading, logarithmic term in ImEfF (w,T)
and the rest has the form w?fr2(|w|/T). The scaling
function is rather non-trivial, yet we see from ([@.I3]) that
S§ (inT,T) vanishes, as it should.

In Appendix [C] we discuss several subtle issues re-

G(WFL)2
w2 T2 4
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1. D=2

We again use (@) for x,(Q2). In D = 2 we have

Xov€t ) wrL

Imx 7(Q) = o o

(4.9)

where wpr, ~ 1/(v€3) is the upper boundary of the FL
behavior. The imaginary part of the self-energy is given
by

Im¥{ (w,T) = By / dQQ In % (np(Q) + np(Q+w)),

(4.10)
where By = x0v£*/(2m%v%). The real part of the self-
energy is obtained via the KK relation. We skip the
details of calculations and show only the final results.
It turns out that the real part of the self-energy (the
one which does not contain logarithms) can be computed
exactly, up to the term of order w which we omit below.
The real part of the self-energy is an odd function of the

frequency at k = kp. For w > 0 we find

ReXf (w,T) (4.11)
_ B 2 2 ™ . —w/T
=-7 [mu + 4T (12+L12{ e } ,
where
Lis(y) = — 4.12
ORI (4.12)

is a polylogarithmic function. This expression can be cast
into the scaling form ReXf (w,T) = wlw|fra(|w|/T).
For w = inT, —e /T = 1 and Liy(1) = =?/6.
Substituting these relations into ([@II) we find that
ReEfF (inT,T) = 0, as expected.

The imaginary part of the self-energy is given by Eq.
(@I0) in the form of a one-dimensional integral. The
formula for ImXf (w,T’) can be simplified if we extract
from it the leading logarithmic term. Combining the re-
mainder of ImXff (w,T) with ReXf (w,T), we obtain

B
+i22

—w?

(2 7r2T2) w272
w” + 3 In

1 1

(4.13)

lated to analytic continuation of the self-energy to com-
plex w plane in a situation when either ReEfF (w,T) or
Im¥{ (w,T) cannot be evaluated explicitly and has to
be kept in an integral form, as in ([@I0).



2. Subleading terms in D = 3

A very similar situation emerges in 3D systems if we
go beyond the leading, w? + 7272 term in the self-energy
and consider the subleading terms of order 7% and w?. At
T = 0, the real part of the self-energy scales as w? In |w|
and the imaginary part scales as |w|3. At finite T, both
parts contain scaling functions of |w|/T. The situation is
somewhat similar to that in D = 2 in a sense that the

ImEf (w,T)

@l

= Co (w? + 7T?) + Dy {— (w? + 72T%) +4T% (Lig(—e/T) = ((3)) } ,

3

where Cy = x07&3/(32mv%), Do = x07€5/(2472v3,), and
¢(z) is the zeta function. Using that Liz(1) = {(3), one
can immediately verify that ImEfF (inT,T) = 0, as it
should. This happens despite that the functional form
ImEEF (w,T) is rather complicated at order w3, T?; e.g.,
the prefactor of the w? term is not the same as the pref-
actor of the T2 term.

The real part of the self-energy contains logarithms
and has to be left in an integral form. The calculation of
ReEf‘F (w,T) using the KK formula, Eq. 2.13)), requires
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behavior is marginal due to logarithms.
Using xq(2) from Eq. (@) we obtain

3 2¢6

4.14
Sup dmvg ( )

Substituting this form into Eq. (@8], we obtain after
some algebra an explicit expression for ImZEF (w,T) to
order w3, T3:

(4.15)

some care as the integral is formally infrared divergent,
if we use Eq. @I5) for InX{ (w,T). The recipe is to
i) start with the general expression for InX{ (w,T) in
Eq. [@38); ii) substitute it into the KK formula and ob-
tain ReXf (w,T) in the form of a double integral; iii)
keep the full form of Imx%(Q2) (without expanding it)
at intermediate stages of the calculation, and change the
order of integrations when it is convenient, iv) use the
fact that Imyr(€?) vanishes in the infra-red and also
that Rexf(0) = (2/x) [;° dmxF(Q)/Q. Evaluating
ReEf‘F (w,T) this way, we obtain

RGXR(O) 1 o0 xdx
R _ L 2 22 R
ReXy, (W, T)=w 2mup 37TQUFW(W + 7T )/0 Imyx 7 (z) (22 — w?)2
w ° 1 T+ w Tw?
ImyF(2)dz | —1 —_———
+7T2’UF /0 mx (v)da [2w S— 3(z2 — w2)2}
dw [ < ydy 1 1
Imy ¥ (z)zd — 4.16
+772vp /0 mx (v)r :c/o /T +1 [(22+y? —w?)? —42?y? (22 —w?)?]’ (4.16)

where all integrals are to be understood as principal val-
ues. The last two integrals are ultra-violet convergent

for Imyx®(z) given by ([@I4). The second term in (ZI6)
is singular, but only logarithmically, and accounts for

Rex 7 (0)

2R (w,T)=w Sror

_4Do

Equation ([@IT7) is a complete expression for the self-
energy in a 3D FL within the local approximation.

2
+1iCy (w2 + 7T2T2) + &w (w2 + 7r2T2) In [ WL } +
™

* dx 2 22 3 (1 z/T :
— w/o o [x(ac +7T%) + 6T (L13( v’ L13(1))}.

the w?In|w| term in ReXy . Substituting xf(w) from
Eq. (14) and combining InX{ (w, T') and ReXy,. (w, T),
we obtain from (£16)

5D0w3
3

—ew?

(4.17)

One can easily make sure that X (w,T') in @I7) is
an analytic function of w in the upper half-plane, hence it



can be straightforwardly continued from the real axis into
the upper half-plane just by replacing w by a complex z.
At z = inT, the second and third term vanish, while
the last two terms cancel each other, i.e., at the first
Matsubara frequency the self-energy contains a linear in
T term but no terms of higher power of 7', in agreement
with the first-Matsubara rule.

C. Marginal FL

As another illustration, we consider the self-energy in
a marginal FL. (MFL).28 The term marginal FL refers to
a situation when the imaginary part of the self-energy
is comparable to w, hence by the Landau criterion, the
system is at the boundary between FLs and non-FLs.
By the KK relation, if ImX(w,T = 0) « |w|, then
ReX(w, T =0) x wln(A/|w|).

Because in a generic non-conventional FL
ImSB(w,T) « wPfip(lw|/T), the MFL behavior
formally emerges when D approaches one. This limit
is, however, special, and below we follow earlier work3?
and assume that the MFL behavior is associated with
some sort of quantum criticality rather than with
D = 1. Specifically, the MFL behavior emerges if
one assumes Imy®(Q,T) to be a scaling function of
Q/T such that Imy®(Q,7 = 0) = const x sgn(2) and
ImxR(Q,T) o Q/T for @ < T2 A simple model form
of Imy (2, T') satisfying these conditions is

Q
Imx5(Q,T) = xrotanh —

- (4.18)

This expression is valid for 2 smaller than some cut-
off energy E*. At larger Q, Imy (2, T) must decrease.
To simplify calculations, we impose a hard cutoff, i.e.,
set Imx%(Q,T) to be given by @IR) for || < E* and
Imy®(Q,T) =0 for | > E*.

The first-Matsubara rule states that the self-energy at
the first Matsubara frequency must be Yy, (7T,T) =
7Tx(0,T)/(2mvp). In all examples considered so far,
we assumed that D > 1 and hence dropped this term, as
it was of different order than the TP term which was our
primary interest. Now ImX{ (w ~ T,T) = O(T), and
we should keep all O(T) terms.

Substituting Eq. (LI8) into Eq. [@8]), we obtain

ImEfp (w,T) = XLOo /dQ tanh% [nB(Q) +np(+w)].

2WUF
(4.19)
Because the integral converges at large €2, and we are
interested in w,T < E*, we can safely extend integra-
tion over € to the whole real axis. At T' = 0 we have
from @I9) Im%f (w,0) = xpow/27wvp, and at w = 0,
Im¥{ (0,T) = xzonT/2mvp. When w and T are both
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FIG. 3. (color on-line). Red: exact scaling function fras(x)
in ImX®(w, T) for the marginal-FL model, Eq. @&20). Blue:
a scaling function obtained by replacing w — vw? + 72772 in
ImX®(w, T = 0). Square-root approximation (@ZI)) is practi-
cally indistinguishable from exact fras(x) in the interval of x
shown in the figure.

finite, integration in ([@I9) yields

Txro w
ImEEF (w,T) = 2muE fim (T)

(1/2)(e” +1)* + a(e* — 1)
e2r 1 '

f]M(LL') = (420)
Function fry(x) is plotted in Fig. Bl

Expanding (20) in w/T and casting the result into
the form of a square-root, we obtain, approximately

4 —
> (w, T) ~ ﬂ\/ﬁﬁ + WZM (4.21)

2WUF

This form is obviously different from /7272 + w2 ob-
tained by by replacing w by V7272 +w? in the T = 0
result. Nevertheless, substituting x = 4ir into ([@20)
we find that fras(im) vanishes, as it should by the first-
Matsubara rule.

The analysis of ReXf (w,T) = wfra(w/T) requires
more effort as one has to take care of the upper cutoff of
the theory. The calculation is similar to the one we did
for D = 3 in the previous Section. We use ImX%{f, (w,T)
in the form of Eq. (#I19), but keep the limits of the in-
tegration over 2 as —FE* and E* and set E* to infinity
only at the end of calculation. Without that, we would
not reproduce the first-Matsubara rule for ReXy . (w, T).
Substituting In¥{ (w,T) from Eq. @IJ) into the KK
formula we obtain after some algebra



2

fRM(:C):;/OOO%(ﬁM(y)—y)-F

where E* = E*/T. Both integrals are convergent and
are easily evaluated numerically.

At x = im, the first integral yields (2/7) x 0.96351,
while the second integral gives (2/7) (In E* + 1 — In)
(2/7) (In E* — 0.14473), up to terms exponentially small
in B*, which we neglect. Combining the two last expres-
sions, we obtain

~
~

Tfrum(im) = 2 (In E* +0.81878) . (4.23)
™

According to the first-Matsubara rule, the result in
Eq. @23) should be exactly the same as Rex®(0,7)
[then ReXE(inT,T) = i(T/2vr) fru (i7) becomes equal
to i(T/2vr)Rex®(0,T)]. The static local susceptibil-
ity is obtained by applying the KK transformation to

Imx®(w, T) in Eq. @IS):
dx =~ 2 <1nE’* —/
n 0

2 /E* tanh x
0 X

w2 (In E* 4 0.81878),

*® drlnzx

Rex®(0,T) =
XL ) cosh? x

)

m
s

again, up to terms exponentially small in £*. Comparing
Eqs. (23) and (24, we see that they are equal, as it
should be, according to the first-Matsubara rule.

D. Finite-q instability

The discussion above is valid for a Pomeranchuk in-
stability at ¢ = 0, when the dynamical exponent z is
equal to 3. In lattice systems, an instability may also
occur at finite ¢, in which case z = 2, up to fluctuation
corrections from multi-loop diagrams.8164% Such an in-
stability is often called either spin-density-wave (SDW)
or charge-density-wave (CDW), depending on whether it
occurs in the spin or charge channel. The z = 2 case in
more involved because typical ¢ along the F'S now scale as
g1  |Q2,|Y/2, while g still scale as X(wy, + 2y, T). The
(D-1)/2
D-1)/2.

one-loop self-energy for z = 2 problem scales as w
hence for Q,, ~ wy,, typical ¢, are of order |Q,]¢
Local approximation is valid if typical ¢ < ¢, and is
only justified for D > 2. At D =2, ¢, and g are of the
same, |Q,]'/2, order. The local approximation in this
case can be imposed by extending the system to a large
number of fermionic flavors NV, and the analysis up to two
loops indeed shows that the local approximation, and the
first-Matsubara rule associated with it, become exact at
N = co. For a z = 2 transition, the first-Matsubara rule
implies that X(w,,,T) evaluated at a generic wy, # 7T
contains a T/2 term (or a T2¢3 term in the FL regime),
but the prefactor of this term vanishes at w,, = £aT.
The vanishing is not exact, however, because some of

(4.24)
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™

dy
y2 _ I2

(y—ln {1+ey—E*D,

(4.22)

r

the higher-order contributions to X(wy,, T') can be viewed
as coming from processes with small momentum trans-
fers, mediated by small g collective excitations of critical
z = 2 modes, and higher-order contributions to X (wy,, T)
from such processes do not vanish at N = oo (Refs.
13,114,116, and [17). Still, in D = 2, a local propagator of
the collective mode made of two z = 2 excitations scales
as Xz(Q) o< [ dqdq'dS,x(q',2,)X(q + ¢/, + Q) ox
In|Q,| and is weaker than xr(Q,) o 1/4/|Qn]. As a
result, the prefactor of the T2 term in X(wy,,T), al-
though does not vanish exactly at w,, = +7T, is never-
theless reduced by a factor of | InT'|/T*/2. Contributions
to this prefactor from even higher orders form series in
|InT|"/T'/? and may potentially give rise to an addi-
tional anomalous power T"/T'/2. The first-Matsubara
rule then remains meaningful as long as 7 < 1/2.

V. SUMMARY

In this paper we analyzed in detail the fermionic self-
energy (w,T) in a FL at finite temperature T" and fre-
quency w. Our main goal was to understand how gen-
eral is a certain property of the self-energy, the first-
Matsubara-frequency rule. This rule states that the self-
energy X (w.,, T), evaluated at discrete Matsubara points
wm = ©T(2m + 1), exhibits a special behavior at the
first fermionic Matsubara frequency namely, 3 (xT,T)
does not contain terms higher than OT. As a partic-
ular manifestation of this rule, the imaginary part of the
self-energy on the FS in a conventional 3D FL behaves
as ImX(w,T) o« w? + m2T?, with exactly a 72 factor
in front of the T2 term, and ReX(w,T) contains an w
term but no w7 term. We found that the rule is not
an exact one, i.e., (7T, T) in a generic FL does con-
tain higher than linear terms in 7. Still, the first term
after O(T) in X(«T,T) in any dimension 1 < D < 3
is of order TP (T3InT in 3D). In D > 2, this term is
parametrically smaller than T2 term which is present in
Y(wim, T) for |wm| # 7T. We found that the TP term
comes from only forward- and backward scattering, and
is expressed in terms of fully renormalized amplitudes
for these processes. We further showed that the first-
Matsubara-frequency rule becomes exact in the local ap-
proximation, when the interaction can be approximated
by its value for the initial and final fermionic states right
on the Fermi surface. In this approximation, which is
justified, e.g., near a Pomeranchuk instability even if the
vertex corrections are non-negligible, the TP term and
all higher order terms in X(#T,T) vanish, and only the
O(T) term survives. The first-Matsubara-frequency rule
then imposes two constraints on the scaling form of the
self-energy: upon replacing w by inT, ImXf(w, T') must



vanish and ReX(w,T) must reduce to an O(T) form.
We considered several examples of the first-Matsubara
rule, and argued that these two constraints should be
taken into consideration in extracting scaling forms of
Y E(w, T) from experimental and numerical data.
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Appendix A: Evaluation of the Matsubara
self-energy using the Euler-Maclaurin summation
formula

In this Appendix, we show how to reproduce the first-
Matsubara rule for the fermionic self-energy by using the
Euler-Maclaurin (EM) formula for summation over the
Matsubara frequencies. Unexpectedly, the calculations
involving the EM formula turn out to be quite involved,
and to reproduce the first-Matsubara rule one has to keep
not only the “conventional” terms in the EM formula,
with the integral over a bosonic Matsubara frequency
Q,, and the sum over the derivatives of the summand
at n = 0, but also the remainder term, which is often
neglected when the EM formula is applied in practice.

To be specific, we consider Eq. (£2) for the self-energy
Ykp (W, T) and set wy, = 7T, which gives

qudD 1

Sip (7T, T) = TZ/

1
. T (2n+1) — (ol

Xa(2n) (A1)

with q = (g, q1). We assume that the local approxima-
tion is valid, i.e., that typical g are small compared to
typical ¢, , and the dependence of the bosonic propaga-
tor on g can be neglected. Within this approximation,
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Eq. (Al simplifies to

T
e (7T, T) = WXL (0) (A2)
—|—i i (2nTn) [sgn(2n + 1) — sgn(2n — 1)]
2wp < XL (4T g g )
where

xw(2nTn) = [ & quxg, (2enT)/(2m)P 7 (43

The first term in ([A3) is proportional to T, and the sec-
ond term vanishes identically because for any n > 1,
sgn(2n + 1) = sgn(2n — 1) = 1. Hence, Xk, (7T, T) does
not contain terms beyond O(T), in accordance with the
first-Matsubara rule.

An unexpected complication arises when one attempts
to reproduce the vanishing of the second term in (A2) by
applying the EM formula to the sum over n. Under the
condition that y(z) and its derivatives vanish at x — oo,
which we assume to hold in our case, the EM formula

reads?t
= /(0)
S = [ a4

N

f(2p—1)(())
_;sziep)! — Ry

(A4)
where B}, are the Bernoulli coefficients, f(™) is the n-th
derivative of f, and Ry is the Poisson remainder term

Ry — /OOO BN({;“— x})f(zv)

where By () is Bernoulli polynomial, and {1—z} denotes
the fractional part of 1 — z.

In applications of this formula, it is often assumed that
the remainder term Ry tends to zero in the limit N —
oo and is thus dropped. We show that in our case the
remainder term cannot be neglected and one should use
the full EM formula, Eqs. (A4] and [AF) instead of the
truncated one.

Indeed, in our case,

(z)dx (A5)

flz) = iXL (27Tz) [sgn(2x + 1) — sgn(2z — 1)].

2’UF
(A6)
The ﬁrst term in the r.h.s. of (AZ) is the integral
J° f(z)dz. Integrating f(z) from (AG) over z we ob-
tain

S T 1/2
/ f(x)de = — dxxr(2nTx)
0 UR

0
T T2
= — 0 —5(0)+ ...
3oL (0)+ X0+



where dots stand for the terms of higher order in T.
Combining (A7) with the boundary term —f(0)/2 =
—(T/2vr)xL(0), we see that the linear-in-T" term can-
cels but the quadratic term contributes

£ = T2, (0)——
1 X ( )4UF

to Ly, (7T, T).

This T? term would violate the first-Matsubara rule
and must be canceled by the terms with the derivatives
f(0). Because the derivatives of sgn(2z + 1) and of
sgn(2z — 1) vanish at © = 0, one has to differentiate only
xL(27Tx). A T? contribution to Xy, (7T, T) comes from
the first derivative of f(z), i.e., from the p = 1 term in
the sum over p in the r.h.s. of (Ad)). Terms with p > 1
contribute higher powers of T. Using that By = 1/6, we
find the T? contribution from the infinite sum with the
derivatives f(™(0) as

Sy = —T%, (0) —
2 X1 ( )GUF

The sum ¥ + 3o = T2} (0)7/(12vF) is non-zero.

The sum over p in (Ad)) can be safely extended to in-
finity as only the p = 1 term contributes a T2 in the
self-energy. If we used the truncated EM formula with-
out the remainder term, we would have then obtained an
incorrect result that ¥y, (77, T) does contain a T? term.
In fact, the counter-term canceling the parasitic 31 + 3o
contribution does come from the remainder term Ry in
(AR), even if we take N = oo limit. Indeed, let’s focus
on T? term in the self-energy and replace xr (27Tx) by
21T X" (0)z. We then have

2
flz)— 7r2T—x [1 —sign(2z — 1)].

(A10)
vp

One can easily make sure that f(x) and its derivatives
are non-zero only in the interval 0 < z < 1/2, where the
fractional part of 1 — x in the argument of the Bernoulli
polynomial in (AH]) is equal to just 1 — z. Furthermore,
the derivatives f(™)(x) with n > 2 vanish at the bound-
aries of the integral in ([AX]), hence one can integrating
by parts NV — 2 times and the boundary terms. Using the
property of Bernoulli polynomials Bi(z) = NBy_1(x)
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and applying it N — 2 times, we rewrite Ry as

Ry = 3-30(0) [ Ball =) 55 [a(1 = sign(2e ~ 1)
(A11)
Using that d/dz[1 —sgn(2z — 1)] = —2§(x — 1/2) and

also that B1(1/2) = 0 and B»(1/2) = —1/12, we obtain
after integrating in (A1) by parts

T2
¥3=—-Ry= EX/L(O)B2(1/2) = —T?X7,(0)

T
12’UF '

(A12)
Combining the three contributions, we see that 31 +3+
33 =0, as it should.

An alternative way to compute the sum over bosonic
Matsubara frequencies using the EM formula would be
to “smear” the discontinuity in f(z) by integrating over
g in (AJ) in finite limits —Q < ¢ < Q and take the
limit @ — oo only at the last stage. In this scheme, the
remainder term R, does not contribute, but terms with
p ~ 7T /Q become relevant in the sum over p in (AZ]).
This calculation is, however, more involved than the one
we presented above, and we did not find a clear proof that
the contribution from p ~ 77/Q exactly cancels ¥1 + ¥o.

Appendix B: The dependence of the self-energy on
the upper cutoff of low-energy theory

In this Appendix we show that the prefactor of the
linear-in-7" term in the fermionic self-energy at the first
Matsubara frequency Y, (7T, T) = AT depends on the
ratio of the Fermi energy Fr = vpkp/2 to the up-
per cutoff of the low-energy theory denoted as A. The
result shown in Eq. (Z33) with the “mass renormal-
ization factor” A o II(0) corresponds to the situation
of A « Ep, when integration over intermediate ener-
gies in the expression for the self-energy, Eq. (Z30),
can be extended to infinity. In the opposite limit of
A <« Ep, X is much smaller. To see this, we note that
typical momentum transfers ¢ = |k — k| are of order
kr, hence typical internal energies in the self-energy dia-
gram are of order Er. The integration over ey in ([2:30)
in finite limits changes the factor of sgn(wy,, + Q,) to
(2/m) arctan [A/(wm + 24,)], which becomes small when
typical ,, ~ Er is much larger than A. The polariza-
tion operator also changes, but the II(0) term remains
the same because it comes from the smallest frequen-
cies. To simplify the computations, we keep II4(€2,,) in
the same form as before, but replace vpq by Ep, i.e., we
set I (Q,) = —I1(0)(1 — |Q,]//Q2 + E%). Substituting
this expression along with the result of integration over
€x into the self-energy, we obtain



|2

2
Siep (7T, T) = AT=
™
Qn

(1_

arctan 2A + Z

n=1

2
=AT=
™

where A\ oc || is the same as in @33), A = A/27T
and Er = Ep/2nT. For A > Ep, the term (1 —
n/y/n2? 4+ E%) decreases rapidly for n > Ep, when the
difference between two arctangent functions is still small,
of order Er/A. Then the first term in the last line in (BI))
is the dominant one, and using that arctan 2A ~ /2 one
recovers Y. (7T, T) = AT with A = II(0). In the oppo-
site limit of Er > A, the first term can be approximated
by unity for all n up to n ~ Er > A. Because the dif-
ference of the two arctangents scales as 1/n? for n > A,
and

o0

>

n=1

<arctan — arctan ) = —arctan 2A,

A A
n+1/2 n—1/2
(B2)
the contribution to the sum from positive n almost
cancels that from n = 0. A straightforward analy-
sis shows that in this limit, A is small and scales as

|
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eA? 9, mT
+ w ln—2
w

w272

B
mSf(w,T) = ((w2 +7%T?) In

Along real frequency axis, this formula yields exactly the
same result as Eq. (£I3). However, if we formally re-
place w by inT + §, with infinitesimally small § > 0,
before integrating over z in the last term in (CIJ), we
obtain (Bow?T?/4)(0.17 + im) which obviously does not
satisfy the first-Matsubara rule. The reason is that the
w dependence is under the logarithm in the last, inte-
gral term of (CIl) , and each of the two logarithms there
has a branch cut. Let’s set w = 77Te*® and vary ¢ be-
tween zero ( the real axis) and 7/2 (the first Matsub-
ara frequency along the imaginary axis). To understand
what is going on, it is enough to move only little off
the real axis, i.e., to consider only small ¢. The branch
cuts in the first and second logarithms in the integral

V2 + E%
n A A
1— ——| ( arctan ———— — arctan ——— | |,
Vn2 + Ep n+1/2 n—1/2

> 1
+ L12177°T° + 2/ — [w In (
o /T +1 T+

21

" A
arctan ————
T +Q,

(B1)

Appendix C: Analytic continuation of the
self-energy in the local approximation in 2D

In this appendix we discuss some subtleties of analytic
continuation of the self-energy into the complex w plane
in a situation when either ReXf(w,T) or Im%F(w,T)
cannot be evaluated explicitly and have to be kept in
an integral form, as in ([@I0). One can use the fact
that the integral converges in the ultraviolet and mod-
ify the integrand by shifting the variable. By doing so
one can obtain several different formulas forlm>(w, T'),
which all nevertheless yield the same result along fre-
quency axis. The danger of this trick is that, by shifting
variables, one imposes the dependence on the external w
onto Imxlf which, in D < 2, is a non-analytic function
of its argument. As a consequence, if one now performs
analytic continuation just by replacing w — z, one ob-
tains a branch cut which stretches down tolmz — 0, and
the self-energy will not obey the first-Matsubara rule at
z =1imT. To To make sure that this rule is satisfied, one
has to use the Cauchy formula for analytical continuation
which, in this case, is not equivalent to just replacing w
by a complex z. As an illustration, we consider Eq. (£10)
in the form it was presented in Ref. |29

T —

(C1)

term of Eq. (CI)) are at x = 1 and © = cos2¢, corre-
spondingly. Each of them gives rise to a discontinuity
in the imaginary part (Inz = In|z| + iwargz, and the ar-
gument of z changes discontinuously at the branch cut).
At ¢ = 0, the discontinuities coming from the two loga-
rithms cancel each other, but at finite ¢ there is a range
of x in between 1 — ¢?/4 and 1, where the arguments
add up to almost 27 This additional contribution makes
ImXR(T, 7Te'?) to be different from the one obtained by
analytical continuation of Eq. (CIJ). For small ¢, the dif-
ference is (m272/8) x (2mi)(¢?/4)/(e™ + 1). We verified
numerically that this expression is exactly the difference
between the analytical continuation of (CI]) and the brute
force replacement 77 — 7Te*® in (CI)).
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