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We consider an isotropic spin-degenerate interacting uniform D-dimensional electron gas (DDEG)
with D > 1 within the Luttinger-Ward (LW) formalism. We derive the asymptotically exact semi-
classical/infrared limit of the LW functional at large distances, r ≫ λF , and large times, τ ≫ 1/EF ,
where λF and EF are the Fermi wavelength and the Fermi energy, respectively. The LW functional
is represented by skeleton diagrams, each skeleton diagram consists of appropriately connected
dressed fermion loops. First, we prove that every D-dimensional skeleton diagram consisting of
a single fermion loop is reduced to a one-dimensional (1D) fermion loop with the same diagram-
matic structure, which justifies the name dimensional reduction. This statement, combined with the
fermion loop cancellation theorem (FLCT), agrees with results of multidimensional bosonization.
Here we show that the backscattering and the spectral curvature, both explicitly violate the FLCT
and both are irrelevant for a 1DEG, become relevant at D > 1 and D > 2, respectively. The reason
for this is a strong infrared divergence of the skeleton diagrams containing multiple fermion loops at
D > 1. These diagrams, which are omitted within the multidimensional bosonization approaches,
account for the non-collinear scattering processes. Thus, the dimensional reduction provides the
framework to go beyond predictions of the multidimensional bosonization. A simple diagrammatic
structure of the reduced LW functional is another advantage of our approach. The dimensional
reduction technique is also applicable to the thermodynamic potential and various approximations,
from perturbation theory to self-consistent approaches.

I. Introduction

Rigorous theoretical description of interacting elec-
trons is an extreme theoretical challenge fostering the
development of new approaches in interacting quantum
field theories. Exactly solvable interacting models pro-
vide a valuable insight into possible structure of strongly
correlated electron matter, yet they normally rely on
assumptions atypical of the realistic physical systems.
Among the most celebrated examples, there are various
exactly solvable models with large number N ≫ 1 of
the electron flavors [1–6] or large number D ≫ 1 of spa-
tial dimensions [7–10]. Another direction of theoretical
research is to extend the one-dimensional (1D) bosoniza-
tion technique [11–16] to higher dimensions. One way
to do this is via so-called weakly coupled wire construc-
tions [17–19] where a D-dimensional electron system is
represented as an array of weakly coupled Luttinger liq-
uids. The problem of this approach is that the elec-
tron hopping is strong only along the wire direction and
must be treated as a small perturbation along other di-
rections [17]. Coherent zero sound modes in Fermi liq-
uids [20] provide a solid basis for the bosonization of
a D-dimensional electron gas (DDEG) [21–25], this ap-
proach is also known as the Fermi surface (FS) bosoniza-
tion. The multidimensional bosonization was equiva-
lently formulated within the functional integral approach
[26–32] and via the Ward’s identity [33–37], following
the recipe of Ref. [14] for the 1DEG. Explicit multidi-
mensional bosonization solutions were found for the case
of linear fermion spectrum near the FS and for forward-

scattering interaction [21–37], these results are supported
by the fermion loop cancellation theorem (FLCT) that
is approximately valid under the aforementioned condi-
tions [34, 38, 39]. However, the backscattering is known
to cause infrared non-analyticities in the thermodynamic
potential [28–32, 40–43], indicating its importance for
the low-energy physics in a DDEG. The electron spec-
tral curvature is shown to be qualitatively important in
both 1DEG [44–46] and 2DEG [47, 48] for the semiclas-
sical/infrared asymptotics of some correlation functions
and the low-temperature transport properties. Here we
consider both the forward- and the backscattering inter-
actions as well as a general electron dispersion, which al-
lows us to go beyond the FLCT which is no longer valid
if backscattering and/or electron spectral curvature are
present.
In this work we propose a new powerful theoretical

tool, the dimensional reduction procedure, that comple-
ments the existing multidimensional bosonization ap-
proaches [21–37]. The dimensional reduction is a purely
geometrical procedure of integrating out compact dimen-
sions that emerge in the semiclassical/infrared limit of
large distances, r ≫ λF , and large times, τ ≫ 1/EF ,
here λF and EF are the Fermi wavelength and the Fermi
energy, respectively. We apply the dimensional reduction
to the whole Luttinger-Ward (LW) functional [49–52]
describing an isotropic spin-degenerate uniform DDEG
with D > 1 (this procedure is trivial in the D = 1 case).
The dimensional reduction procedure is based on the

observation that the fermionic correlations exhibit a 1D
character at large distances r ≫ λF . This fact, first
pointed out in Ref. [21], rests entirely on the existence
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of the FS: a surface of constant energy, the Fermi en-
ergy EF , in the momentum space that separates particle
and hole continua at zero temperature T = 0. Here we
consider isotropic spin-degenerate DDEG, so the FS is
a sphere of radius kF , kF = 2π/λF is the Fermi mo-
mentum. A spherical FS results in the equivalence of all
points on the FS due to the same character of quan-
tum fluctuations in the vicinity of each point on the
FS. Such an equivalence, thus, identifies the reduced
1 + 1-dimensional phase space (ω, q) that is orthogonal
to the FS, where ω ≪ EF is the electron frequency, and
q = p − kF ≪ kF with p being the electron momen-
tum. The spatial dimensions that are orthogonal to this
1 + 1-dimensional space are compactified for the large-
distance fermion correlations with r ≫ λF which results
in the 1D-like long-distance asymptotics of the electron
Green’s function, see Refs. [43, 53, 54]. The purpose of
dimensional reduction is to integrate out pure geometric
effects of these compactified dimensions with the angular
measure δθ ∼

√

λF /r ≪ 1 per each of the (D − 1) com-
pact dimensions at the level of the whole LW functional.

We previously applied the dimensional reduction to
a perturbative treatment of non-analytic corrections to
the free energy of an interacting DDEG with arbitrary
momentum-dependent spin splitting [43] and found full
agreement of our general result with previously known
special cases [40–42]. This supports the validity of our
approach which we extend far beyond the perturbation
theory in this paper. We also stress that the dimen-
sional reduction automatically simplifies all calculations
because many degrees of freedom are integrated out uni-
versally [43]. Earlier in Ref. [54], we also applied the
dimensional reduction to a special case of the resonant
exchange scattering in a DDEG within a self-consistent
Born approximation where we neglected both forward
scattering and the interaction vertex corrections. In
this paper we apply the dimensional reduction to the
whole LW functional with arbitrary interaction in the
semiclassical/infrared limit. We stress that this proce-
dure is asymptotically exact in this limit. The analyt-
ically derived and parameter-free semiclassical/infrared
limit of the LW functional may be then further exploited
for numerical approximations such as DMRG [55] and
GW [56–58], as well as for various analytic approxima-
tions [43, 54].

Importantly, in the limit when the FLCT is valid
[34, 38, 39], our approach agrees with multidimensional
bosonization results [26–37]: the random phase approxi-
mation (RPA) then becomes asymptotically exact within
the semiclassical/infrared limit. In this paper we consider
a general setting that includes the spectral curvature and
the backscattering interaction, such that the FLCT is no
longer exact. We find that skeleton diagrams containing
multiple fermion loops are strongly divergent in D > 1.
We show that this divergence is sufficient to make the
backscattering interaction relevant in D > 1 and the
spectral curvature relevant in D > 2. The multi-loop
skeleton diagrams also represent the non-collinear scat-

tering contribution that is missing in the multidimen-
sional bosonization approach [26–37]. Such diagrams,
which are also poorly studied, might be important for
strong correlation effects in interacting DDEGs.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we intro-
duce the LW functional of the interacting DDEG. The
general semiclassical/infrared asymptotic limit of the
fermion Green’s function and self-energy, as well as the
dressed interaction and the polarization operator are de-
rived in Sec. III. The general structure of the dimension-
reduced LW functional is presented in Sec. IV. The di-
mensional reduction of all skeleton diagrams containing
a single fermion loop is performed in Sec. V, Sec. VI,
Sec. VII. The infrared-divergent multi-loop skeleton dia-
grams representing the non-collinear scattering contribu-
tions are considered in Sec. VIII, where general diagram-
matic rules for the dimension-reduced LW functional are
formulated. We compare our theory with predictions of
the multidimensional bosonization in Sec. IX, where we
also demonstrate the relevance of the backscattering and
the spectral curvature in higher dimensions. Conclusions
are given in Sec. X. Technical details are outlined in Ap-
pendices.

II. Luttinger-Ward formalism

In order to describe interacting uniform DDEG, we
employ the LW formalism [49], also known as the Baym-
Kadanoff formalism [50], within the double Legendre
transform formulation [51, 52]:

A[G,Σ, V,Π] = −Tr ln
(

G−1
0 − Σ

)

− Tr {ΣG}

+
1

2

[

Tr {ΠV }+Tr ln
(

V −1
0 −Π

)]

+Φ[G, V ], (1)

where A[G,Σ, V,Π] is the LW functional that depends on
four bi-local fields G, Σ, V , Π; G0 and V0 are the bare
electron Green’s function and the bare interaction, re-
spectively; Tr stands for the trace over all spin, time and
space indices. The functional Φ[G, V ] is represented as an
infinite sum of the two-particle-irreducible, also known
as skeleton, diagrams: cutting any two fermion or any
two interaction lines must not disconnect a skeleton di-
agram. Skeleton diagrams obey standard diagrammatic
rules with the following numerical prefactor:

(−1)n+1+F

2n
NΣ, (2)

where n is the number of interaction lines V , F the num-
ber of fermion loops, and NΣ corresponds to the num-
ber of topologically inequivalent graphs derived from the
skeleton diagram by cutting a single fermion line. We
note that NΣ is a divisor of 2n, the integer 2n/NΣ is
called the symmetry factor of a skeleton diagram. The
exact electron Green’s function G, the self-energy Σ, the
dressed interaction V , and the polarization operator Π
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correspond to the saddle-point solutions of the LW func-
tional given by Eq. (1):

δA
δΣ

= 0 ⇐⇒ G =
(

G−1
0 − Σ

)−1
, (3)

δA
δΠ

= 0 ⇐⇒ V =
(

V −1
0 −Π

)−1
, (4)

δA
δG

= 0 ⇐⇒ Σ =
δΦ[G, V ]

δG
, (5)

δA
δV

= 0 ⇐⇒ Π = −2
δΦ[G, V ]

δV
. (6)

In this paper we do not introduce separate notations for
the saddle-point solutions and the bi-local fields due to
clear context: the bi-local fields are used within the LW
functional, while the saddle-point solutions correspond to
the physical correlation functions that satisfy Eqs. (3)–
(6). It is clear from Eq. (5) thatNΣ in Eq. (2) is the num-
ber of topologically inequivalent dressed self-energy dia-
grams generated by a given skeleton diagram of Φ[G, V ].
The functional derivative in Eq. (5) generates each self-
energy diagram precisely 2n/NΣ times which cancels the
symmetry factor in Eq. (2). Similarly, one can check
that Eq. (6) generates all diagrams for the polarization
operator with correct prefactors.
In general, the full set of saddle-point solutions sat-

isfying Eqs. (3)–(6) contains spurious unphysical solu-
tions [59, 60] due to the strong non-linearity of the saddle-
point equations. It has been argued in Refs. [61–63]
that the spurious solutions can be removed completely
by demanding correct analytic properties of the physical
Green’s function and the dielectric function:

G(z,p) =

∞
∫

−∞

ρe(ω,p) dω

z − ω
, ρe(ω,p) ≥ 0, (7)

V (z, q)

V0(z, q)
− 1 =

∞
∫

0

ρV (ω, q)

z2 − ω2
d
(

ω2
)

, ρV (ω, q) ≥ 0, (8)

where ρe(ω,p) ≥ 0, ρV (ω, q) ≥ 0 are positive-definite
electron and interaction spectral functions, respectively,
p is the electron momentum, q is the interaction mo-
mentum, z is a complex frequency, Im(z) 6= 0. The Mat-
subara representation corresponds to z = iωn, ωn is a
fermionic (bosonic) Matsubara frequency in context of
the electron Green’s function (interaction). Equation (8)
follows from the Kramers-Kronig relation for the dielec-
tric function [64].
In this work we consider a spherical spin-degenerate

FS of radius kF , the Fermi momentum. According to
Ref. [43], the results of this paper can be straightfor-
wardly generalized to the case of a non-spherical FS with
arbitrary (yet, small enough) momentum-dependent spin
splitting. An important condition here is that each spin-
split component of the FS is a smooth manifold with
non-zero Gauss curvature at each point, see Ref. [43]. In
case if the FS contains points of zero Gauss curvature, an
additional analysis is required due to anomalously large

contributions of these points to the long-range asymp-
totics of the electron Green’s function at particular “res-
onant” directions, see, e.g., Ref. [53]. The general results
of our work are applicable to interacting DDEGs with
regular FS, i.e., any FS (not only spheres) of strictly pos-
itive (or strictly negative) Gauss curvature.
We set throughout the reduced Planck constant and

the Boltzmann constant to one, ~ = kB = 1.

III. Long-distance and low-energy asymptotics of

G, Σ, V and Π

The correlation functions in this paper are expressed
in space-time representation rather than momentum-
frequency representation. Here we concentrate on the
semiclassical/infrared limit that is commonly driven by
strong correlation effects: r ≫ λF and τ ≫ 1/EF , where
λF = 2π/kF is the Fermi wavelength, EF is the Fermi
energy.
Any nontrivial infrared physics is characterized by the

low-energy singularities of correlation functions. A sin-
gularity here is used in a broad sense and it does not
necessarily imply the divergence, it can be any kind of
discontinuity, e.g., a branch-cut non-analyticity. The sin-
gularities of interacting DDEG are naturally associated
with the FS, a manifold in the D-dimensional momen-
tum space separating occupied and empty electron states.
The correlation effects are expected to be especially dra-
matic near the FS where the electron occupation can
fluctuate strongly even at zero temperature T = 0. In
this paper we assume existence of the FS as a manifold
corresponding to the leading singularities of the electron
Green’s function and self-energy [65, 66]. For simplicity,
we also assume that the FS is a D-dimensional sphere of
radius kF . Here, we stress that the self-energy singular-
ities emerge even within the Fermi liquid ground state,
and that those singularities are responsible for various
non-analytic responses [28–32, 40–43].
The singularities near the FS result in the follow-

ing leading contribution to the semiclassical/infrared
asymptotics of the electron Green’s function, e.g., see
Refs. [43, 53, 54]:

G(τ, r) ≈ eikF r−iϑ

(λF r)
D−1

2

g(τ, r) +
e−ikF r+iϑ

(λF r)
D−1

2

g(τ,−r), (9)

g(τ, x) ≡ T
∑

ωn

∞
∫

−∞

dq

2π
eiqx−iωnτG(iωn, q), (10)

ϑ =
π

4
(D − 1), (11)

where λF = 2π/kF is the Fermi wavelength, D > 1 is the
spatial dimension, G(iωn, q) the electron Green’s func-
tion in frequency-momentum representation with ωn =
πT (2n + 1), n integer, being the fermionic Matsubara
frequency, T the temperature, and q = p − kF the dis-
tance from the momentum p to the FS. The function
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g(τ, x), being a 1D Fourier transform of G(iωn, q), repre-
sents the effective 1D dual of the original D-dimensional
Green’s function G(τ, r). Importantly, the two terms in
Eq. (9) originate from small vicinities of two points on
the spherical FS with the outward normal being collinear
to the coordinate vector r, see Ref. [43]. Each of the
(D−1) dimensions that are tangential to the FS at these
points are effectively compactified within the small angu-
lar measure δθ ∼

√

λF /r ≪ 1 at r ≫ λF , which results
in the power-law prefactor in Eq. (9). The phase factor
e±iϑ in Eq. (9) represents the semiclassical phase ϑ con-
tributing π/4 per compactified tangential dimension. A
similar asymptotics has been derived in Ref. [43] for any
non-spherical FS with strictly positive (or strictly nega-
tive) Gauss curvature, which allows for a straightforward
extension of the results of this paper for all such regular
FS.
At this point it is useful to introduce the chiral index

distinguishing between “left” and “right” components of
the 1D dimension-reduced Green’s functions, by the fol-
lowing rule:

gR(τ, x) = g(τ, x), gL(τ, x) = g(τ,−x). (12)

So far, the chiral index just allows for more compact rep-
resentation of Eq. (9):

G(τ, r) ≈
∑

ν=±1

eiν(kF r−ϑ)

(λF r)
D−1

2

gν(τ, r), (13)

where ν = +1 (ν = −1) corresponds to ν = R (ν = L)
chirality. In case D = 1, Eq. (13) coincides with the
expansion of 1D Green’s function over the left and right
movers, e.g., see Ref. [16]. According to the origin of
two terms in Eq. (9) discussed earlier, the chiral index in
D > 1 spatial dimensions just counts all points on the
FS with the outward normals that are collinear to r. For
any regular FS there are exactly two such points at any
direction of r, see Ref. [43].
Exactly the same logic can be applied to the self-energy

Σ(τ, r) whose leading long-range asymptotics also orig-
inates from the FS singularity, i.e., it also exhibits the
asymptotic decomposition of the form of Eq. (13):

Σ(τ, r) ≈
∑

ν=±1

eiν(kF r−ϑ)

(λF r)
D−1

2

sν(τ, r), (14)

s(τ, x) ≡ T
∑

ωn

∞
∫

−∞

dq

2π
eiqx−iωnτΣ(iωn, q), (15)

sR(τ, x) = s(τ, x), sL(τ, x) = s(τ,−x), (16)

where ϑ is the semiclassical phase defined in Eq. (11),
s(τ, x) is the 1D Fourier transform of the exact self-energy
Σ(iωn, q), with, again, ωn being the fermionic Matsubara
frequency and q = p−kF , the distance from the momen-
tum p to the FS. The chiral components sν(τ, x) of the
effective 1D self-energy are defined similar to the chiral
components gν(τ, x) of the effective 1D Green’s function,
see Eq. (12). According to Eqs. (12), (16), the 1D Green’s

function and the 1D self-energy then satisfy the following
identities:

g−ν(τ,−x) = gν(τ, x), s−ν(τ,−x) = sν(τ, x). (17)

Singularities of the dressed interaction V (τ, q) origi-
nate from the forward scattering, V q∼0(τ, q), associated
with long-range electron-electron interactions and col-
lective plasmonic effects, and from the backscattering,
V 2kF (τ, q), which characterizes self-consistent resonant
2kF scattering:

V (τ, q) ≈ V q∼0(τ, q) + V 2kF (τ, q), (18)

where q = q − 2kF ≪ kF , τ ≫ 1/EF is the imagi-
nary time. Equation (18) represents the harmonic ex-
pansion of the dressed interaction in momentum space,
the regular contributions are neglected. The singularities
originating from the higher order harmonics, 4kF , 6kF ,
etc., in Eq. (18) require high-energy virtual transitions
with the excitation energy ∼ EF and, therefore, are sup-
pressed. For example, the higher order harmonics in 1D
are subleading for weak enough interaction [16, 67]. In
this paper we omit the higher-order harmonics for sim-
plicity only, the dimensional reduction that we develop in
this paper allows one to incorporate such effects straight-
forwardly.
Taking the D-dimensional Fourier transform of

Eq. (18), we find the spatial asymptotics of the dressed
interaction:

V (τ, r) = V1(τ, r) +
∑

σ=±1

e2iσ(kF r−ϑ)V2(τ, σr), (19)

V1(τ, r) =

∫

dq

(2π)D
eiq·rV q∼0(τ, q), (20)

V2(τ, x) =

[

2

λF |x|

]
D−1

2

eiϑ sgn(x)

∞
∫

−∞

dq

2π
eiqxV 2kF (τ, q),(21)

where ϑ is the semiclassical phase given by Eq. (11),
sgn(x) returns the sign of x, V1(τ, r), V2(τ,±r) are
slowly varying functions, changing on a scale much larger
than λF at r ≫ λF . Equation (20) represents the D-
dimensional Fourier transform of the forward-scattering
singularity. The integration over q = q− 2kF in Eq. (21)
is extended to the whole real line R due to fast con-
vergence on the scale q ∼ 1/r ≪ kF . Notice that the
asymptotics of the backscattering term in Eq. (19) takes
the form that is similar to the Green’s function and the
self-energy asymptotic expansions, see Eqs. (13), (14).
Indeed, the backscattering singularity of the dressed in-
teraction is located on the (D− 1)-dimensional sphere of
radius 2kF , i.e., we could just use Eq. (13) with rescaling
kF → 2kF , λF → λF /2 and corresponding 1D Fourier
transform of V 2kF (τ, q) instead of g(τ, x). From now on,
it is convenient to extend the domain of V1(τ, r) to the
whole real line R via the following symmetric extension:

V1(τ, x) = V1(τ, |x|). (22)
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α β

μ ν

ξ

0

(a)

α

β μ

νξ 0

(b)

FIG. 1. Chiral matrix elements of: (a) dressed 1D interac-
tion vαβ

µν (ξ), (b) dressed 1D polarization operator Pαβ
µν (ξ), see

Eqs. (27), (28), where ξ = (τ, x) and α, β, µ, ν ∈ {L,R} are
the chiral indices.

A similar harmonic expansion can be applied to the po-
larization operator Π in the semiclassical/infrared limit
r ≫ λF , τ ≫ 1/EF :

Π(τ, q) ≈ Πq∼0(τ, q) + Π2kF (τ, q), (23)

Π(τ, r) ≈ P1(τ, r)

(λF r)
D−1

+
∑

σ=±1

e2iσ(kF r−ϑ)

(λF r)
D−1

P2(τ, σr), (24)

P1(τ, r) = (λF r)
D−1

∫

dq

(2π)D
eiq·rΠq∼0(τ, q), (25)

P2(τ, x) = |2λFx|
D−1

2 eiϑ sgn(x)

∞
∫

−∞

dq

2π
eiqxΠ2kF (τ, q). (26)

The power-law prefactor in Eq. (24) is introduced for
convenience, the functions P1,2(τ, x) vary substantially
only on a scale much larger than λF at |x| ≫ λF .
Finally, we introduce the chiral indexing convention for

the 1D interaction matrix elements as well as for the 1D
polarization operator via the following identifications, see
Fig. 1(a),(b):

vννµµ(τ, x) = V1(τ, x), vν−ν
−νν (τ, x) = V2(τ, νx), (27)

∑

µ,ν

Pνν
µµ(τ, x) = P1(τ, x), P−νν

ν−ν (τ, x) = P2(τ, νx), (28)

where µ and ν are fixed everywhere except in the ex-
pression for P1(τ, x). Here, P1(τ, x) is represented by the
sum of four matrix elements for convenience: in such a
representation the chiral indexing acquires its full pseu-
dospin properties. We emphasize that only the combina-
tions of the chiral components of the effective 1D inter-
action and 1D polarization operator given in Eqs. (27),
(28) are physical. All other chiral matrix elements that
are not shown in Eqs. (27), (28), necessarily vanish in
any translation-invariant system due to the momentum
conservation: according to our convention, two different
chiral fermion species carry momenta kFn and −kFn
along a certain direction n, so the momentum conserva-
tion in the DDEG necessarily imposes the conservation of
total chiral index in the dimension-reduced effective the-
ory. Emergence of other chiral components of the effec-
tive 1D interaction and the 1D polarization operator that
break the total chiral index conservation, corresponds to
the momentum conservation in the original DDEG only
modulo 2kF , which is equivalent to the emergence of a

2kF density wave order. This constitutes the equivalence
between the spontaneous translational symmetry break-
ing of the interacting DDEG and the spontaneous chi-
ral symmetry breaking of the corresponding dimension-
reduced low-energy theory that we construct in this work.
A proper discussion of the symmetry breaking requires
the Hartree (or condensate) term in Eq. (1), see Ref. [52].
We delegate the discussion of ordered states to our future
study.

IV. General structure of dimension-reduced LW

functional

Substituting the asymptotic expansions of G, Σ, V ,
and Π, see Eqs. (13), (14), (19), and (24), into the LW
functional A[G,Σ, V,Π], see Eq. (1), we find a new func-

tional, Ã[g, s, v,P ], whose saddle point corresponds to
the ground state solutions for g, s, v and P defined in
Sec. III:

Ã[g, s, v,P ] =
1

CD

A [G[g],Σ[s], V [v],Π[P ]] , (29)

CD =
π

D

2

λD−1
F Γ (D/2)

=
AD−1

2λD−1
F

, (30)

where the constant factor CD is introduced for conve-
nience, Γ(x) stands for the Euler gamma function, and
AD−1 is the surface area of the (D− 1)-dimensional unit
sphere, see Eq. (A3). The goal of this work is to simplify
Eq. (29).
The first three terms of Eq. (1) yield similar 1D con-

tributions to Eq. (29), see Appendix A for details:

−Tr ln
(

G−1
0 [g0]− Σ[s]

)

CD

= −Sp ln
(

g−1
0 − s

)

, (31)

−Tr {Σ[s]G[g]}
CD

= −Sp {s g} , (32)

1

2CD

Tr {Π[P ]V [v]} =
1

2
Sp {vP} , (33)

where Sp stands for the 1D trace that includes the inte-
gration over the imaginary time τ and the effective single
space coordinate x, and also the summation over chiral
and spin indices. Here G0[g0] implies the same asymp-
totic expansion as for G[g], see Eq. (13). The effective

dimension-reduced LW functional Ã[g, s, v,P ] can then
be represented in the following form:

Ã[g, s, v,P ] = −Sp ln
(

g−1
0 − s

)

− Sp {sg}

+
1

2

[

Sp {Pv}+ Ã [P ]
]

+ Φ̃[g, v], (34)

Ã [P ] ≡ 1

CD

Tr ln
(

V −1
0 −Π [P ]

)

, (35)

Φ̃[g, v] ≡ Φ[G[g], V [v]]

CD

, (36)

where Ã [P ] describes the polarization effects in the

dimension-reduced theory, Φ̃[g, v] is represented by the
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dimension-reduced skeleton diagrams that are derived in
the subsequent sections.
The saddle-point equations of Ã[g, s, v,P ] allow us to

find the 1D duals of the D-dimensional correlation func-
tions:

δÃ[g, s, v,P ]

δs
= 0 ⇐⇒ g =

(

g−1
0 − s

)−1
, (37)

δÃ[g, s, v,P ]

δg
= 0 ⇐⇒ s =

δΦ̃[g, v]

δg
, (38)

δÃ[g, s, v,P ]

δv
= 0 ⇐⇒ P = −2

δΦ̃[g, v]

δv
, (39)

δÃ[g, s, v,P ]

δP = 0 ⇐⇒ v = −δÃ[P ]

δP . (40)

Here we emphasize that Eqs. (37)–(40) can be obtained
directly from Eqs. (3)–(6). However, the dimensional re-
duction of the LW functional itself allows us to simplify
the derivations significantly. From Eq. (37) we see that
the relation between g and s is still given via the standard
Dyson equation of the form of Eq. (3). The functional

Φ̃[g, v] plays the role of the generating functional for the
1D self-energy, s, and the 1D polarization operator, P .
In this context, g, s, and P can still be represented as
a sum of Feynman diagrams with fully dressed interac-
tion lines. However, the relation between v and P can
no longer be described via a corresponding diagrammatic
series which is clearly seen from the following fact:

v 6=
(

v−1
0 − P

)−1
. (41)

This can be directly verified using Eqs. (35), (40) with the
relation between Π and P given in Sec. III. The violation
of Wick’s theorem of this kind was reported in Ref. [17]
in the context of weakly coupled 2D and 3D arrays of 1D
Luttinger liquids.
In practice, it may be convenient to use Eqs. (37)–(39)

that can still be represented in diagrammatic form with
all interaction lines dressed. However, instead of Eq. (40),
one may use the original Eq. (4) with the identifications
V [v] and Π[P ] introduced in Sec. III. In the following
sections, we derive the effective dimension-reduced rep-
resentation of Φ̃[g, v].

V. First-order skeleton diagram

The only skeleton diagram in Φ[G, V ] containing a
closed fermion loop with N = 2 interaction vertices is
the first-order skeleton diagram, see Fig. 2(a):

Φ1[G, V ] = −1

2

∫

dz V (z)tr {G(z)G(−z)} , (42)

where z = (τ, r), tr stands for the spin trace. The trun-
cation of Φ[G, V ] by this diagram constitutes the GW
approximation [56–58]. Substituting the long-distance
asymptotics of the Green’s function, Eq. (13), and

(a)

(b) (c)

r

r + r r + r

r + r
0

10 0 2

0 N-1

FIG. 2. Skeleton diagrams with a single fermion loop. (a)
The first-order skeleton diagram with the 2-vertex fermion
loop. (b) The only second-order skeleton diagram contains
the fermion loop with N = 4 vertices. (c) Arbitrary skeleton
diagram with a single fermion loop and N interaction ver-
tices; here r1, ..., rN−1 are the relative D-dimensional spatial
coordinates of the loop, r0 is the absolute loop coordinate.
Here, N must be even as each interaction (wavy) line must
connect two separate vertices on the loop. The directed solid
lines correspond to G.

the harmonic decomposition of the dressed interaction,
Eq. (19), into Eq. (42), we find:

Φ1[G[g], V [v]]

CD

= −
∫

dτ

∞
∫

0

dr
∑

ν1,ν2

ei(kF r−ϑ)(ν1+ν2)

×tr {gν1(τ, r)gν2 (−τ, r)}

×
[

V1(τ, r) +
∑

σ=±1

e2iσ(kF r−ϑ)V2(τ, σr)

]

, (43)

where ν1, ν2 are the chiral indices, CD is given by
Eq. (30), the trivial angular integration has already been
performed. We note that the factor rD−1 in the D-
dimensional integration measure dr = AD−1r

D−1 dr,
AD−1 is given by Eq. (A3), cancels with the power-
law factor 1/rD−1 coming from the asymptotics of two
Green’s functions in Eq. (42). The infrared physics at
large scale, r ≫ λF , comes from the sector where the fast
oscillatory phase in Eq. (43) is compensated. This con-
dition is satisfied at ν2 = −ν1 for the forward-scattering
contribution and at ν2 = ν1 = −σ for the backscattering
term:

Φ1[G[g], V [v]]

CD

= −
∫

dτ

∞
∫

0

dr

[

V1(τ, r)
∑

ν

tr {gν(τ, r)gν (−τ,−r)}
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+
∑

ν

V2(τ,−νr) tr {gν(τ, r)g−ν (−τ,−r)}
]

, (44)

where we relabeled ν1 → ν and used Eq. (17). Using
that the transformation ν → −ν with r → −r does not
change the expression in square brackets in Eq. (44), we
can extend the integration over r to the real line R. Using
further the chiral indexing, see Eqs. (27), (28), we find
that Eq. (44) can be represented in its pure 1D form:

Φ̃1[g, v] ≡
Φ1[G[g], V [v]]

CD

= −1

2

∑

µ,ν

∫

dξ vµννµ(ξ)tr {gν(ξ)gµ(−ξ)} , (45)

where ξ ≡ (τ, x), x ∈ (−∞,∞), τ ∈ (0, 1/T ), T is the
temperature, and µ, ν ∈ {L,R} are the chiral indices. It

is clear that Φ̃1[g, v] represents the same skeleton diagram
as in Fig. 2(a) with the natural identification G → g and
V → v.

VI. Skeleton diagrams with a single fermion loop:

forward scattering

In this section we perform the dimensional reduction
of skeleton diagrams consisting of a single fermion loop
with an arbitrary number N of interaction vertices, see
Fig. 2(c). All interaction lines in this section represent
only the forward scattering V1, see Eq. (19), the backscat-
tering is considered in next section. As each interaction
line must connect two separate vertices, then N must be
an even number. The fermion loops with odd number of
vertices are possible if a skeleton diagram contains more
than one fermion loop, see, for instance, Fig. 3. Skeleton
diagrams with multiple fermion loops are considered in
Sec. VIII. As the time indices are not involved in the di-
mensional reduction procedure, we do not indicate them
for brevity of expressions. Due to the translation invari-
ance, all two-point functions depend only on the differ-
ence of coordinates. In case of a single-loop diagram all
interaction lines must connect two vertices on the same
loop. Therefore, any single-loop diagram is independent
of the absolute loop coordinate r0, see Fig. 2(c). The
integration over r0 yields the volume of D-dimensional
space. As we work here with the effective LW functional
per unit volume, we can choose an arbitrary value for
r0, usually we set r0 to zero. Thus, the only nontriv-
ial integrations must be performed over the relative loop

coordinates r1, . . . , rN−1, see Fig. 2(c).
First, let us take the integral over r1:

ΦN =

∫

(. . .)

∫

dr1 V1(r1 − r1′)tr {G(r1)G(|r1 − r2|) . . .} , (46)

where ΦN denotes a skeleton diagram in Fig. 2(c) that
consists of a single fermion loop with N/2 interaction

lines, tr stands for the spin trace taken along the fermion
loop. Only the terms that depend on r1 are highlighted
in Eq. (46). The coordinate r1′ 6= r1 represents another
vertex connected by the forward-scattering line with r1.
Here it is only important that r1′ is fixed during the inte-
gration over r1. Substituting asymptotics of the electron
Green’s functions, see Eq. (13), into Eq. (46), we find:

ΦN =

∫

(. . .)

∞
∫

0

dr1 r
D−1
1

∑

ν1,ν2

e−iν1(kF r1−ϑ)

|λF r1|
D−1

2

×
∫

dn12
eiν2(kF |r1−r2|−ϑ)

(λF |r1 − r2|)
D−1

2

V1(r1 − r1′)

×tr {gν1(−r1)gν2(|r1 − r2|) . . .} , (47)

where we integrate over directions of r1 relative to r2,
i.e., dr1 = rD−1

1 dr1 dn12. Notice that for G(r1) we used
Eq. (13) with ν = −ν1 and accounted for Eq. (17). As all
functions of r1, except the oscillatory exponentials, are
slowly varying functions, we can use Eq. (B6) derived in
Appendix B, in order to evaluate the leading contribution
coming from the integral over n12:

ΦN =

∫

(. . .)

∞
∫

0

dr1
∑

ν1,ν2,σ1

eiϑ(ν1−ν2(1−σ1))

|λF r2|
D−1

2

×eikF [ν2|r1−σ1r2|−ν1r1]V1 (|σ1r1n2 − r1′ |)
×tr {gν1(−r1)gν2 (|r1 − σ1r2|) . . .} , (48)

where two stationary points correspond to n1 = σ1n2,
σ1 = ±1, here n1 = r1/r1 and n2 = r2/r2. Next, we
have to make sure that the fast oscillatory phase factor
in Eq. (48) (see the second line) is independent of r1,
which can be satisfied if the index ν2 is chosen as follows:

ν2 = ν1 sgn (r1 − σ1r2) , (49)

where sgn(x) returns the sign of x. Notice that the fol-
lowing combination of the indices which appears in the
constant phase factor in Eq. (48) can be then also sim-
plified:

ν1 − ν2(1 − σ1) = σ1ν1, (50)

where ν2 satisfies Eq. (49), and we used that sgn(r1 +
r2) = 1 as r1 > 0 and r2 > 0. In other words, we just
performed the summation over ν2 under the condition
that the phase should be independent of r1:

ΦN =

∫

(. . .)

∞
∫

0

dr1
∑

ν,σ1

e−iν(kF r2−ϑ)

|λF r2|
D−1

2

V1 (|σ1r1n2 − r1′ |)

×tr {gν(−σ1r1)gν (σ1r1 − r2) . . .}, (51)

where we used Eq. (17) and introduced a new index no-
tation ν = σ1ν1 in Eq. (51). The summation over σ1 in
Eq. (51) extends the integration over r1 to R:

ΦN =

∫

(. . .)

∞
∫

−∞

dx1

∑

ν

e−iν(kF r2−ϑ)

|λF r2|
D−1

2

×V1 (|x1n2 − r1′ |) tr {gν(−x1)gν (x1 − r2) . . .} . (52)
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Next, we integrate over r2, see Fig. 2(c), so let us then
also highlight all terms that depend on r2:

ΦN =

∫

(. . .)

∞
∫

−∞

dx1

∞
∫

0

dr2 r
D−1
2

∑

ν

e−iν(kF r2−ϑ)

|λF r2|
D−1

2

×
∫

dn23 V1 (|x1n2 − r1′ |)V1 (r2 − r2′)

×tr {gν(−x1)gν (x1 − r2)G(r2 − r3) . . .} , (53)

where dr2 = rD−1
2 dr2 dn23 and where we measure di-

rections of r2 with respect to r3. Here, r2′ 6= r2 repre-
sents the loop coordinate which is connected with r2 by
the forward-scattering line and which remains fixed while
we integrate over r2. Notice that after substituting the
asymptotics of G(r2 − r3) in Eq. (53), we restore the
structure of Eq. (47). Just as the integration over n12

in Eq. (47) resulted in the stationary points with r1 and
r2 being collinear, the integration over n23 in Eq. (53)
yields the stationary points with collinear r2 and r3. It
is now clear how this process propagates along the loop.
In order to understand how this process terminates, we
just have to check what happens at the last vertex with
the relative loop coordinate rN−1, see Fig. 2(c):

ΦN =

∫

(. . .)

∞
∫

−∞

N−2
∏

i=1

(dxi)

∫

drN−1

∑

ν

e−iν(kF rN−1−ϑ)

|λF rN−1|
D−1

2

×
∏

(j,j′)

[V1 (|xjnN−1 − rj′ |)]

×tr {gν(−x1)gν (x1 − x2) . . . G(rN−1)} , (54)

where nN−1 = rN−1/rN−1 and (j, j′) represents a pair
of vertices connected by a forward-scattering line. Now
it is time to simplify the arguments of interactions notic-
ing that all rj′ in Eq. (54) correspond to the station-
ary points of the angular integrals and, therefore, are all
collinear. As all coordinates, except rN−1, are already
integrated out, we can always choose rj′ = xj′nN−1.
Note that this is true even if rj′ represents rN−1, as
nN−1 = rN−1/rN−1 with xN−1 = rN−1. Therefore, we
conclude the following:

|xjnN−1 − rj′ | = |xj − xj′ |, (55)

where the pair of indices (j, j′) denotes a pair of vertices
connected by a corresponding interaction line. This last
argument also removes all dependencies on nN−1, so the
integration over nN−1 is trivial. Substituting the asymp-
totics of G(rN−1) in Eq. (54) and accounting for Eq. (55),
we find,

ΦN

CD

=

∫

(. . .)

∞
∫

−∞

N−2
∏

i=1

(dxi) 2

∞
∫

0

drN−1

∏

(j,j′)

[V1 (|xjj′ |)]

×
∑

ν

tr {gν(−x1)gν (x1 − x2) . . . gν(rN−1)} , (56)

where CD is given by Eq. (30), xjj′ = xj − xj′ , and
(j, j′) denotes a pair of vertices that are connected by

some interaction line, here also xN−1 = rN−1. Only
the non-oscillatory contribution is taken into account in
Eq. (56). Finally, we extend the integration over rN−1

to the integral over R by noticing that the expression
under the integral in Eq. (56) does not change under
the following transformation: ν → −ν, xi → −xi for
all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N − 2} and rN−1 → −rN−1. This fi-
nally constitutes the dimensional reduction of an arbi-
trary skeleton diagram with single fermion loop and for-
ward scattering interaction:

Φ̃N [g, v] =

∫

(. . .)

∞
∫

−∞

N−1
∏

i=1

(dxi)
∏

(j,j′)

[V1 (|xjj′ |)]

×
∑

ν

tr {gν(−x1)gν (x1 − x2) . . . gν(xN−1)} . (57)

The part shown by the dots in Eq. (57) corresponds to
the time integrals and the constant coming from the dia-
grammatic rules of the originalD-dimensional theory, see
Eq. (2). This means that Eq. (57) represents the same
diagram shown in Fig. 2(c) as the original ΦN with the
natural relabeling G → g and V → v. Here, we proved
this statement if V and its corresponding v account for
the forward scattering interaction only. In next section
we show that this statement remains true even if the
backscattering is included.

VII. Skeleton diagrams with a single fermion loop:

including the backscattering

In this section we perform the dimensional reduction of
skeleton diagrams with a single fermion loop containing
arbitrary number of forward- and backscattering interac-
tion lines. Here, we employ an inductive proof via the
following procedure: in order to do the dimensional re-
duction of a skeleton diagram with nf and nb forward-
and backscattering interaction lines, respectively, we first
start from the skeleton diagram with the same topology
and with all nf + nb lines corresponding to the forward
scattering, then we substitute the forward scattering lines
by the backscattering ones, one by one, until we get to
the desired diagram.
Let us start from a single-loop skeleton diagram with

N ≥ 4 interaction vertices (the only skeleton diagram
containing the 2-vertex loop is the first-order diagram,
see Fig. 2(a), it has been considered separately in Sec. V).
We know that all such diagrams acquire the 1D form, see
Sec. VI. Let us now substitute one of the forward scat-
tering interaction lines by the backscattering interaction,
see Eq. (19). Say, this backscattering line connects the
vertices r0 and r0+ rk, where r0 is the absolute loop co-
ordinate, see Fig. 2(c). This corresponds to the following
substitution in our diagram:

V1(rk) →
∑

σ=±1

V2(σrk)e
2iσ(kF rk−ϑ). (58)
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As the interaction is independent of directions of rk and
all other lines correspond to the forward scattering, then
we can actually integrate out all ri, i 6= k, precisely the
way we did in Sec. VI, resulting in:

Φ
(1)
N =

∫

(. . .)

∞
∫

−∞

∏

i6=k

(dxi)
∏

(j,j′)

[V1 (xjj′ )]

∫

drk

×
∑

ν1,ν2

ei(ν2−ν1)(kF rk−ϑ)

|λF rk|D−1

∑

σ=±1

V2(σrk)e
2iσ(kF rk−ϑ)

×tr {gν1(−x1) . . . gν1(xk−1 − rk)

×gν2(rk − xk+1) . . . gν2(xN−1)} ,(59)
where the superscript (1) just indicates a single backscat-
tering line. Note that here we slightly modified the logic
compared to Sec. VI where we were integrating out along
a single path r1 → r2 → . . . → rN−1. Here, we in-
tegrate out all ri, i 6= k, via two separate paths: one
is r1 → . . . → rk and the other is rN−1 → . . . → rk,
where the last integration over rk is the only one that is
modified by the substitution Eq. (58). Note that sums
over ν1 and ν2 appeared here due to two different paths.
The last step is to ensure that the phase in Eq. (59) is
independent of rk which is satisfied only if ν2 = −ν1 and
σ = ν1. The angular integration over nk is then trivial:

Φ̃
(1)
N =

Φ
(1)
N

CD

=

∫

(. . .)

∞
∫

−∞

N−1
∏

i=1

(dxi)
∏

(j,j′)

[V1 (xjj′ )]

×
∑

ν

V2(νxk)tr {gν(−x1) . . . gν(xk−1 − xk)

×g−ν(xk − xk+1) . . . g−ν(xN−1)} , (60)
where we also extended the integration over rk to R.
Notice that according to Eq. (27) V2(νxk) = vν−ν

−νν (xk),
which just corresponds to standard convolution of the
chiral indices. Thus, we just proved that the insertion
of a backscattering line instead of any forward scattering
one does not spoil the result: we still get the 1D skeleton
diagram with usual spin and chiral pseudospin convolu-
tion rules.
Following the inductive argument, we assume that the

1D structure holds after nb−1 insertions of the backscat-
tering lines. We need to prove that the insertion of one
more backscattering line does not spoil the dimensional
reduction. By choosing one of the vertices of the substi-
tuted interaction being the absolute loop coordinate r0,
we can just repeat the same steps as in the paragraph
above. This proves that all skeleton diagrams in Φ̃[g, v]
with single fermion loop and with the interaction given by
Eq. (27) are represented by the effective 1D skeleton di-
agrams that follow from the original D-dimensional ones
via the natural identification G → g and V → v.
For example, let us consider the second-order skeleton

diagram shown in Fig. 2(b):

Φ2[G, V ] =
1

4

∫

dz1dz2dz3 V (z1 − z3)V (z2)

×tr {G(−z1)G(z1 − z2)G(z2 − z3)G(z3)} , (61)

z
0

z
0
+ z

1

z
0
+ z

2

0

z1
'

z2
'

FIG. 3. The third-order skeleton diagram with two 3-vertex
fermion loops. The vertex coordinates, z = (τ, r), are labeled
in accord with Eq. (63). Here, z1,2 and z′1,2 are the relative
coordinates of the unprimed and primed loops, z0 is the abso-
lute coordinate of the unprimed loop, the absolute coordinate
of the primed loop is set to zero.

where zi = (τi, ri), i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and tr again stands for
the spin trace. Substituting the Green’s function asymp-
totics, see Eq. (13), and the harmonic decomposition of
dressed interaction, see Eq. (19), we restore the 1D form
of the dimension-reduced second-order skeleton diagram:

Φ̃2[g, v] ≡
Φ2[G[g], V [v]]

CD

=
1

4

∫ 3
∏

i=1

(dξi) v
µν
αβ(ξ1 − ξ3)v

να
βµ(ξ2)

×tr {gµ(−ξ1)gν(ξ1 − ξ2)gα(ξ2 − ξ3)gβ(ξ3)} ,(62)
where ξi = (τi, xi), i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and α, β, µ, ν ∈ {L,R}
are the chiral indices.

VIII. Skeleton diagrams with multiple fermion

loops: contribution of the non-collinear

scattering

In previous sections we integrated out all relative coor-
dinates on a fermion loop with even number of vertices.
It is clear that the same proofs are also applicable to the
fermion loops with odd number of interaction vertices,
e.g., see Fig. 3. The first important difference of the
multi-loop skeleton diagrams from the single-loop ones is
that some interaction lines might connect two vertices
that belong to different fermion loops, see Figs. 3, 4.
Within leading order in λF /r, all such lines must cor-
respond to the forward-scattering interaction: any oscil-
latory interaction harmonic, 2kF , 4kF , etc., necessarily
pins the relative coordinate directions on the connected
loops to the same direction, ±n, while there is no such
constraint imposed by the forward scattering. This is es-
pecially obvious for the backscattering 2kF interaction:
the backscattering processes are resonant near the FS
only if the total momentum of scattered electrons is close
to zero, i.e., the backscattering is resonant in the Cooper
channel. There is no such constraint for the forward scat-
tering: momenta of the scattered electrons can be com-
pletely uncorrelated as soon as both are near the FS.
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The latter represents the non-collinear scattering effect.
Another important difference of the K-loop skeleton di-
agrams from the single-loop ones that are considered in
Sec. V, Sec. VI, and Sec. VII, comes from the integra-
tion over the absolute loop coordinates, see definition of
r0 in Fig. 2(c): only one of K > 1 absolute loop coordi-
nates can be set to zero due to the translation invariance,

say r
(K)
0 = 0; the integration over each of the remaining

K−1 absolute loop coordinates, r
(k)
0 , k ∈ {1, . . . ,K−1},

contributes the infrared-divergentD-dimensional volume

factor ∝ |r(k)0 |D−1. This behavior of the multi-loop skele-
ton diagrams at D > 1 is qualitatively different from the
genuine 1D case.
For better understanding of the dimensional reduction

in the multi-loop case, we show the derivation for the
two-loop skeleton diagram in Fig. 3:

Φ3 =
1

6

∫

dz dz′ L3 (z1, z2)L3 (z
′
2, z

′
1)

×V1(z0)V1(z0 + z1 − z′1)V1(z0 + z2 − z′2), (63)

where z = (τ, r), τ is the imaginary time, r is the D-
dimensional coordinate, dz = dz0 dz1 dz2, dz

′ = dz′1 dz
′
2,

V1(z) is the forward-scattering interaction, L3 denotes
the following fermion loop:

L3(z1, z2) = tr {G(−z1)G(z1 − z2)G(z2)} , (64)

where tr stands for the spin trace. After performing the
dimensional reduction over the relative loop coordinates
following the lines of reasoning in Sec. VI, we find:

Φ̃3 =
Φ3

CD

=
CD

6

∫

dξ dξ′ L̃3 (ξ1, ξ2) L̃3 (ξ
′
2, ξ

′
1)

×
∫

dz0

∫

dn

AD−1

∫

dn′

AD−1
V1(r0)

×V1(r0 + nx1 − n
′x′

1)V1(r0 + nx2 − n
′x′

2), (65)

L̃3(ξ1, ξ2) =
∑

ν

tr {gν(−ξ1)gν(ξ1 − ξ2)gν(ξ2)} . (66)

Here, ξ = (τ, x), dξ = dξ1dξ2, dξ
′ = dξ′1dξ

′
2, CD is given

by Eq. (30), and, again, AD−1 is the surface area of the
(D − 1)-dimensional unit sphere SD−1. The time ar-
guments of the forward scattering interactions are not
shown explicitly in Eq. (65) for brevity of expressions.
As before, the leading contribution to each loop in Fig. 3
comes from the sector where all relative coordinates
within each loop are collinear, the general direction for
such relative coordinates is denoted here by n and n

′ for
two loops in Fig. 3. We call such n and n

′ directions
the relative loop direction here. In contrast to Secs. VI,
VII, the angular integrals over the relative loop direc-
tions n and n

′ are no longer trivial because the forward-
scattering lines connecting different loops depend on n

and n
′. We can further simplify Eq. (65) using that

dz0 = dτ0 r
D−1
0 dr0 dn0 and Eq. (30):

Φ̃3 =
1

6

[

AD−1

2

]2 ∫

dξ dξ′ L̃3 (ξ1, ξ2) L̃3 (ξ
′
2, ξ

′
1)

ξ
0

ξ
0
+ ξ

1

ξ
0
+ ξ

2

ξ
0
+ ξ

3

ξ
0
+ ξ

4

ξ
0
+ ξ

5

n n
'

0

ξ5
'

ξ4'
ξ3'

ξ2'

ξ1'

FIG. 4. The sixth-order skeleton diagram with two 6-
vertex fermion loops, both containing the internal backscat-
tering line (dashed line). The wavy lines correspond to the
forward-scattering interaction here. We denoted the relative
coordinates ξi = (τi, xi), ξ

′

i = (τ ′

i , x
′

i), i ∈ {1, . . . , 5}, of the
dimension-reduced diagram, see Eq. (68), ξ0 is the absolute
coordinate of the unprimed loop, the absolute coordinate of
the primed loop is set to zero. Here, n and n

′ are the rela-
tive loop directions defining the saddle-point values of the D-
dimensional coordinates: ri = nxi, r

′

i = n
′x′

i, i ∈ {1, . . . , 5}.

×
∫

dξ0

∫

dn0

AD−1

∫

dn

AD−1

∫

dn′

AD−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

x0

λF

∣

∣

∣

∣

D−1

V1(x0)

×V1(n0x0 + nx1 − n
′x′

1)V1(n0x0 + nx2 − n
′x′

2), (67)

where we also extended the integral over r0 to R using the
change n0 → −n0, n → −n, n′ → −n

′; dξ0 = dτ0dx0,
x0 ∈ R. The power of AD−1/2 in the first line of Eq. (67)
comes from K − 1 CD factors (one CD factor per loop,
minus one comes from the normalization in Eq. (65))
and from the normalization of K − 1 integrals over the
absolute coordinate directions (one absolute coordinate

is set to zero, r
(K)
0 = 0), so the overall power is 2(K−1).

In case of the two-loop diagram in Fig. 3, K = 2.

In general, the dimension-reduced diagram with K
fermion loops has the following diagrammatic structure:
(i) the order-dependent factor is inherited from the D-
dimensional representation, see Eq. (2); (ii) multiply it
by [AD−1/2]

2(K−1); (iii) substitute all loops by their com-
plete 1D analogs (include all internal interaction lines
in the definition of such loops); (iv) set one of the ab-

solute loop coordinates to zero, say ξ
(K)
0 = 0, then

integrate over other K − 1 absolute coordinates dξ
(k)
0 ,

k ∈ {1, . . . ,K−1}, with the measure factor |x(k)
0 /λF |D−1;

(v) integrate over all absolute coordinate directions, n
(k)
0 ,

k ∈ {1, . . . ,K − 1}, and over the relative loop directions,
n, with the unit measure dn/AD−1. These simple dia-
grammatic rules allow us to express arbitrary skeleton di-
agram of the LW functional in the semiclassical/infrared
limit.

Following the diagrammatic rules formulated in the
paragraph above, the dimension-reduced skeleton digram
shown in Fig. 4 takes the following form:

Φ̃6 = − 3

12

[

AD−1

2

]2∫

dξ dξ′ L̃6(ξ1, . . . , ξ5)L̃6(ξ
′
5, . . . , ξ

′
1)
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×
∫

dξ0

∫

dn0

AD−1

∫

dn

AD−1

∫

dn′

AD−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

x0

λF

∣

∣

∣

∣

D−1

V1(x0)

×V1 (n0x0 + nx2 − n
′x′

2)V1 (n0x0 + nx3 − n
′x′

3)

×V1 (n0x0 + nx5 − n
′x′

5) , (68)

where dξ =
∏5

i=1(dξi), dξ′ =
∏5

i=1(dξ
′
i), the order-

dependent coefficient −3/12 comes from the original D-
dimensional diagram, see Eq. (2) with n = 6, F = 2, and
NΣ = 3, the absolute coordinate of the primed loop is set
to zero, n0 is the direction of the absolute coordinate of
the unprimed loop, n and n

′ are the relative directions
of the primed and unprimed loops, and the vertex num-
bering is shown in Fig. 4. As both loops in Fig. 4 are
topologically identical, we use a single notation L̃6:

L̃6(ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, ξ4, ξ5) =
∑

µ,ν

vµννµ(ξ14)

×tr {gµ(−ξ1)gν(ξ12)gν(ξ23)gν(ξ34)gµ(ξ45)gµ(ξ5)} , (69)

where ξij = ξi−ξj . The diagram in Fig. 4 corresponds to
the backscattering line contribution, µ = −ν, in Eq. (69).
In this section we formulated simple diagrammatic-

like rules for the dimension-reduced skeleton diagrams.
We note that the non-collinear scattering is explicitly ac-
counted for within our approach, in contrast to the multi-
dimensional bosonization approaches where these effects
are omitted. We emphasize that the dimensional reduc-
tion can be applied not only to the LW functional but also
to the thermodynamic potential that can be represented
by the vacuum bubble diagrams of similar structure.

IX. Multidimensional bosonization: FLCT and

beyond

In this section we compare our results with predictions
of the multidimensional bosonization [22–37]. We also
comment on why the multi-loop diagrams considered in
Sec. VIII may be important in higher dimensions D > 1
as soon as the spectral curvature and the backscattering
are taken into account.
First, let us neglect the spectral curvature and the

backscattering. Under these conditions, the 1D FLCT
is exact [14]. As all relative coordinates in fermion loops
can be reduced to their 1D analogues, see Secs. VI-VIII,
then the skeleton diagrams containing more than one
fermion loop do not contribute to neither P nor s. We
emphasize that the 1D FLCT [14] is applicable here due
to Eqs. (37)–(39): g, s, and P can be expressed in terms
of the Feynman diagrams with fully dressed interaction
lines but with bare g0. As a result, only the bare particle-
hole bubble, P0, contributes to q ∼ 0 component of the
polarization operator P :

Pνν
µµ(ξ) ≈ Pνν

0µµ(ξ) = δµνtr {g0 ν(ξ)g0 ν(−ξ)} , (70)

where, again, tr stands for the spin trace, δab is the
Kronecker index, g0(ξ) is the 1D Fourier transform of

G0(iωn, q), see Eq. (10), and ξ = (τ, x). Using Eq. (28),
we find the q ∼ 0 component of the polarization operator:

P1(τ, x)

= tr {g0(τ, x)g0(−τ,−x) + g0(τ,−x)g0(−τ, x)} . (71)

Substituting Eq. (71) into Eq. (24), we find that D-
dimensional polarization operator is also given by the
bare particle-hole bubble, Π0:

Π(τ, r) ≈ Π0(τ, r) = tr {G0(τ, r)G0(−τ,−r)} . (72)

Here, the bare electron Green’s function G0(τ, r) is rep-
resented via its asymptotic form, see Eq. (9), and only
q ∼ 0 component of Π(τ, r) has to be taken into account.
Thus, we indeed confirm that the RPA approximation is
asymptotically exact as soon as the spectral curvature
and the backscattering are neglected, which agrees with
the multidimensional bosonization [22–37].
Let us now include a finite spectral curvature that

is naturally present in the effective mass approxima-
tion, and the backscattering that is generated self-
consistently. Under these conditions the FLCT is no
longer exact. These perturbations are known to be ir-
relevant in 1DEGs, see, e.g., Refs. [16, 36]. However,
large infrared-divergent measure factors of the multi-loop
skeleton diagrams, see Sec. VIII, might be strong enough
to make these perturbations relevant in higher dimen-
sions. The importance of the multi-loop diagrams for
the non-analytic corrections in 2DEGs has been pointed
out in Ref. [40], where it has been shown that the dia-
gram in Fig. 3 considered in the context of the thermody-
namic potential is responsible for the non-collinear scat-
tering contribution to the infrared non-analyticities. This
demonstrates that the multi-loop diagrams are important
for the infrared physics of a DDEG with D > 1. In con-
trast to the multidimensional bosonization approaches,
our theory accounts naturally for the non-collinear scat-
tering contribution to the semiclassical/infrared limit of
interacting DDEG that goes beyond the FLCT.
In order to quantify the infrared divergence of aK-loop

skeleton diagram, we introduce the divergence exponent,

α(K), which counts additional powers of |x(k)
0 /λF | ≫

1, k ∈ {1, . . . ,K − 1}, coming from the absolute loop
coordinates, see Sec. VIII:

α(K) = (K − 1) (D − 1). (73)

From this, we conclude that the most infrared-divergent
diagrams must contain a large number K of fermion
loops, i.e., those loops must contain a minimal number of
vertices. The multi-loop skeleton diagrams are possible
in all orders N ≥ 3, for instance, a third-order two-loop
diagram is shown in Fig. 3. Note that the 3-vertex loops
are the minimal possible loops in N th-order skeleton di-
agrams with N ≥ 3 [the 2-vertex loop is only possible
in the first-order skeleton diagram shown in Fig. 2(a)].
Thus, the skeleton diagrams with maximal possible num-
ber of 3-vertex loops, K3(N), have the largest divergence
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exponent α(K), see Eq. (73):

K3(N) =

⌊

2N

3

⌋

, α3(N) =

[⌊

2N

3

⌋

− 1

]

(D − 1) , (74)

where ⌊x⌋ is the floor function, α3(N) = α[K3(N)],
N ≥ 3. The two-particle irreducibility of skeleton di-
agrams requires all three vertices on any 3-vertex loop
to be external, i.e., all three vertices are connected with
other fermion loops, e.g., see Fig. 3.
The divergence exponent α3(N) of the maximally

infrared-divergent diagrams is overestimated. Indeed,
one can show that all odd-vertex fermion loops must van-
ish in the presence of particle-hole symmetry which is
asymptotically exact in the semiclassical/infrared limit.
The spectral curvature must be taken into account to
break the particle-hole symmetry explicitly. Being a sub-
leading effect, the spectral curvature results in a small
λF /r factor per fermion loop, thus reducing the diver-
gence exponent from α3(N), see Eq. (74), to α′

3(N):

α′
3(N) = α3(N)−K3(N)

=

[⌊

2N

3

⌋

− 1

]

(D − 2)− 1. (75)

We see that at any D > 2 there exists N0 ≥ 3 such that
α′
3(N) > 0 for all N ≥ N0. This means that the spectral

curvature is a relevant perturbation at D > 2 and thus,
the RPA is no longer asymptotically exact. We point out
that the spectral curvature is qualitatively important for
the low-temperature transport properties even in 1DEG
where it is formally an irrelevant perturbation [46].
As we see, the emergent particle-hole symmetry in the

semiclassical/infrared limit significantly reduced the di-
vergence exponent of the skeleton diagrams containing
maximal number of the 3-vertex loops. Instead, we may
consider fermion loops with even number of vertices as
those are not sensitive to the particle-hole symmetry. In
order to violate the FLCT, we insert one backscattering
line within each loop. As the number of vertices con-
nected with other loops must be strictly greater than
two (due to the two-particle irreducibility), the minimal
number of vertices is then equal to six. The smallest
such diagram is shown in Fig. 4. The divergence expo-
nent, α6(N), of skeleton diagrams containing maximal
possible number of the 6-vertex loops is the following:

α6(N) =

[⌊

2N

6

⌋

− 1

]

(D − 1) . (76)

As we see, the divergence exponent is strictly positive in
any D > 1 at N ≥ 6, emphasizing the relevance of the
multi-loop diagrams in higher dimensions. Exponents
α′
3(N) and α6(N) allow for a new classification of the

infrared-divergent diagrams. We believe that this classifi-
cation may result in new well controlled non-perturbative
approaches in strongly correlated electron systems.
In this section we demonstrated that our theory agrees

with the multidimensional bosonization results if the
FLCT is satisfied. However, here we also argue that the

spectral curvature and the backscattering, both are ir-
relevant in the 1DEG and both violate the FLCT, may
become relevant in higher dimensions due to additional
infrared divergence of the multi-loop skeleton diagrams
at D > 1, see Sec. VIII. It has been also pointed out in
Refs. [33, 36] that the electron Green’s function evalu-
ated self-consistently within the RPA, acquires unphys-
ical singularities in the semiclassical/infrared limit near
the single-particle pole line which may also signal that
the RPA is not sufficient for an accurate description of
the semiclassical/infrared limit of the interacting DDEG
at D > 1.

X. Conclusions

In this work, we have presented a new powerful theo-
retical tool, the dimensional reduction, that allows for the
asymptotically exact treatment of an interacting DDEG,
D > 1, in the semiclassical/infrared limit where the ef-
fect of interaction is strongest. Using the LW approach
[49–52], we show that the single-loop skeleton diagrams
are reduced to effective 1D form. Together with the
FLCT, this is equivalent to the exactness of the RPA
in the semiclassical/infrared limit of interacting DDEG,
which agrees with conclusions of the multidimensional
bosonization [22–37]. Skeleton diagrams containing large
number of fermion loops represent the non-collinear scat-
tering contribution and are infrared-divergent at D > 1.
We show that this divergence makes the spectral curva-
ture relevant at D > 2 and the backscattering relevant at
D > 1, both perturbations explicitly violate the FLCT,
and both are irrelevant in 1DEG. This makes the FLCT
unreliable in the semiclassical/infrared limit at D > 1.
Our theory still retains simple diagrammatic structure
(in terms of irreducible diagrams) which is important for
practical calculations, the non-collinear scattering pro-
cesses that are missing in the multidimensional bosoniza-
tion approaches, are naturally accounted for here. There-
fore, we believe that the semiclassical/infrared limit of
the LW functional of interacting DDEG that we derived
in this paper, may step beyond well known predictions
of the multidimensional bosonization. The dimensional
reduction technique that is applied here to the LW func-
tional, is quite versatile, it can be straightforwardly gen-
eralized for the thermodynamic potential that is repre-
sented by similar vacuum bubble diagrams, it can be
also applied to perturbation theory corrections, e.g. see
Ref. [43], or self-consistent approximations, see Ref. [54].
The dimensional reduction of interacting DDEG with an
arbitrary spin splitting and spontaneously broken sym-
metries is the subject of our future study.
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A. Dimensional reduction of the free terms in the

LW functional

Here we derive Eqs. (31), (32), (33) presented in
Sec. IV.
In order to simplify the first term in Eq. (1), we use

the frequency-momentum representation:

Tr ln
(

G−1
0 − Σ

)

= T
∑

ωn

∫

dp

(2π)D
tr
{

ln
[

G−1
0 (iωn,p)− Σ(iωn,p)

]}

, (A1)

where tr stands for the spin trace. Contribution of the
infrared sector near the FS comes from p ≈ kF which
allows us to simplify the integration measure:

dp

(2π)D
≈

[

kF
2π

]D−1

AD−1
dq

2π
= 2CD

dq

2π
, (A2)

AD−1 =
2π

D

2

Γ (D/2)
, (A3)

where q = p − kF ≪ kF , AD−1 is the surface area of
the (D − 1)-dimensional unit sphere SD−1, Γ(x) is the
Euler gamma function, CD is given in Eq. (30). Using
Eqs. (10), (15) as definitions of the effective 1D Green’s
function and 1D self-energy, we find:

G0(iωn,p) = g0(iωn, q), Σ(iωn,p) = s(iωn, q),(A4)

where q = p − kF ≪ kF . Substituting Eqs. (A2), (A4)
back into Eq. (A1), we find the infrared contribution of
the first term in Eq. (1):

Tr ln
(

G−1
0 [g0]− Σ[s]

)

CD

= T
∑

ωn

∞
∫

−∞

dq

2π
2 tr

{

ln
[

g−1
0 (iωn, q)− s(iωn, q)

]}

, (A5)

where we extended the integration over q to the interval
q ∈ (−∞,∞). Using the chiral indexing introduced in
Eqs. (12), (16) and corresponding chiral symmetry, see
Eq. (17), we incorporate the factor of 2 in Eq. (A5) into
trace over the chiral index:

Tr ln
(

G−1
0 [g0]− Σ[s]

)

CD

= Sp ln
(

g−1
0 − s

)

= T
∑

ωn,ν

∞
∫

−∞

dq

2π
tr
{

ln
(

(g−1
0 )ν(iωn, q)− sν(iωn, q)

)}

,(A6)

where ν ∈ {L,R} is the chiral index, Sp stands for the
1D trace that includes the frequency and 1D momentum
summation as well as the spin and chiral traces, see the
second line in Eq. (A6).
In order to reduce the dimensionality of the second

term in Eq. (1), it is more convenient to use the space-
time asymptotics given by Eqs. (13), (14):

Tr {Σ[s]G[g]} =
∑

νi

∫

dτ

∞
∫

0

dr rD−1AD−1

×ei(ν1+ν2)(kF r−ϑ)

(λF r)
D−1

tr {gν1(τ, r)sν2 (−τ, r)} , (A7)

where ν1,2 ∈ {L,R} are the chiral indices, tr is the spin
trace. Here we used that dr = AD−1r

D−1 dr, AD−1 is
given by Eq. (A3). The case ν2 = ν1 corresponds to
the integration over fast oscillatory terms e±2ikF r that
are irrelevant to the infrared physics. Thus, the only
relevant terms in Eq. (A7) correspond to ν2 = −ν1. The
remaining sum over ν1 together with the chiral symmetry,
see Eq. (17), allows us to extend the integration over r
to the real line R, yielding:

Tr {Σ[s]G[g]}
CD

= Sp {sg}

=

∫

dτ

∞
∫

−∞

dx
∑

ν

tr {gν(τ, x)sν(−τ,−x)} , (A8)

where Sp represents full 1D trace.
The dimensional reduction procedure of the third term

in Eq. (1) is similar to the integration of the second term:

Tr {ΠV } =

∫

dτ

∞
∫

0

dr rD−1AD−1V (τ, r)Π(−τ, r),(A9)

where the trivial angular integration is already per-
formed. Then, we substitute the harmonic expansions
of the interaction and the polarization operator, see
Eqs. (19), (24):

Tr {Π[P ]V [v]}
CD

= 2

∫

dτ

∞
∫

0

dr [V1(τ, r)P1(−τ, r)

+
∑

σ=±1

V2(τ, σr)P2(−τ,−σr)

]

, (A10)

where we omitted all fast oscillatory terms the same way
we did it in Eq. (A8). The symmetric extension of V1,
see Eq. (22), and the sum over σ in Eq. (A10), allows us
to extend the integration over r ∈ (0,∞) to the real line
R:

Tr {Π[P ]V [v]}
CD

=

∫

dτ

∞
∫

−∞

dx [V1(τ, x)P1(−τ,−x)

+
∑

ν=±1

V2(τ, νx)P2(−τ,−νx)

]

, (A11)
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where x ∈ R is the effective 1D coordinate. Finally, we
rewrite Eq. (A11) in terms of the chiral components of
the interaction and the polarization operator introduced
in Eqs. (27), (28):

Tr {Π[P ]V [v]}
CD

= Sp {vP}

=

∫

dτ

∞
∫

−∞

dx vµναβ(τ, x)Pαβ
µν (−τ,−x), (A12)

where Sp stands for the 1D trace, the second line of
Eq. (A12) also defines the convolution rule of the chiral
indices for v and P that is consistent with the definition,
see Eqs. (27), (28) and Fig. 1(a),(b).

B. Useful angular integral

In this appendix we outline the asymptotic behavior of
the following integral:

JQ
ν [f ] ≡

∫

dn1 e
iνQ|r1−r2|f(r1, r2), (B1)

where ν = ±1, Q is the large parameter here, the inte-
gral is taken over directions n1 = r1/r1, r1 and r2 are
fixed. The function f(r1, r2) in Eq. (B1) varies slowly
on the scale r1,2 ∼ 1/Q and otherwise, is arbitrary. The
asymptotics of JQ

ν [f ] can be derived via the stationary
phase method. The extrema of the phase, Q|r1 − r2|, as

a function of n1 correspond to n1 = ±n2, n2 = r2/r2.
The contribution of these two stationary points to the
large-Q asymptotics is then the following:

JQ
ν [f ] ≈

∑

σ=±1

f(σr1n2, r2)e
iνQ|r1−σr2|jσν (r1, r2), (B2)

jσν (r1, r2) ≡ AD−2

∞
∫

0

dθ θD−2 exp

(

i
νσQr1r2θ

2

2|r1 − σr2|

)

, (B3)

where we expanded the measure and the phase in a small
vicinity of each of two stationary points, AD−2 is the area
of a (D − 2)-dimensional unit sphere, see Eq. (A3). The
integral given by Eq. (B3) is reduced to Euler gamma
function after the transformation θ → θ(x):

θ(x) = ei
π

4
νσ

√

2|r1 − σr2|
Qr1r2

√
x, (B4)

jσν (r1, r2) =

[

2π|r1 − σr2|
Qr1r2

]

D−1

2

eiσνϑ, (B5)

where ϑ is given by Eq. (11). Substituting Eq. (B5) back
into Eq. (B2), we find the asymptotics of JQ

ν [f ]:

JQ
ν [f ] ≈

∑

σ

f(σr1n2, r2)e
iν(Q|r1−σr2|+σϑ)

×
[

2π|r1 − σr2|
Qr1r2

]
D−1

2

, (B6)

where σ = ±1, n2 = r2/r2.
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