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Tem perature dependent e�ective m ass renorm alization in 2D electron system s
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W e calculate,asa function oftem perature and density,the electron-electron interaction induced

quasiparticle e�ective m ass renorm alization in 2D electron system s within the leading-order dy-

nam ically screened Coulom b interaction expansion. W e �nd an unexpected nonanalyticity and

nonm onotonicity in the tem perature dependente�ective m asswith the renorm alized m asslinearly

increasing with tem perature atlow tem peraturesforalldensities.

PACS num bers:71.10.-w;71.10.Ca;73.20.M f;73.40.-c

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A key insight ofthe Landau Ferm iLiquid theory is
thatinteractionsin a Ferm isystem lead to therenorm al-
ization ofthe single particle ferm ion m assgiving rise to
\quasiparticles" with renorm alized e�ective m asswhose
low energy behaviorisqualitatively sim ilarto the corre-
sponding noninteracting free particles1,2. Then,various
single particles properties,e.g. speci�c heat,density of
states,etc.,in the interacting Ferm isystem are sim ply
given,at leastin the leading-ordertheory,by replacing
thebare(i.e.\freeparticle")m assm by thecorrespond-
ing renorm alized e�ective m ass m �. In this paper we
presentthevery �rstm icroscopiccalculation ofthetem -
perature dependente�ective m ass renorm alization in an
interacting 2D electron system (2DES),�nding in the
process an unexpected nonanalytic and nonm onotonic
behavior of the e�ective m ass m �(T) as a function of
tem perature in the 2DES.In particular,m �(T)�rstin-
creaseslinearly with tem perature in a 2DES reaching a
density dependentm axim um around T=TF . 0:1| 0:5,
where TF is the noninteracting Ferm item perature,af-
terwhich itdecreaseswith increasing tem perature.This
nonm onotonic behavior, in particular the tem perature
induced enhancem ent of the 2DES quasiparticle e�ec-
tivem assatlow tem peratures,isentirely unexpected be-
causethenaiveexpectation isthatquantum m any-body
electron-electron interaction e�ects(underlyingthee�ec-
tive m assrenorm alization phenom enon)should decrease
with increasing tem perature since the high tem perature
system isnecessarily a classicalsystem .Thenonanalytic
linear-T dependence ofm �(T) is also quite unexpected
sincetheusualferm ionicSom m erfeld therm alexpansion
alwaysresultsin a quadratictem perature correction.
O ur work is partially m otivated by the great dealof

recentactivity in sem iconductor-based 2DES,e.g.Siin-
versionlayers,G aAsheterostructuresand quantum wells,
etc.wherethe 2D carrierdensity can be varied (by tun-
ing an externalgate voltage),m odifying the strength of
the electron-electron interaction usually m easured1,2 by
the dim ensionlessparam eterrs = m e2=(~2

p
�n)with n

being the 2D carrierdensity and m the bare (i.e.band)
m ass. The rs-param eter1 in 3D m etals (de�ned with
respect to 3D densities) is typically 3 � 5 whereas in

sem iconductor 2DES rs could vary from 1 (or less) to
20 (orhigher),depending on the speci�c sem iconductor
system and carrierdensity beingstudied.Sincethee�ec-
tivem assrenorm alization scaleswith rs (sm alland large
rs respectively corresponding to weakly and strongly in-
teracting electron system s),one expects interesting and
im portant m any-body quasiparticle renorm alization in
2DES,particularly at large rs. It is therefore not sur-
prising thatthe issue ofthe e�ective m assrenorm aliza-
tion in 2DES hasbeen extensively studied,both exper-
im entally3 and theoretically5,6,7,8,9 over the last thirty
years.Allthese theoreticalstudiesofquasiparticlem ass
renorm alization have,however,been restricted to T = 0
both in the2D 5,6,7,8,9 and 3D 10 system .W hilethiszero-
tem perature restriction m akes perfect sense in 3D sys-
tem swheretherelevantFerm item peratureTF = E F =kB
(de�ning the tem perature scale forthe electron system )
isextrem ely high (TF � 104K in m etals),itm akeslittle
sense for extrem ely low density 2DES ofcurrent inter-
est11,12,13 where TF . 1K , m aking T=TF � 1 in the
experim entaltem perature range.The tem perature (and
density)dependente�ectivem assrenorm alization calcu-
lation presented in this paper therefore takes on addi-
tionalsigni�cance because a num ber of recent experi-
m ents have reported large 2D e�ective m ass renorm al-
ization11,12,13 atlow densitiesand low tem peratures.W e
note in this context that the 2D e�ective m ass renor-
m alization m �=m in our �nite tem perature m any-body
theory is a function oftwo dim ensionless param eter rs
(/ n�1=2 )and T=TF (/ n�1 ,since kB TF = �~2n=m in
2DES),which are however notcom pletely independent
ofeach other (since they both depend on the electron
density){in particular,T=TF � r2s for a �xed tem pera-
tureand changing density.

The structure ofthis papergoesasfollowing: In sec-
tion IIwepresentthetheory foroure�ectivem asscalcu-
lation.In section IIIweprovideournum ericalresultsof
ourcalculated e�ectivem assasafunction ofrs and T.In
section IV we presentthe analyticalresultsfore�ective
m assin thers � 1 and T=TF � 1 lim it.W econcludein
section V with a briefdiscussion.
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II. T H EO R Y

=

+ + + ...
FIG .1: The Feynm an diagram for the self-energy. The cir-

cles are polarization bubbles,the dashed lines the Coulom b

interaction,and the solid linesthe electron G reen’sfunction.

W e consider a 2DES interacting via the long range
Coulom b interaction. The e�ective m ass renorm aliza-
tion ism icroscopically calculated2 from theelectron self-
energy function �(k;i�l)de�ned attheM atsubaraim ag-
inary frequency i�l and 2D wavevectork. To calculate
the electron self-energy,we m ake the well-known \G W "
approxim ation5,10,14 ofa leading orderexpansion in the
dynam ically screened Coulom b interaction (the corre-
sponding Feynm an diagram forthe self-energy isshown
in Fig.1),obtaining (~ = 1 throughout):

�(k;i�l)= �

Z
d2q

(2�)2
T
X

!n

Vq

�(q;i!n)

�
1

i�l+ i!n � �q�k
; (1)

where Vq = 2�e2=q is the 2D bare Coulom b potential,
i�l = i(2l+ 1)�kB T and i!n = i2n�kB T are the usual
ferm ion/boson odd/even M atsubara frequencies(l,n in-
tegers),�k = k2=(2m )� �,� thechem icalpotential,and
�(k;i!n)istheRPA dynam icaldielectricfunction,given
by the sum ofthe polarization bubble diagram s:

�(k;i!n)= 1� Vq�(k;i! n); (2)

with �(k;i! n) the electronic 2D polarizability. W ithin
RPA,wehave

�(k;i! n)= 2

Z
d2q

(2�)2
nF (�q)� nF (�q�k )

�q � �q�k + i!n
; (3)

where nF (x) = 1=(ex=T + 1) is the Ferm idistribution
function.
The form of retarded polarizability �(k;!) �

�(k;i! n ! !+ i0+ )hasbeen provided bypreviouswork4

atzero tem perature:

� 0(k;!;�)= �
m

�
+

m 2

�k2

"r

(! +
k2

2m
)2 �

2�k2

2m

�

r

(! �
k2

2m
)2 �

2�k2

2m

#

; (4)

where� isthechem icalpotential.The�nitetem perature
form ofretarded polarizability can obtained from Eq.(4)
by

�(k;!;�;T)=

1Z

0

d�
0

� 0(k;!;�0)

4T cosh2(�
0��

2T
)
: (5)

The quasiparticle energy E k is obtained from the
Dyson equation usingtheanalyticallycontinued retarded
self-energy �(k;i�l! ! + i0+ )� �(k;!):

E k = �k + Re�(k;E k): (6)

Eq.(6) is exact, while our G W -approxim ation is the
�rst order perturbation expansion in the dynam ically
screened interaction. There has been m uch discussion
on whether one should use exact Eq.(6) for the e�ec-
tive m assorthe so-called on-shellapproxim ation,keep-
ing only �rstorderinteraction term sby taking the �rst
orderiteration ofEq.(6):

E k = �k + Re�(k;�k): (7)

The on-shellapproxim ation is expected to be m ore ac-
curate within the G W schem e as it e�ectively accounts
for som e vertex correctionsand obeys the W ard identi-
ties.Thisapproach haspreviously been used in 2D 5 and
3D 10 zero-tem peraturee�ectivem asscalculations,and is
regarded to be betterthan solving the fullDyson equa-
tion (Eq.(6) above). The two approachesare identical
in the high-density lim it rs � 1. For rs > 1,they give
qualitatively sim ilarbutquantitatively di�erentresults.
Thee�ectivem asscan then bederived from therelation
1=m � =

�
k�1 dE k=dk

��
�
k= kF

,rem em bering thatthe bare

band m assm isgiven by 1=m =
�
k�1 d�k=dk

��
�
k= kF

:

m �

m
=

�

1+
m

k

d

dk
Re�(k;�k)

��1
�
�
�
�
�
k= kF

(8)

wherekF istheFerm im om entum forthenon-interacting
2DES.

W e use three di�erent techniques in calculating the
self-energy: frequency sum ,frequency integration,and
plasm on-pole approxim ation. The �rst two techniques
areequivalentto each other,and correspond to di�erent
waysofdoing theanalyticcontinuation oftheim aginary
frequency self-energy. The frequency sum technique is
explained in Ref.15,and the frequency integration tech-
nique,alsocalled spectralrepresentation,in Ref.2.In the
frequency sum m ethod,the retarded self-energy isgiven
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by

Re�(k;!)= �

Z
d2q

(2�)2
VqnF (�q�k )

�

Z
d2q

(2�)2
VqRe

�
1

�(q;�q�k � !)
� 1

�

� [nB (�q�k � !)+ nF (�q�k )]

�

Z
d2q

(2�)2
T
X

!n

Vq

�
1

�(q;i!n)
� 1

�

�
1

i!n � (�q�k � !)
; (9)

wherenB (x)= 1=(ex=T � 1)istheBosedistribution func-
tion.Forthefrequency integration m ethod,theretarded
self-energy is

Re�(k;!)= �

Z
d2q

(2�)2
VqnF (�q�k )

�

Z
d2q

(2�)2

Z
d�

2�
2VqIm

1

�(q;�)

�
nB (�)+ nF (�q�k )

� � (�q�k � !)
: (10)

The plasm on-pole approxim ation (PPA) is a sim pler
technique6,16,17 forcarryingoutthefrequency sum in the
RPA self-energy calculation by using a spectralpole(i.e.
adeltafunction)ansatzforthedynam icaldielectricfunc-
tion �(k;!):

Im ��1 (k;!)= Ck [�(! � �!k)� �(! + �!k)]=2; (11)

where the spectralweight Ck and the pole �!k of the
PPA propagatorin Eq.(11)aredeterm ined by using the
K ram ers-K r�onig relation (i.e. causality)and the f-sum
rule (i.e. currentconservation). W e m ention that �!k in
Eq.(11) does not correspond to the realplasm on dis-
persion in the 2DES,butsim ulatesthe whole excitation
spectra ofthe system behaving as an e�ective plasm on
at low m om entum and as the single-particle electron-
hole excitation at large m om entum , as constrained by
theK ram ers-K r�onigrelation and thef-sum rule.Details
on the PPA are available in literature6,16,including the
�nite-tem perature generalization17. The PPA,which is
known6,16,17 to give resultsclose to the fullRPA calcu-
lation ofself-energy,allowsa trivialcarrying outofthe
frequency sum in the retarded self-energy function lead-
ing to:

Re�(k;!)= �

Z
d2q

(2�)2
VqnF (�q�k )

�

Z
d2q

(2�)2
VqCq

h
nB (�!q)+ nF (�q�k )

�!q � (�q�k � !)

+
nB (� �!q)+ nF (�q�k )

�!q + (�q�k � !)

i

: (12)

W e calculate the self-energy by carrying out the 2D
m om entum integration (Eq. 9, 10, 12) as wellas the

frequency sum (Eq. 9) and the frequency integral(Eq.
10) in order to obtain the quasiparticle e�ective m ass
(Eq.8).W e em phasize thatourreason forcarrying out
our calculation ofthe electron self-energy by three dif-
ferent techniques (RPA frequency sum and integration,
and PPA) is to com pletely ensure the num ericalaccu-
racy ofthe calculated tem perature dependent e�ective
m assby com paring theconsistency am ong thethreesets
ofresults. This is particularly signi�cant since there is
no existing tem perature-dependente�ective m asscalcu-
lation in the literatureforusto com parewith.The fact
that our three sets of results are consistent with each
other (and we reproduce the existing5,6,7,8,9 T = 0 ef-
fective m assresultsfrom our�nite tem perature theory)
provides com pelling support for our conclusions in this
paper.Sinceourresultsobtained in thethreetechniques
arein good agreem ent,we willonly show hereoure�ec-
tive m ass results using RPA frequency sum m ethod for
the sakeofbrevity.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S
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FIG .2:Calculated T= 0 e�ective m assasa function ofrs in

a 2D ES in the high rs region.

First,we presentourextrem e low tem perature 2D re-
sult(T=TF � 10�4 )in Fig.2 and Fig.3,to becom pared
with the existing T = 0 2D results5,6,7,8,9,form �(rs)in
the rs = 0 � 10 range,showing that the e�ective m ass
renorm alization could be alm ostaslarge as5 fordilute
rs � 10 2DES.W e em phasize thatthe resultspresented
in Fig.2 and Fig.3 based on the T ! 0 lim it ofour
�nite tem perature theory are in quantitative agreem ent
with the existing T = 0 2D RPA e�ective m ass calcu-
lations5 which were,however,restricted to the rs (< 5)
regim e.
In Fig.4 weshow ourcalculated 2D m �(T)asa func-

tion ofT=TF for di�erent values ofthe 2D interaction
param eterrs (= 1� 10).Fig.5 showsthee�ectivem ass
tem perature dependence at high densities. In the low
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FIG .3:Calculated T= 0 e�ective m assasa function ofrs in

a 2D ES in the low rs region.

tem perature region the e�ective m ass�rstrisesto som e
m axim um ,and then decreasesastem perature increases.
This peculiar behavior is present at alldensities. The
nonm onotonictrend issystem atic,and thevalueofT=TF
where the e�ective m asspeaksincreaseswith increasing
rs. The initialincrease ofm �(T) is linear in T=TF as

T ! 0,and theslope d(m
�
=m )

d(T =TF )
isalm ostindependentofrs

forvery sm allrs (< 1),butincreaseswith rs forlargerrs
values.W em ention thatwegetsom ewhatstrongertem -
perature dependence (i.e. larger dm �=dT) in our PPA
calculation (notshown here).

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
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*
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FIG .4: Calculated 2D e�ective m ass as a function ofT=TF
fordi�erenthigh rs values:rs = 10 ! 1 from top to bottom .

Note thatTF / r
�2
s ,m aking the absolute tem perature scale

lowerforhigherrs values.

In Fig.6 weshow thedependenceofthee�ectivem ass
renorm alization asa function ofthe interaction param e-
terrs fora few valuesof�xed tem perature (ratherthan
�xed T=TF ,rem em bering that TF / r�2s since TF / n

and rs / n�1=2 ).The calculated m �(rs)for�xed T val-
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FIG .5: Calculated 2D e�ective m ass as a function ofT=TF
fordi�erentlow rs values:rs = 1 ! 0:1 from top to bottom .

ues is quite striking: For low �xed values ofT,m �=m

initially increases with rs even faster than the corre-
sponding T = 0 result, eventually decreasing with rs
at large enough values (where the corresponding T=TF

values becom e large enough). This nonm onotonic be-
havior ofm �(rs) as a function ofrs for �xed tem pera-
turesshowing a tem perature-dependentm axim um (with
the value of rs at which the m � peak occurs decreas-
ing with increasing T asin Fig.6)iscom plem entary to
the nonm onotonicity ofm �(T)in Fig.4 asa function of
T=TF (at �xed rs) and arises from the relationship be-
tween the dim ensionlessvariablesT=TF (/ r�2s )and rs

(/ T
�1=2

F
)dueto theirdependenceon thecarrierdensity

(i.e.TF / n and rs / n�1=2 ).
O ne im m ediate consequence ofour results shown in

Figs.4 and 6 isthatm �(T=TF ;rs)� m�(T;n)in 2DES
could show astrongenhancem entatlow (but�nite)tem -
peraturesand low electron densities(largers).Com par-
ingwith theactualsystem param etersfor2D electronsin
Siinversion layers11,12 and G aAsheterostructures13 (and
taking into accountthequasi-2D form factore�ects9 ne-
glected in ourstrictly 2D calculation)we �nd that,con-
sistentwith recentexperim ental�ndings11,12,13,ourthe-
oreticalcalculationspredict(according to Figs.4 and 6
as m odi�ed by subband form factors) m �=m to be en-
hanced by a factorof2� 4fortheexperim entaldensities
and tem peratures used in recent m easurem ents11,12,13.
Due to the approxim ate nature ofourtheory we do not
furtherpursuethecom parison with experim entaldata in
thispaperleaving thatfora future study.

IV . A N A LY T IC A L R ESU LT S IN rs � 1;T=TF � 1

LIM IT

W ehavealso carried outan analyticcalculation ofthe
tem perature-dependent2D e�ective m assin the leading
order dynam ically screened interaction. This turns out
tobean extrem elydi�culttaskduetothehighlycom pli-



5

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5

r
s

m
*
/m

0.004 

T = 0 

0.020 

0.036 

0.052 

FIG .6:Calculated m
�
=m at�xed valuesoftem peratures.T

isin the unitsofTF atrs = 1.

cated nonanalyticstructureoftheintegrand in Eq.(1),or
equivalently Eqs.(9)or(10).Itisonly possibleto carry
out our analyticalwork in the high-density (rs � 1),
low tem perature(T=TF � 1)lim it.Itiswellestablished
thatatzero tem peratureonecan do an rs expansion for
the quasiparticle self-energy in the rs � 1 lim it since
theleading ordercontribution in rs com esonly from the
ring diagram s,which are exactly whatwe calculated in
our theory (Fig.1). In this sense,RPA is exactin the
high-density lim it,and onecan calculatean exactquasi-
particlee�ectivem assfrom thediagram sofFig.1 in the
rs ! 0 lim it.In the currentwork we carry outan exact
expansion in the rs ! 0 and T=TF ! 0 lim it. At�nite
tem peratures,our analysis shows that it is valid to ex-
pand self-energyand e�ectivem assin rs and T=TF in the
rs � 1;T=TF � 1 region.Again weprovethatthelead-
ing order contribution in rs and T=TF also only com es
from theringdiagram s,and thereforeRPA rem ainsexact
in thislim it.O utcalculation showsthat

m �

m
= A(rs)+ B (rs)

�
T

TF

�

+ C (rs)

�
T

TF

� 2

ln

�
TF

T

�

;

(13)

whereA(rs),B (rs)and C (rs)arefunctionsindependent
ofterm pature,and B (rs)� B0 > 0 and C (rs)< 0 for
rs � 1.
In Eq.(13)the �rstterm A(rs)isresponsible forthe

nonm onotonic behaviorofrs dependence ofm � at zero
tem perature,i.e.when T = 0;rs � 1,e�ectivem ass�rst
deceaseswith increasingrs,and then increases.Thiscor-
respondsto ourzero tem peraturee�ectivem asscurveas
afunction ofrs in rs � 1region,which isshown in Fig.3.
W e m ention here thatthisnonm onotonic zero tem pera-
turers dependenceofthee�ectivem asshasalready been
found by previousworks5,6,7,8,9.
The second term in Eq.(13)accountsforthe leading-

ordertem peraturecorrection tothee�ectivem ass,which
is of m ore interest to us. O ur analytical calculation

shows that B (rs) � B0 > 0 for rs � 1,ensuring that
the leading-order tem perature correction,in agreem ent
with our num ericalresults,enhances the e�ective m ass
renorm alization in a linearm annerasT ! 0.M oreover,
thelineartem peraturecoe�cientisindependentofr s as
rs � 1 isalso in good agreem entwith ournum ericalre-
sultsin thisregion,asshown in Fig.5 and discussed in
section III.
The subleading tem perature correction,shown asthe

third term in Eq.(13),isnegative.Thiscorrection,com -
bining with the leading orderlineartem perature correc-
tion,producesthepeak in thee�ectivem asstem perature
dependence. This again agrees qualitatively very well
with our num erical�ndings in the rs � 1;T=TF � 1
region as shown in Fig.5. O fcourse it is very di�cult
to determ ine whether the subleading tem perature cor-
rection is T 2 or T 2 lnT dependence just by exam ining
the num ericalresults,but the sign ofthis correction is
certainly negative.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

O ur m ost im portant new result is the unanticipated
non-analytic linear-T enhancem ent ofthe quasiparticle
e�ectivem assatlow T=TF and foralldensities.Thisre-
sult transcends our speci�c G W approxim ation schem e
since it persists for rs � 1 where our approxim ation
isexact. Since allquantum m any-body renorm alization
m ustvanish in theclassicalhigh tem peraturelim it,itfol-
lowsrigorously thatm �(T)m ustbe nonm onotonic with
a peak som ewhere at an interm ediate tem perature as
shown in Fig.4. W e pointout,however,thatthis non-
m onotonicity would not be easy to observe experim en-
tally sincethequasiparticleisunlikely to bewell-de�ned
at�nite valuesofT=TF (� 0:2� 0:8)where the peak of
m �(T)lies. O n the otherhand,itshould be possible to
experim entallyverifyourpredicted non-analyticlinearin
T enhancem entofthequasiparticlee�ectivem assatlow
T=TF .
Finally,we com m ent on the approxim ations used in

our calculation. First, our theory leaves out quasi-2D
form factor(and related solid statephysics)e�ectswhich
arestraightforward to include9 by appropriately m odify-
ing the bareinteraction Vq in the theory,and would not
lead to any qualitativechangesin theresults(butwould
reduce the m agnitude ofthe m assrenorm alization by a
factorof1:2to2dependingon theelectron density).Sec-
ond (and m oreim portantly),ouruseoftheleading-order
G W -RPA approxim ation,which isexactonly in thehigh
density (rs � 1)lim it,isopen to question.Although we
believethatat�nitetem peraturestheG W -RPA approx-
im ation becom es m ore accurate (and our quasiparticle
energy calculation ofEq.(3)approxim ately incorporates
som e vertex correctionsgoing beyond the leading order
expansion in the dynam ically screened interaction5,10),
our principal rationale for carrying out the G W -RPA
m any-body calculation isthat(a)itisthe only system -
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atic m any-body perturbative calculation thatisfeasible
forinteractingquantum Coulom b system s;and (b)RPA,
while being exactonly in the weakly interacting rs � 1
lim it,is known to produce qualitatively reasonable re-
sultseven in thestrongly interacting (rs > 1)regim e,as
dem onstrated by theagreem entbetween RPA and exper-
im entsin 3D m etals(rs � 3� 5)and in 2D sem iconduc-
tor system s (rs � 1� 10). The fact that ourpredicted
nonanalytic low tem perature m any-body enhancem ent
ofe�ective m ass system atically persists to the rs � 1
regim e showsthe generic validity ofourresults. In ad-
ditiion,RPA self-energy calculation should becom em ore
accurate as rs increases (i.e. decreasing density) for a
�xed non-zeroT becauseRPA isexactatany density for

T=TF � 1.

In thiscontextweem phasizethattheRPA self-energy
calculation (i.e. oure�ective m asscalculation based on
thediagram sofFig.1)isan expansionin thedynam ically
screened Coulom b interaction which becom esequivalent
to an expansion in rs only in thers ! 0 lim it.TheRPA
self-energy at arbitrary rs m ay notbe an expansion in
rs at all,but in som e other e�ective param eters. Even
in the high-density rs ! 0 lim it,the e�ective expansion
param eter turn out to be rs= where  is a num ber of
order15(5)in 3(2)dim ensionalsystem s.
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