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W e establish the consistency of the Femm i liquid description and nd a relation between Fem i
licuid constants for the two din ensional electron system near the point of fiill polarization due to a
parallelm agnetic eld H . O ur resuls enable us to predict connections between di erent therm ody-
nam ic properties ofthe system . In particular, we nd thatnearthe point of fullpolarization H ., the

therm odynam ic com pressibility of the system experiencesa jump with the sublading H .
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dependence on the m agnetic eld. A 1so, the m agnetization has a cusp w ith the dependence of the

type @ Ho)+ He H) 2 atH < He.

PACS numbers: 71.10Ay,7321Fg

I. NTRODUCTION

T he appearance ofthe new generation ofhigh m obility
heterostructures' resulted in observations of interesting
phenom ena?!* which brought new spotlight on the ef-
fects of strong interactions in two-dim ensional electron
system s 2D ES). For us this renew s theoretical interest
in the them odynam icalproperties ofclean Ferm iliquids.

T raditional theoretical description of 2DES is based
upon the theories of weakly interacting Fem igas® and
Landau Fem i liquid theory®’. M the lin it of very
strong interactions (corresponding to low electron den—
sities) such a description breaks down. H owever the si—
uation changes if the low density 2DES interacts w ith
another 2D E S w ith m uch higher density. In this paper
we present an exam ple w here this coexistance naturally
occurs as a result ofa strong spin polarization ofa 2DES
due to a high Inplane magnetic eld. We nd a con—
sistent Landau Fem i liquid description for this system
(despite the fact that a naive estin ate of the plasm a pa—
ram eter ry for the m nority spin com ponent yields a for-
m ally Jarge value). T he rem arkable feature of our result
isthat in the close vicinity ofthe spin polarized state the
perturbative expansion is possble in term s ofthe inverse
gas param eter of the low density subsystem . Thisenbles
us to determm ine the functional form of the dependencies
ofthe 2D E S com pressibility, m agnetization, and speci c
heat on the an alldensity of the m inority electrons.

T o understand the relation ofthisproblem to theFem i
liquid theory at zero eld let us recall the basic structure

of the quasiparticle interaction functional we w ill not
w rite the trivial Jong-range C oulom b interaction tem )
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where is the charge density, S*¥7* denote com ponents
of the spin density, and F ; F  are the corresponding
Fem i liquid param eters. The charge (singlkt channel)
and the spin (riplet) uctuations are decoupled, and
SU 2) symm etry ofthe system guaranteesF = F .

If the m agnetic eld is applied along, say, the x —di-
rection (inh the plane ofthe 2DES), the SU (2) symm etry
is reduced to U (1) and one m ay w rite for the quadratic
part of the energy
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T his m eans that the system can no longer be described
by two constants. Now the reduced symm etry allow s for
four independent param eters.

Sin pli cations are possible, however, w ith the further
Increase ofthe m agnetic eld, because oscillations of the
spin density com ponents Sy;, becom e gapped (the gap
equals to the Zeam an splitting E,). Therefore, for the
description of low lying excitationsw ith the energy m uch
an aller than E ., the lJast term in Eqg. (2) can be ignored.
Introducing deviations ofdensities ofm a prity (m noriy)
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electrons n; o) = =2 =2, one obtains the two— uid
m odel
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characterized by three independent param eters.

Equation (3) suggests two questions: (i) what is the
Jow est density ofm Inority electrons for which it is appli-
cable; and (ii) whether the three constants of the m odel
are indeed Independent. T he ultin ate goal of this paper
is to show that (i) the Fem i liquid description is con-—
sistent for any densiy of the m inority electrons and (i)
there is a relation between the Fem 1 liquid constants for
the vanishing density ofthe m nority electrons. T he only
requirem ent for this description to be valid is that the
fully polarized electron system is a stable Fem i liquid.
T he ram arkable feature of this resul is that in the close
vicinity of the soin polarized state the perturbative ex—
pansion in tem s of the nverse gas param eter hvy ,=e® is
possbl (ere vr, is the Fermm ivelocity of the m noriy
electrons).

The rem ainder of the paper is organized as follow s.
In Section IT we give a phenom enological description
of the system near full polarization, present the m ain
results and predict connections between di erent ther—
m odynam ic properties of the system . Section ITT con-—
tains the m icroscopic derivation (jisti cation) ofthe an—
nounced results, rst In an intuitive, then In Subsec—
tions ITIB and ITIC, in a m ore rigorousm anner.

II. PHENOMENOLOGY NEAR FULL
POLARIZATION

A . Structure of the theory

Let us consider the system 1rst at zero tem perature.
Because the total soin ofthe system comm utes w ith the
Ham iltonian, we can w rite the energy density of the sys—
tem H in tem softhemapriy (;) and m nority elec—
tron density (). Om itting the trivialtemm ofthe direct
Coulomb interaction we willwork wih xed totalden—
sity n; + ny, = N ), one nds
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The rsttem n Eq. (4) isthe quadratic expansion ofthe
ground state energy of the fully spin polarized electron
system , n; = N . It has the standard Fem iliquid form
wih 1 being the densiy of states (entering the slope
of the speci c heat). The second temm H , characterizes
the energy ofthem Inority electronsat xed n; = N and
the third temm characterizes the change in this energy

due to m odi cation of the m aprity density. The last
two tem s characterize the shift of the energies due to
themagnetic eld,H ,and E, = g g H isthe bare Zee-
m an splitting, w ith g being the bare (hon-renom alized
by electron-electron interaction) Lande g-factor, and g
being the Bohr m agneton. The quantity ES N ) corre-
soonds to the value of the m agnetic eld above which
the m agnetization is independent of the eld. In other
words, this value lim its from above the region ofthe eld
where the nite density of the m inority electrons is still
energetically pro table.

In order to nd the ground state of the whole system
we have to m Inin ize energy Eqg. (4) w ith respect to the
electron densities. Having in m ind that the totalelectron
density is xed by an extemal gate, we note that the
densities are coupled by the constraint

m+n= N; nn O0; 5)

where N isthe change in the totalelectron density w ih
regpect to the density threshold for the population of
them horiy subband controllable by the variation ofthe
gate voltage. This yields eithern, = 0 or
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The crititical e EJ (N + N ) isdetem lhed asthe eld
at which n, = 0 solves Eqg. (6). Then the rst tem
vanishes (see below ) and we obtain
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Further progress requires know ledge of the function
HZ(HZ;N ).We nd
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w here the dependence of the density of states ofthe elec—
tron density is given by
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and the Fem i liquid constant for the m fnority electrons
is
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Equations (8) constitute the key point of this pa—
per. They state, that properties of the m nority elec—
trons can be expressed in tem s of the density of states

> N ) 2 My = 0;N ) at the point of full polariza—
tion (renomm alized by interaction w ith the m a prity elec—
trons) and the Femm i liquid constants, F11; Fi1, of the
m aprity electrons. W e will see below that the above
equations in pose certain connections between di erent
observable quantities. It is interesting to notice that the
relevant expansion param eter here is not the strength of
the C oulom b interaction, €2, but rather its nverse pow er.
T his expansion is valid for nyal 1, where a5 is the
usual screening radiis in two din ensions, ag ' 1= 1.

Postponing a rigorous derivation of Egs. (8) until the
next section, w e discuss theirphysicalm eaning. C onsider
n, ! 0and retain only the rst line n Eqg. (8c). Substi-
tuting the result into Egs. (8a) and (4) and keeping only
quadratic tetm swe nd
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Letusnow sest m; = 1y (kegping electrical neutraliy).
T he H am iltonian takes the form

H = n_% ;
2,
w hich correpondsto the com pressbility ofnon — interact—
ingm nority electrons. T his isnot accidental; them a pr—
ity electrons screen the C oulom b interaction at distances
of the order of the screening radiis. At an all densities,
how ever, the distance betw een m inority electrons ism uch
larger than this radius. T herefore, this screened interac-
tion is seen by m inority electrons only as contact interac—
tion, ie. the e ect ofthis interaction vanishesbecause of
the Pauli principle. This explains the origin of the st
linein Eq. (8c). Thesecond term in Eq. (8c) describbesthe
e ect of the nite Interaction range. This e ect clearly
vanishes as the distance between m nority electrons in—
creases. Because the residual Interaction is of the dipole
type Usc (r) / €?aZ =r’, its e ect can be estin ated as
H ' Ug = 1= n,)n,; which inm ediately givesa ™ n,
dependence to the Fem iliquid param eterF,, . Asam at—
ter of fact, the sam e n, arises in allangular ham onics
ofF,, (@and Fi, aswell; see the follow Ing section). This
Jleads to renom alization ofthe e ective m ass and, there—
fore, the density of states In Eq. (8b). T he residual inter—
action is weak and therefore the perturbative treatm ent
of the m inority electrons is legitin ate.

To com plete the calculation ofthe ground state energy,
weuseEgs. 8) hEq. (6) and ndw ih thehelp ofEq. (7)
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Here (x) isthe step function, and
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is a num erical coe cient. It is notew orthy that the sub-
leading term in thisdependence issingularnearE, = E.
Substituting Eqg. (9) into Egs. (8) and the result into
Eg. 4), we nd for the ground state energy E
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where we om ited tem s linear n N (@part from the
term proportionalto E ;) as they will not contrbute to
the observable quantities discussed in the follow Ing sub—
section.

B . Experim ental consequences.

In this subsection we apply the above ideas to establish
relations between di erent them odynam ic properties of
the systam near the point of full polarization.

The leading contrdbution to the soeci ¢ heat of the
two-liquid system is sin ply the sum of the quasiparticle
speci ¢ heats of the two species of electrons,
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This gives the operational de nition of the densiy of
states, even though the actualm easurem ent of the spe—
ci cheat in two dim ensions is technically di cul.

Next, Eqg. (7) allow sone to nd a certain com bination
ofthe Ferm iliquid constants1+ Fi;  Fio from them ea-
surem ent of the critical m agnetic eld as a function of
electron density.

Further inform ation about the Fem i liquid constants
can be obtained from studying the therm odynam ic com —
pressbilty = (@%E=@?N) !, where E is the ground
state energy ofthe system . D i erentiatingEqg. (11) yields
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W e see that the m easurem ent of the jimp iIn the com —
pressbility gives the value ofthe param eterR g which to—
getherw ith Eq. (9) and m easurem entsof@y E N ) yields
the value of , N ) wihout speci ¢ heat m easurem ents.
A fter that the coe cient in front of subleading square—
root singularity does not contain any tting param eters.

Finally, we calculate them agnetizetion M = @ E as
the function ofm agnetic eldH .D i erentiatihgEq. (11)
at N = 0 wih the help ofEqg. (9), we obtain

N pP—
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Tt is In portant to em phasize that after the com press—
billty and M atE, > EJ arem easured, the omula for
m agnetization at E, < EJ willnot have any adjistable
param eters. It is also w orth noticing that the sub—Jleading
dependence has a square root singularity, sin ilar to that
nEqg. 13).
T he predicted dependencies ofm agnetization and com —
pressibility are plotted on Fig. 1.
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FIG . 1: Predicted dependences of com pressbility (dashed-
dotted line) and susceptibility (solid line).

ITII. M ICROSCOPIC DERIVATION

T he purpose of this section is to develop the m icro-—
scopic description leading to Egs. (8), which is needed
to Justify the Femm i liquid description of the m inority
electrons and to calculate the coe cient In the second
tem ofEgs. 8b) and (8c). The form of the st tem
In Eq. (8c) Pllows already from the physical argum ent

presented affer Eq. (8c) and i willalso be con m ed by
the m icroscopic calculation.

T he route we are taking In this section is the follow ing.
F irst, we express our physical argum ents in the language
of the perturbation theory, ie. identify the set of dia—
gram s leading to Egs. (8). T he rest ofthe derivation ain s
at show ing that (i) these are the only diagram s that pro-
duce a com bination ofthe constant (n, = 0 temm ) and the
tem with © n; shgularity, (i) all other diagram s resulk
in contributions of the order of M,=N ) nn,=N ; (iii) the
Ferm i liquid description of the m inirity electrons is jis—
ti ed. Thism ateralw illbe structured Into subsections
ITTA , IITB and ITIC . T he rather cum bersom e content of
these subsections w ill not directly contribute to the nal
results and m ight be skipped by a pragm atic reader.

A . Perturbation theory

T he goalofthe m icroscopic consideration presented in
this section is to prove the m ain assum ption of the phe—
nom enological treatm ent, nam ely Egs. (8). W e start by
show ing how one can arrive at Egs. (8) using a sin ple—
m Inded perturbative approach. The reason to do this
is to build up physical intuition, identify the group of
diagram s which gives the dom inant contribution to the
m nority electron interaction, and to clarify the assum p—
tions, which one needs to m ake In order to justify this
treatm ent. In the follow Ing two subsections we shall
prove the validiy of these assum ptions and provide a
m ore rigorous treatm ent of the problem .

Them ain physical idea of the follow Ing picture is that
close to the point of full polarization only the m a prity
electrons participate In screening. T herefore, as a build-
Ing block for the perturbation theory we are going to
use the dynam ically screened (by the m a prity electrons)
Coulomb interaction, which propagator has a diagram —
m atic representation of Fig. 2. The corresponding ana-
Iytic expression is

15)

where Vo (@) = 2 ’=fyjis the bare Coulomb interaction
and 1 (!;q) is the polarization operator of the m a pr-
ity system . It is de ned as the part of the density -
density correlation function irreducible with respect to
one Coulomb line. For sm allm om entum and frequency
transfers, g; ! =vr 1 Pr 1, I has the usual Ferm iliquid
fom ’
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Here F1; (dny) is the m aprity Fem i liquid param eter
(taken at zero m inority density n, = 0), ¥ (!;gin)
characterizesthe linear response ofnon-interacting quasi-
particles, and ; isthe density ofstatesofm a prity quasi-
particles. T he lJatter quantity enters into the speci cheat
of the spin polarized (n, = 0) system . Equation (16)
takes into account all possible contributions singular as
a function of vy 1a=! and neglects all the contributions
which are reqular fiinctions of the param eters (G=pr 1)°
and != 1. Univectorsn; = (cos j;sin ;) characterize
the direction ofm otion of the quasiparticle.
Now we discuss the origin ofEgs. (8).

FIG.2: Dyson equation for the dynam ical screening by m a—
Pprity electrons.

1. Interaction ofm inority electrons

To jastify the relation Eg. (8c) we need to describe
the interaction ofm nority electrons in temm s of the pa—
ram eters ofm a prity electrons. Since interaction betw een
m inority electrons is characterized by the energy transfer
Vrogup g avr 1, We can use the static approxin ation
forv (! ;q9). M oreover, at wavectors am aller than the in—
verse screening radius ofm a prity electrons 1Vy (@) 1.
In this case Eq. (15) becom es (see subsection ITIB for
further discussions)
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Here we use angular ham onics of the Fem i liquid fiinc—
tions

X

Fy ()= ™ F,{; (19)
m

ri;j= 1;2. The zeroth angular ham onics, F; , that

appear In Eq. (18) correspond to the constants used In
the previous sections.
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FIG . 3: Leading contribution to Fj, .

T he low est order contribution to the m inority electron
Interaction (that detem ines the Ferm i liquid constant
F,2) isgiven by the diagram in Fig.3.Using Eq. (18) to
evaluate this contrbution we nd

0 2
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Fig:3:= (20)
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This contribution is proportionalto p;1 @I @2 /

n, which produces the singular density dependence in
Eqg. 8c).

W e now show that higher order diagram s built out of
the sam e Ingredients as the sin plest diagram in Fig. 3
depend on at least the second power of pi pJjand
thus result only in regular contributionsto Fo;, .

Indeed, summ ation of the ten second order diagram s
n Fig. 4 yilds zero whenever one of the dashed lines is
substituted w ith a constant. T herefore, the constant part
ofthepotentialEqg. (18) can be om itted entirely from the
second order perturbation theory and one obtains

2 3,
0 2
1+ Fi
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T his cancellation is not accidental and in fact is due to
the Fem i statistics of the m inority electrons. A lLhigher
order tem s are canceled in the sam e m anner.

U nfortunately, this is stillnot the whole story. M a pr-
iy electrons a ect m nority electrons not only through
the density-density interaction but also through the
renom alization of the spectrum of m nority electrons
(the sin plest analogy here is the polaronic shift of the
bottom of the m nority band). T his renom alization de—
pends on the distrbution function ofm a prity electrons
and, therefore, generates the Fem i liquid function Fi,.
T he lowest order diagram s for this param eter are shown
In Fig. 5. Precisely the sam e diagram s enter into the
tw o particle irreducble vertex (that contributes to F,5)
In Fig. 6. Therefore, this so far neglected contribution
to the m inority interaction can be expressed entirely in
temm s 0f F1; (y means of direct com parison w ith dia—
gram sin Fig.5). We nd
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FIG . 4: Connected second-order m inority diagram s (all solid
lines denote G reen’s functions of m inority electrons).
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T he reason that only the zeroth ham onics of the Fermm i
liquid param eters appear n Eq. (1) is that we assum e:
@ Fl(g) const+ O (G=p?,) (here q isthe transm itted
w avevector); (ii) Fl(zl) O (o= 1). The dependence of g
on the scale ofthe order ofpr ; can be neglected because
i would generate an allness of the order of n,=N .

Finally, to obtain the Ferm i liquid param eter F,;
we com bine the two-particle irreducible m inority vertex
functions discussed above:

For () . . .
- = Fig:3+ Fig:6(@) + +1'D(idj=PF2;
Mp2= ;

where i = 1;2. Summ ing up contributions of Eq. (21)
and (20) we obtain the angle-dependent Ferm i liquid pa-
ram eter F' o,

o+ Fl(f) Fl(g)
1Vo (@pr 2 sin 3)
22)
T he zeroth angular ham onic ofEq. (22) gives precissly
Eqg. (8c), if we recall the Landau theorem that relation
n, = pf,=4 is not changed by interaction in any order
of the perturbation theory.
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FIG .5: Lowest order diagram s for Fi, .

2. Density of states of m inority electrons

In orderto determ ine theD oS (orthee ectivem ass) of
m nhority quasiparticles, let us recall G alilkan invariance,
which results n the follow ing two-liquid variant of the
usualW ard identity

7
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wherem isthe bare (pband) electron m ass, and m ; isthe
m aprity quasipparticle mass. At zero m inority density
F1, renom alizes the m ass by the am ount of order one
[sihce the Jarge factor pr 1 =Pr 2 cancels exactly due to the
assum ptions that we m ade deriving Egs. (21); see the
assum ption (i) in the paragraph follow ingEqgs. 21)]:
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A fter the cancellation of the prefactor the rem aining de—
pendence ofF 1(;) on n, isanalytic. Hence, thisterm does
notproduce any singulardependence ofthem inority D oS
on n; . The square root dependence is caused entirely by
the Interaction between m inority electrons, ie. F,,. By
pligging in Eq. 22) to Eq. (23) and using Eq. (24) one
Inm ediately retrievesthe D oS Eqg. (8b).

3. Underlying assum ptions

T he line of argum ent presented so far relies on several
assum ptions which require further justi cation. These



@

(b)

78

© (d)

FIG . 6: Contrbutions to Fy, from the renom alization of the
m inority spectrum .

Inclide: (i) the m om entum dependence ofFi, was as—
sum ed to have the speci c form (see the text follow ing
Egs. (21); (i) the screened interaction V (! ;q) was only
considered In the lim i of am all frequencies, based on the
ntuiive assumption ! /' vr g V1 [see text preced—
ng Eqg. (18)]; (i) the consideration ofm inority interac-
tion was lin ited to certain class of diagram s, see above.

The assumption (i) allowed for the explicit result
Eqg. 22) that ollowed from the evaluation of the dia—
gram s in Figs. 3 and 6. The essence of the assum ption
(iii) is that no other diagram contributes to the singular
dependence ofF,, . Partially this was illustrated by con—
sidering diagram s in Fig. 4, however, one could im agine
m ore com plicated diagram s nvolving m a priy electrons.
M oreover, the cancellation of diagram s In Fig. 4 relied
heavily on the assum ption (ii). Thus, In order to rigor-
ously prove our concture Egs. (8) we need to jastify
the above assum ptions. A tfhough proper consideration
of these issues w ill not change the nal results, we in—
clude the follow Ing subsections In order to com plete the
derivation.

O ur strategy w ill be the llow ing. First, we will set
the num ber of m Inority electrons n, to zero inside dia—
gram s in consideration, and discuss the analytic and scal-
Ing properties of the selfenergy and n-point irreducble
vertex functions. W e will see that apart from a welk

de ned subclass of m inority 2-particle vertices, (provid—
Ing us w ith the nonanalytic dependence or Fi,), alln—
point functions are an ooth (1e. Taylrexpandabl) as
a function of extemalm om enta. Second, we will treat
ny N asa perturbation and show that thism ay intro—
duce only corrections linear in the an allparam etern,=N .
W ew illuse the vertex functions and the gauge invariance
of the theory to calculate the Fem i liquid constant 5,

In tem s of the Ferm i-liquid param eters ofm a prity spin
and obtain Eq. 22). Fially, we w ill justify the calcula-
tion of the m inority m ass in m ore detail.

B. Com pletely polarized system

In this subsection we discuss the properties of the irre—
duchble vertex functionswhich we shalluse in the follow —
Ing subsection to calculate the Fem 1 liquid param eters.

1. Green functions

W e start by de ning zero-tem perature, realtin e G reen
functions of m nority (j = 2) ormaprity (= 1) elec—
trons:

He R 1) ]ZCRz)i 25)

w here all the operators are taken in the H eisenberg rep—
resentation and averaging is perform ed over the ground
state of the system . To shorten the notation we use here—
inafter the (1 + 2)-din ensional vectors R (t;r) and
P ( ;p) wih the scalarproductPR = t pr. There
are no G reen functions m ixing the electron species be-
cause the electron spin com ponent along the m agnetic
eld is conserved.

Let us set the num ber ofm inoriy electronsn, to zero.
For m a prity electrons we w ill need only the linearized
spectrum near the energy shell:

Z
G1(;p)= = i ©6)
1

7
VF1Pr1 VFi1Pr1

where 1 = w1 (PJ] 1) isthedistance from theFem i
surface, Z1 is the quasiparticlke weight, vy ; is the Ferm i
velociy renom alized by Interaction, and pr 1 istheFemm i
momentum . The relation pr1F = 4 n1 (@, being the
density ofm a prity electrons) is not a ected by interac—
tion due to the conservation of the num ber of states and
the soin conservation (Landau theorem ). T he rem ainder
ofthe selfenergy forthe m a prity electrons possesses the
follow Ing property:



1 &X;y) = Re 1 X;y) + isgnx jm 1 &X;y)3: @7)
T he leading dependence of the selfenergy In two dim es—
nionsis 1 &;x)’ ikkh(l=%kJ.

As usual in Fem i liquid theory, the lading non-
analytic dependences of vertex fiinctions orginate from
the overlap of poles of two G reen functions w ith close
mom enta. In this case we w illuse the standard represen—

tation

G, P+ — G, P % (28)
F (0 ;qn)
=2i2z? () (I e,

1

where 2+ 1 vector Q = (!; g) is anall in com parison
w ith the Ferm im om entum , n = p=77jis the uni vector
along themomentum p,and ’ P ;Q ) is a snooth func-
tion wih wellde ned IimitatQ ! 0. The quasiparticlke
polarization operatorwas de ned in Eq. (17).

T hem Inority electrons are described in a sim ilarm an—
nerw ith the exception that now the soectrum cannot be
linearized:

1
G2(p)= 2 i 29)
T 2 (ip)
where m is the bare m ass of the electron and , is the

selfggergy ofm inority electrons. Because n; = 0, condi-
tion d €% G, ( ;p)= 0mustbe satis ed and thereore
G, () isan analytic function of at Im > 0. The self-
energy has the e ect of renom alizing the residue, the
m ass and the chem icalpotential:

2(ip)= 10+ 2, o+ @t 1) 30)
1 1 P2 1~
—_— = ZZ 2
Zom » m 2

Here the param eter Z , is the quasiparticle weight for the
m nority electrons. It has the physical m eaning of the
overlp of the niialwave-function of the m a prity elec—
tronsw ih the wave-finction of these electrons after they
screen the potential of an introduced m inority electron.
The chem ical potential , is shifted with respect to is
bare zero value by the interaction w ith them a prity elec—
trons. This e ect is analogous to the polaronic shift of
the bottom of the band. The sam e polaronic e ect in—
troduces the renomn alization of the electron mass, m 5.
T here are two In portant points worth m entioning here:
(i) 2 cannot introduce linear in p corrections to the
spectrum , and (i) the sign ofm , is unknown, we will
assum e that it is renom alized to a positive value.

The param eters Z,, ,, and m, (recall that we are
discussing the case of n, = 0) are determm ined by the
Integration over lJargem om enta ofthe orderofpr ;. That
iswhy they can notbe calculated from the rstprinciples
and we treat them as input param eters of the theory. If
the interaction In the m a prity sector is weak, then the
calculation of ,, and m, is possble. The in agihary
part of the rem ainder of the retarded selfenergy can be
presented in the form (see Appendix A)

P2 — 5
m
2]]f p IS

—. + 0 — ;
Pr1 2m2j j Pr1

m™, ( ;p) =

(31)
where f (x) is a dim ensionless function w ith properties

32)

The above selfenergy describes in particular the nie

lifetin e of the m nnority electrons with respect to the

em ission of the electron-hol pairs In the m apriy lig-
uid. T he rate of this decay is proportionalto 3=2. This

isdi erent from theusual >  for the two din ensional
Fem i liquid because there is no Fem i surface for the

m inority electrons form ed yet. H owever, the quasiparti-
cles are stillwell de ned even in this case provided that

B1vr1. The orm ofEqg. (31) ollows from sinpl

din ensional analysis of corresponding diagram s which is

elaborated upon later in this section, however the di-
m ensionless function f (x) can be ocbtained only by direct

calculation, see Appendix A .

A swe already m entioned, the G reen’s function for the
m nority electrons at n, = 0 is an analytic finction of
attheuppersam planeIn > 0. T herefore, the contribu-
tion oftwo close poles is not dangerous and the singular
part of the type ofEq. (28) does not arise.

C oncluding this subsection, we em phasize that we have
assum ed that the curvature of the spectrum at k = 0
for the m inority electrons is positive. A1l the further
schem e is based on this assum ption, which we cannot
Justify for arbitrary interaction strength. W e will not
speculate on the altemative scenario in this paper. For
m ore inform ation on the m inoriy G reen’s finction and
selfenergy we refer the reader to Appendix A .

2. Vertex functions —general de nitions

To characterize Interaction of the m inority electrons
w ith each otheraswellasw ith them a prity electronswe
w ill need 2n-point vertex functions, which we denote by

Jus:g te... t.pin....pi
111:::1: @ U PP ;P ), and de ne as
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T he extermal legs on each diagram are am putated.

Because of soin conservation, the number of incom ing legs with j = 1(2) equals to the num ber of outgoing legs
wih j= 1@2). Because of the Fem i statistics the vertex fiinction is antisym m etric w ith respect to the perm utations

of outgoing legs

Jutttda out,.... out,....
i srgdy rigpdyperyi, Pl ""’Pik A
J1:tn out, .... out

Ay srmdy gy joiydn P 17 iP 1

and have the sam e property for the ingoing ones.

Ourain isto identify the relation of the Fem i liquid
constants w ith the vertex functions in the theory. To do
that we follow the standard procedure ofthe Ferm 1iliquid
theory and explicitly separate those contributions to ver—
tex functions that contain possble singularities. There
are two sources of sihgularities: (i) overlaps of poles of
tw o G reen’s functions, see Eg. (28), and (ii) the Coulomb
propagator. Exact vertex fiinctionsEq. (33) can be built
usihg ¥ and V, asthe basic building blocks in addition
to the nonsingular part of

J1 s2tdn
i seddy

J12:tdn .

e educhle G)
Here \irreducibl" m eans that com prises all the dia—
gram s that can not be cut by one Coulomb line or two
m aprity G reen’s functions. M ore precisely, in each di-
agram reducble In two m a prity electrons we substitute
only the an ooth part ofthe product oftw o corresponding
G reen’s functions

Q

G P+~ G P P reiQ); 36)

see Eq. (28). Irreducible vertices (35) obey the antisym —
m etry relation (34).

The total vertex fuinction can be quite easily found
from the irreduchble ones. The corresponding relation
for the 4-point vertex function ispresented on Fig. 7. In
this schem e the Fem i liquid param eters are going to be
determ ined by the vertex W .

T he 3point irreducble (in the sam e senseas ) vertex
function B; P ;Q ) satis esthe W ard identity

@ (P,

BiP;0)=1 a ; @37

t . t i in  _
PO R PR P D -
"";Pi“t'::;Pg“t;Pi";:::Pril“ ; (34)
[
where P = ( ;p). Notice that due to the irreducibility

de nition, see Eq. (36), the question ofthe order of lim its
is resolved autom atically.

- Zi%f 3(e)3(eNP

H<>H

P+QR2

FIG .7: Relation of irreducibl ( ,B ) and reduchble ( ) ver-
tices.

Atn, = 0 any closed loop for the m Inority electrons
vanishes, so m a prity electrons obey the standard Ferm i
licquid description, which does not depend on the values
of 12and 32.Calculation ofvertices involving m noxrity
electrons, how ever, requires know ledge of the irreducible
vertex finctions 15 and 33; wew illneed theirvaliesat
extermalm om enta m uch sn aller than pr1. W e Intend to

prove the sm alhessof 23 and determ ine the dependence



of 12 on extemalm om enta in this region. T he proof is

based on the dim ensional analysis of each order of the
perturbation theory for the m nority vertices.

In buiding further perturbation theory for the nie
density of m inority electrons, we w ill use the screened
Interaction (15) as the basic interaction propagator, be—
cause i already contains all the singularities (28) of the
theory. In particular, V (! = 0;q) is always nie and
short range, unlike the bare interaction. W e w ill see lJater
that the relevant contributions com e from ! Vr 197 In
this region, we can easily solve Eqg. (16), and obtain from
Eqg. (15)

2 3
1470 "
1 11 P51 4
V@!) —§l+ Fl(f) l”+:::§
1 1Vo @) ave 1
1 ij
- = 147 2 2J 38)
1 s QAVF 1

T he w avevector

* B — — (39)

0
1+ F,Y

characterizes the screening of the Coulom b potential by
m aprity electrons. For reasonable Interaction strength
s isnotthat di erent from pr;1. That iswhy wew illnot
w rite ratio gs=pr 1 In the subsequent estim ates unless it
is necessary for a quantitative analysis.

3. Vertex functions for m inority electrons

Let us start w ith the vertex function nvolving ingo—
ing and outgoing legs for m nority electrons. W e Intend
to show that the form of the potential (38) and the an—
tisym m etry relation (34), guarantees that for the anall
extemalenergiesand momenta, p; Pri; i VF1PF 17
the 2n point fiinction has the llow ing structure:

2552 out in
2;'::;26Plu;'”;Pn)
o n o
(n) Pi . 2my
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X
o) b" T+ prF ;

i=1

40)

where @) isa nite din ensionless finction, obeying the
antisym m etricity relation follow Ing from Eq. (34).
Relation (40) can be shown as follow ing. C onsider any
order of the perturbation theory (lowest non-vanishing
diagram s for 4 and 6 point vertices are shown in
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Fig.8). W e notice that there are two scales in the prob—
¥m . The rst, \ultraviolet" scale is determ ined by the
m a prity electrons, ie. the wavevectors of the order of
pr1 and the energies of the order of vy 1pr 1. The sec—
ond, \infrared" scale is detemm ined by the m om enta and
energies of the extermal kegs, ie. the scale of the integra—
tion over the m om entum and energy is given by Q and
0?%=@m ;) respectively. Statement (40) is the obvious
consequence of the perturbation theory for infrared di-
agram s. Indeed, the lowest order nonvanishing diagram

for the 2n-point function containsn interaction lines and
n electron m nority G reen functions, seeF ig.8. Calculat—
Ing a diagram in this regim e one can use approxin ation
(38) for the interaction potential. The constant part of
the potential (corresponding to contact Interation) can—
cels inm ediately from the whole theory (ie. from any
vertex function ) when being substituted in any inter—

action line, see eg. Fig. 4., due to the antisym m etry
relation (34), which is a sin ple m anifestation ofthe fact
that spinless fermm ions are not sensitive to the contact
Interaction. O nly does the rem aining part of the interac—
tion

1 s
Vg = — 24 22
1 S AVF 1

contrbute to the nalanswer. T hen any hfrared integral
like

I,= dpd [V NIG2e; )T

fve om i extemal m om enta here] can be m ade din en—
sionless by expressing allm om enta n units ofQ , and all
energies n units ofQ ?=2m , . Thisway, we cbtahn

, 0% Q7 Q
2my 2m; m 2Pr 1

dim ensionless
fiinction !

I, =

which clearly hasthe form ofEq. (40). Inclusion ofaddi-
tionalm interaction linesbearing sm allm om enta into the
tree level diagram s in F ig. 8, provides additional an all-
ness Q=pr1)" .

T his procedure of nding the scaling form of them i
nority vertex function relies on assum ption that the
Integrals are detem ned by the sm allm om entum region.
To justify this assum ption, lt us show that the contri-
bution from the ulraviolet is always an all. Tndeed, lt
us separate the contrbution into from Eg. (40) where
all the integrals are determm ined by the ultraviolt parts.
Then we can Introduce them om entum scalek = Apri,
where A isa num ericalcoe cient an aller than 1, and re—
strict integration overm om enta by k > k and over the
energy by j > %1k , and call this contrbution ~. Be-
cause the Integrals are restricted to the high m om entum
region, ~ is an analytic function of its externalm om enta
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FIG . 8: Lowest order contributions to 4—and 6-point m inority
vertex functions . D ashed linesdenote the non-constant part
of the screened Coulomb interaction V, intemal lines are
m inority propagators G, . Black triangles denote the vertex
B,seeFig.7.

and energies and can be expanded in Taylor series. Be—
cause of the antisym m etricity constraint (34), the st
nonvanishing term has the form (out all extermal ener—
gies to 0 for the sake of sim plicity):

~272:52 t i
2;:::;20?({u ;:::;Prlin) ! n 4 41)
beaT" s
Q Q (in) (in) (out) (out)
i<j k<1 Pi pj k
n 1)
kT

Because, by construction, k is di erent from pr; only

by a num erical factor, this estin ate is sm aller than the
2

result of Eq. (40) by a factorof Q =pr1)” °, rn > 2.

T he case of the 4-point vertex is special { ultraviolet
and Infrared estin ates have the sam e powers of pr; In
the denom Inator. It m eans that this vertex function is
uniform Iy contrbuted by all energy scales. Therefore,
fiinction @), m ay contat logarithm ic dependence ofthe
high energy scale pr1. Indeed, the direct calculation of
this particular vertex shown in Appendix B gives

2;2 . pin,.pi _
woppteruEral - )
1 2
_Q— 1]1—1&4_ 2+O & ;
2 br1P Pr1 Pr1

where the din ensionless functions ; describe the de—
pendence op the gxtemalm om enta and energies: ; =

) P; . 2ma

1 Q 14 Q 2
above, i ©llow s that all the lading graphs should have
one infrared loop sin ilar to the tree level diagram s. A 1L
other loops m ust be ultraviolet { their role is the \dress—
Ing" of the vertices of the treelevel diagram s plack tri-
angls In Fig. 8]. This dressing changes the num erical
coe cient iIn the nalexpressionsbut doesnot a ect the
analytic structure ofEq. (40).

From the dim ensional analysis
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4. Vertex functions involving m inority and m ajrity

ekctrons

T he next ob Fct to consider is the vertex function in-
volving both m inority and m a prity spins. W e start from
the sin plest vertex 12 w ith twom inority and twom apr-
iy legs. This ob fct characterizes the correction to the
sin ple Coulomb interaction between m inority and m a—
prity electrons, the lowest order diagram s contributing
to this vertex are shown on Fig. 9. W e w illbe Interested
In the behavior of this vertex when the energy and m o—
mentum transfersare an allin com parison w ith the Ferm i
energy and Fem im om entum ofm a prity electrons, but
are arbitrary In com parison w ith energy and m om entum
ofm nority electrons. Furthem ore, we are interested In
the situation, w here them a prity legs are nearly on-shell.
W e Intend to show , that this vertex has the fom

i i e , P11 P @
1 %g@gut;P P TPY) = 12t ——>% 1 @3
e,
p z
+t0 — +0 — +0 =%
F1 F1 Pr1
. ! k
Pllrzz = 12 E; P12 > 7
pout — L E . — o
12 = 12 LiPi2 o 1= W1 (P1] 1)
w here 1(2) and 1%) are nite num erical coe cients.

To understand the relation (43), we notice that it is
equivalent to the statem ent that 13 can be expanded
In a Taylr series as a function of m om enta and energy
ofthe m inority electrons. The form ofthe term lnear in
P2 isguarded by the rotationaland tin e reversalsym m e~
tries. W hat weneed to prove is that the Taylor expansion
Indeed exists. Thiswould be true if the dom inant contri-
bution to the vertex cam e from the \ulraviolt" region
[in the sam e sense asused for derivation ofEq. (41)].

T he only suspicious region w here the non-analytic de—
pendence of P, can arise is the infrared integration in
the diagram swhich are reducible in onem inority and one
m apriy line, seeFig.9. @) and (). Indeed, only in this
case is the appearance of the overlaping pols possble,
w hich m ay lead to the nonalyticiy. Let us, however, ex—
am ine the expressions for both those diagram s in m ore
detail. Let us w rite their analytic expression:

Z

Fig:9:@) + Fig: 9:0) ' d d?g

Vg:; +)Va; )Gz2(2 P2 9))
Gi (1+ jp1t @)+ G1 (1 ipr Al
k !
= —; = — 44
q q > 5 44)

w here the screened potential is given by Eq. (15). The
dangerous contribution m ay com e only from thepolepart
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FIG.9: Lowest order diagram s or 3.

ofthe m aprity G reen’S function 26). For pj= pr1 we
have

Gi(ip+ta)= G( m q); (45)
w hich is nothing but the electron-hole sym m etry for lin—
earized spectrum . T herefore, the two temm s In brackets
In Eq. (44) canceleach otherat i; 1 = 0, and therefore

no nfrared contribution is possble. A 11 the corrections

122 pin @n

" B
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associated w ith the electron—hole asymm etry ofm a pr—
iy electrons have at least one extra power of the Ferm i
energy i In the denom inator.

Tt is clear that the sam e argum ent about the electron—
hole sym m etry rem ains valid even if the Interaction lines
V are replaced by the dressed vertices (43), and there-
fore, the form (43) persists In all of the orders of the
perturbation theory.

So far, we established that the Infrared part of the di-
agram s involving m utual scattering of one m inority and
one m apriy electrons does not contribute because of
the electron-hole sym m etry ofthe m a prity system . It is
clear that the above reasoning can be applied to higher
order vertices as well. For further analysis, we w ill need
only the 6-point vertex involving one m a prity and two
m nority electrons. R epeating all of the above consider-
ation and taking Into account the antysin m etricity (34)
w ith respect to the pem utations of the m inority elec—
trons, we nd wih logarithm ic accuracy (the m apriy
electrons are assum ed to be on shell):

Pr1

out,p out ,nout,p in 5 in 5 in _
1122 P1 7P P3P PSPy =

3) . .
w here 1(2)2 is the coe cient of the order of unity; we

w ill not need is value in the subsequent consideration.
This form ula m ay be understood as the dependence of
the prefactor in the two-particle vertex function (42) on
the density of the m a prity electrons.
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from Fig.7. explicitly. W e w ill see Jater that the value
ofW on shell is directly related to the Fem i liquid con-—
stants. W e solve the diagram atic equation in Fig. 7. at
gq prisand! Vr 1Pr 1 - Underthis condition, wem ay
replace B; P ;Q) ! B; @ ;0) and use the W ard dentiy
(37). M oreover, on m a prity shellB; P ;0) = 1=Z; and

or %i1pr1 and p  Pr1, B2 P ;0) = 1=Z,. This
5. Vertex functions W yieldsat ! Vr 19
The established dependence of the vertex fiinctions
12; 22 enablesusto nd the dependence of finctionsW
|
2 3
1+7,9 " 2 1+ F,Y
22 1 © i3 221 12 6 11 11z 11 27 1
Wy P1iP2ilia)= -3 1+ Fg > + (21 12)°5 55—
Z5 1 avr 1 Zy 1 Z5 Zy Vo @
@)

T he lrading correction to Eq. (47) comes from Eq. (42)
and i has the estinate (1=pr1)* In ?=p?,). Themo-
m entum dependence of the vertices B give a correction
of the order of (p1=pr1)?. W e neglect the corrections of
this kind.

T he other function we need in fiirther calculations is
W2 ®1;P2;!;9). The Coulomb interaction line does

not ip the spin of the electron and therefore this ob fct
is detem ned solkly by the irreducble vertex 43). W e
nd

2
% qZ 2)

2
12 1+ p2) 2. ug)

W7 ®1;P2;! )=
1 1[PF1]2



Them inus sign here is associated w ith the change of the
direction at which the irreducble vertex enters the dia—
gram .

In the follow ing subsection wew illuse Eqg. (47) to nd
the value of the Fem 1 liquid param eters.

C . System near full polarization

In this subsection we will take the follow ing route.
First, we calculate the changes In the G reen function
due to the nite density m nority electrons but consid—
ering their spectrum unchanged at n, = 0. Second, we
com pute change in the vertex functions due to the nite
density. Finally, we use the vertex functions to recalcu—
late the spectrum ofthem inoriy and m a prity electrons,
thus detem Ining the Fem i liquid function. The snall
param eter justifying the procedure is n,=N 1.

1. Green functions

For nonzero m lnority electron density n, > 0; n»

ni we begin our discussion by considering the m inority
G reen function G, herenafter G reen functions and n-—
point finctionsw ith tilde areunderstood atn, > 0,whilke
the absence ofthe tilde I pliesn, = 0). Finie density of
m a prity electrons kads to the appearance ofthe positive
chem icalpotential ~; and the shift ofthepole In Eq. (29)
to the upper sam plane, at Re < 0. This change is
describbed as

G2(ip)=Ga( + ~;p)+ Ga(;ip)+ G" (;p): @%)

The second term In Eq. (49a) origihates from the quasi-
particle pole of the G reen finction

2

. p
Gz = 12 7, + @2 p); (@9%)
2m2
where (x) is the Heaviside step-function. Here we ne-

glected the correction to the parabolic spectrum and w ill
restore this dependence lateron. W ithin this approxin a—
thl'l, ~o = p§2=2m 2.

The last termm In Eqg. (49a) gives zero while integrated
over only In the vicinity ofthe m inority Ferm i surface.
However, this temm isnot an analytic function of 1n the
upper sem Pplane and therefore it gives nite contrbution
to the densiy. In the leading order in n, it can be found
from Fig.1l0 and equals to

G (;p)=

Z
. 22 d3P1
iG2( i)t 3 @iPLPPY) G2 ®1) 5
= nZ, 2@;0;P;0) G.(;p)f: (490)
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FIG .10: Contribution to 5. The ntemal line denotes G,.

In thisexpression we Im plied thatonly p  pr 2 willcon—
tribute to the observable quantities and that iswhy we
put tw o argum ent of the vertex function to zero. For the
sam e reason, the chem icalpotential ~, can be neglected
In the argum ent of the G reen function.

T hepresence ofthe sm ooth tem  (49¢) iscrucialforthe
gauge Invariance of the theory. In particular, it provides
the cancellation ofgauge-noninvariant factor Z , from the
observable quantities. A s an exam ple, we calculate the
electron density ny,. Using Egs. (49) and the fact that
Gy () lsanalyticforIm > 0,we nd

3 Z 2
9P wg,p)=2 Y @, p
n, = e =
2 PRE 2 2 2 )2 2 P
z
, ar ,,
+IyZ; ) 2 ®;0;P;0)G,( ;pf
7, 2
- Zp“ n @, 1); (50)

w here in the last transfom ation we used the W ard iden—
tity (37), and

@ .
@ [ Zo

Tt isseen from from Eqg. (50) that the quasiparticle weight
Z, is cancelled and the Landau theorem n, = pz,=4
holds.

2. Vertex functions: Ferm i liquid param eters and their
corrections.

To calculate the Femm i liquid constant F i3 (dny) one
m ay start from the standard expression, see Fig. 11.

Fijdnz) = 2325 W 5 @;Piq;! = 0);

Prin1 + Pr N2
P=

1)

=0 ; g9=rprin1 g y02;
where the factor ; is introduced in order to m ake the
constants din ensionless. Notice, that with the vertex
functions de ned as in the previous section, the usual



FIG . 12: Leading contrbutions to Fi2. The lled hexagon
denotes the irreducihble vertex %%% .

problem on non-commuting lim its ! ! 0 does
not arise at all.

Forthem a prity electronsE g. (51) is just a form aldef-
Inition which doesnot bring anything new . A ctually, this
de nition was already used in the derivation ofEgs. (15)
and (18). For the m inority electrons, Eq. (51) actually
allow sone to calculate the Ferm 1liquid param eters. Sub-
stituting Eq. (48) nto Egq. (61) we nd

0;q !

@ , Pr2 )
Fi (dny)= 2172, ., +— ,n1 & : (52)

In order to nd F,, we substitute Eq. (47) into

Eqg. 61). Usihg zero angular ham onics of Eqg. (52) to

elin inate constant 1(?, we obtain Eq. 22).

T he derivation presented here is still too cavalier. T he
expression (22), for instance, contains the dependence on
the density of the m a prity electrons. However, this de—
pendence cam e sokly from them om entum dependence of
the vertex finctionsW 7 which wascalculated atn, = 0.
Finite density n,; lads to the contrbutions from the
closed loops of the m Inority electrons and thus to m odi-

cation of W 7 . To prove the kgitin acy of retaining the
second tem In Eq. (22), one has to prove that the m od—-
i cation ofW 7 ishigher order in n,=N . W e tum to the
corresponding proofnow .

3. Corrections to m inority-m ajprity Fem i liquid param eter
Fi2

T he correction to the Ferm iliquid constant F1, com es
only from the irreducible vertex. T his correction is shown
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on Fig.12. @)—(c). Contrbution due to the irreducble
6-point vertex is given by

Fig:12:@) =
ap .
o5 G2 @) 155 PSP P P PP

U sing Egs. (46) and (49b), we arrive to the estin ate

Fig:12:@) / @2)°;

and this contrbution is negligble. Contrbutions of
Fig.12. (o) and (c) are not amn all separately but their
sum is. Presense of —function in Eq. (49%) guarantees
them om entum and energy transferto be an all, therefore,
the expansion (43) for the vertex functions is legitin ate.
W e thus nd

Fig:12:0) + Fig: 12:() 12 &r
Jg: . ]g: :C) = —
1 @ )

Gi(ip+ta)+ G ( ;p 9l (53)

G2 @)

Contribution from the pole parts of the m a prity G reen
functions is cancelled due to the electron-hole sym m etry,
com pare w ith Eq. (44), and we obtain the nite contri-
bution proportionalto at least the rstpowerofn,.

4. Corrections to m inoroty Ferm i liquid param eter F,,

Sim ilarly, corrections to the Ferm 1 liquid constant F,;
are determ ined by the six-point irreduchble vertex, see
Fig.13. @) and by the sum of six graphs determ ined by
4-point vertices W 7 from Eq. (47), see Fig.13. (b)-(g).
Contribution ofthe rst graph isestin ated w ith the help
ofEqg. 40) forn= 3 and Eq. 4%):

Fig:13:@) =
&p . .
oy © ®) 355 PPN P ;P ;PP
in i t out
, Pi B g ")
1@1:“1]2 !

w here the extemalm om enta are assum ed to be on shell.
This result can be understood as the correction to the
argum ent of the logarithm in Eqg. (42). Because we al-
ready neglected the temn (42) In Eq. (47) as produc—
ng 02=N ) Inh n,=N ) correction, keeping the correction
ofFig. 13.(@) would be also beyond the accuracy of the
calculation and we can neglect it.

Each term in the reducble graphsFig. () — (€) isnot
an allbut their sum is. One nds



3

@)

Fig:13:b) + + Fig:13:()

Q

Q
W 22 P1+E;P2+E;Q Woo Q +

The G reen function G, from Eqg. (49b) restrict the inte—
gration in the infrared region, where one can useEq. (47)
for function W 2, and Egs. (29) and (30) for the G reen
function G, . T he constant part ofW 5, Inm ediately can—
cels, and we repeat the dim ensional analysis which lead
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[GoP2+Q)G2P1+ Q)+ G2P2+Q) G2P1+ Q)]

P,+P, P+ P, z

2 P1 (54)

R

us to estin ate (40). This Inm ediately yields the result
proportionalto n,, which can be neglected.

T he last two diagram s are analyzed in the sam e m an—
ner:

. . &0
Fig:13:(f) + Fig:13:(g) = WICPl;PZ;Q)
Q Q
IP1;P2;Q)=[G2P2+Q)G2P1 Q)+ GP2+Q) G2P1 Q)W P+ E;P2+ E;Q
Q Q P11+ P, P+ P,
W P+ —;Por+ —; W ; + ;O + P P
22 1 5 P2 > Q 22 > > Q0 1 2

Shifting the integration variable, we replaceI P 1;P ;0 ) !
and nd

EP1;P2;Q)+IP1;P2;Q+P, P;)EF2inthe ntegrand

17 &
Fjg:13:(f)+Fjg:l3:(g)=§ W[GchﬁQ)Gchl Q)+ GP2+Q) G2P1 Q)]
2
Q Q Pi1+P, Pi1+P,
W P+ —;P2+ —; W 7 +Q;0+P P
22 1t ZiPet 2 Q 22 > > Q;Q 1 2

Sin ilarly to Eq. (54), it yields the resul proportional to
the rstpowerofn,.

5. Finalrem arks

Let us now discuss the e ect of the nite density of
m nority electrons on them a prity electrons. F irstly, one
observes that the m inority polarization operator is not
anall: , = , at momentum transfer g < 2pr, and
decays as , ' 5 f(or2=q)® at larger momenta. Naive
calculation ofthe correction to them a prity Ferm iliquid
param eter F1; () gives large contrbution to the forward
scattering for angles < @ 2=pr1. This contribution,
however, is cancelled out from any closed loop for the
m a prity electrons, s;e Fig.14. The easiest way to see 1,
isby noticing that any closed loop w ith arbitrary num ber
of scalar vertices vanishes due to the gauge invariance if
one of the m om enta equals to zero. T herefore, one m ay
gauge aw ay those contributions from the very beginning,
and lave only processes w ith m om entum transfer of the

order of pr ;. In this region, correction to the m a prity

Joops due to the presence of a nonvanishing density of

m inority electrons is already sm allas for 2=pr 1 F, which

ones again results in the correction proportional to the
rst power ofny.

Before concluding this subsection we have to derive
Eg. (8b) goveming the renom alization of the m mnority
mass. Taking the expression of F1, iInto account from
Eqg. (52) we see that the large ratio pr1=pr . Ih Eq. 24)
is cancelled in the angle-dependent term , and hence we
obtain a renom alization of the Inverse mass 1=m by a
quantity of order 1=m ; . U tilizing the expression (43) of

12, We can Inm ediately see, that further corrections to
the rstham onicofF;, are an allerby at least n,=N and
hence result in a nonsingular renom alization ofthem ass.
O n the other hand, the st ham onic ofF,, is nonana-
Iytic, oforder n,=N . Thisim pliesthat at zerom noriy
density the renom alization of the m nority m ass is due
to the m a prity \background" described by Fi1,, and at

nite densities it can be attributed to the residual inter-
action (described by F,, via the realpart ofV ) between




P
G\ /G
G )G
3,/ \G
0 ©
©)
G,
3,
© ") ©

FIG . 13: Leading contrbutions to F,. The Illed hexagon
denotes the irreduchble vertex %%% . For each of the diagram s
©)-(g) there exists a counterpart obtained by swapping G
and G».

FIG . 14: Exam pl for the cancellation of the shgularity in
forw ard scattering. Them aprity loop can be fiirther dressed
in allpossbl ways.

m nority quasiparticles.

To summ arize the content of this subsection, we
show ed by explicit analysis of all orders of perturbation
theory, that the naive derivation ofthe Ferm i liquid con—
stants forthetwo uidm odel, Eq. (22), and them inority
DO S,Eqg. (8b), is param etrically jisti ed at n» N .

Iv. SUMMARY

In conclusion we studied the alm ost fillly polarized
tw o-din ensionalelectron liquid. W e have shown that as—
sum Ing (i) the stability of the m a prity Ferm Higuid and
(i) the positive renom alization of the m inoriy m ass,
no m atter how am all the density of the m mnority spin
electrons is, the Fem i two-liquid description is always
consistant. M oreover, m icroscopic analysis m ade it pos—
sbleto nd the connection between di erent Fermn iliquid
param aters, thereby reducing the num ber of independent
param eters by one.

T he established Femm i liquid description enable us to

predict In portant relations between di erent them ody-—
nam ic observables of the system , see Subsec. IIB .

16
A cknow ledgm ents

Instructive discussions w ith A I. Larkin are gratefully
acknow ledged. One of us (IA . was supported by the
Packard foundation. W ork in Lancaster University was
partially funded by EP SRC and the RoyalSociety. G Z.
thanks the Abdus Salam ICTP for hospitality. W e also
thank the M ax-P lanck-Tnstitut fr P hysik kom plexer Sys—
tem e D resden forhogpitality during the w orkshop \Q uan—
tum Transport and Correlations In M esoscopic System s
and QHE".

APPENDIX A

In this Appendix we justify the form of the m inority
selfenergy given In Eq. (31) and calculate the dim en—
sionless function f (x). C learly, \ultraviokt" selfenergy
diagram s [in the sense discussed after Eq. (40)] can be
expanded in Taylr series in both p? and . These di-
agram s are regoonsble for the renom alization of the
chem icalpotential (to som e negative or zero value), the
m nhority m ass which is assum ed to be positive) and the
quasiparticle weight Z, . A ll nonanalytic behavior of the
zerom nority density selfenergy m ust com e from the \in—
frared", where a perturbation expansion becom es possi-
ble in term s ofthe am allnonoconstant part ofthe screened
Interaction.

O ur strategy is the follow ing. W e st calculate the
contrbution to the In agihary part of the m nority self-
energy , ( ;p) ocom ing from the diagram in Fig. 15.
Then, we w ill argue that all other infrared diagram s are
am allerby a factor ofat least p=pr 1 ¥ . T he contribution
ofFig. 15. to the selfenergy is

z Z
. &q d! 2
2(p)=1 z )2 o VG ( + Lip+ @By

For the in agihary part we obtain

? g b+ af
Tn ;Y= Z,m 1
2( 72D 2 2 ) o A1)
b+ af .
27 i0; 73
m o

T he theta function restricts the dom ain of integration to
momenta (+ q)® < 2m, .Sice F1 Wwe can further
sim plify the above form ula by (i) using the W ard identity
Eqg. (37), thus e ectively setting B, = 1=Z,, and (i) by
expanding the screened potentialV according to Eq. (38)

for an all energies and m om enta and for ! Vr 19. This
way we arrive to
Z
™ oo (iPI 1 da ®2)
20 7P =
1Z2 @ )2
b+ g=2m
2m2 &)+q2]

Ve 1]



FIG. 15: Lowest order contribution to the m inority self-
energy. T he dashed line denotes the screened Coulom b inter-
action V', see text, the solid line is the m inority propagator
G2 . Black triangles w ill be explained in Subsec. IIIA .

C alculating the integral and retrieving the real part of
the selfenergy n a way to m ake it analytic on the upper
halfplane, we arrive to Eq. (31)

5 , P 2m, + i0 P
20 i PI = f ;
Pr1 2m

w ith the din ensionless function £ being

4 n [e)
f(x)=9— 51 x)K ®72) 20+ 4x)E &K72%) ;

@A3)
where K (y) E (v)] denotes the usual com plete elliptic
Integralofthe rst [second] kind.

Note, however, that the above calculated expression
of the selfenergy does not contain the fill real part,
since an arbitrary analytic fiinction of energy (W ih pos—
sble m om entum dependence) could stillbe added. This
m eans that one cannot retrieve the real part of the
selfenergy, an inherently ultravialet quantiy, from the
Infrared-related In aginary part.

T he contribution of higher order infrared diagram s is
of order m axf =g 1; p=pr 1 Fg because of the sn alhess
of the nonconstant part of the screened interaction V. 1In
the infrared region ofm om enta and energies.

APPEND IX B

In Appendix B we outline the derivation of Eq. (42),
which was obtained using a sin ple din ension-counting
argum ent. A s already m entioned, the leading order con-—
trbution to the vertex 5/, comes from the irreducblke
tree leveldiagram sFig. 4. @), ), @) and ().

Let us st pick diagram (@) and is crossed coun-—
terpart, (d) and write their contrbution to the vertex

gg P 1;P,;P1;P,) up to an overall factor as

Z Z
Fq d G (Vg p) ®1)
G2(;q) Vvi;ga )

G2(ijg+p2 PV (;a p)l:
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H ere the energies of the extemal legs w ere put to zero for
sin plicity.

In the infrared region (@ < Q) we deform the fre—
quency integration contour, expand the renom alized in—
teraction V for ! < vwi1g pr1 according to Eqg. (38),
and introduce the dim ensionless integration variables

X=gQ;y= 2m,!'=02%.W ecbtain
. 1 2
=i, &;& . B2)
! Q Q > br1P
Zl prF1: y
xdx dy 57
0 0 y+ x%)

where the sm ooth, dim ensionless real function ; de-
scribes the dependence on the extemalm om enta. This
Integral is logarithm icaly divergent at the upper lin it of
the Integration over y. Correctionsm ay com e from the
further expansion of the potential V : these, however,
result in a convergent integral, and are therefore am all
com pared to the leading logarithm ic behavior.

In the ultraviokt region (> Q) the integration m o—
mentum is always bigger than the extemalm om enta, so
we can Taylor expand the Integralaround p; = p; = O.
Since the square bracket In Eq. B1) vanishes for zero
extermalm om enta, and because of rotational invariance,

the expansion must start with Q2 , %—1;%—2 ,
another realdim ensionless function. Now we can deform
the contour of the frequency integration and expand V
again. Introducing the din ensionless param eters x and

y we obtain

2 being

. 1 2
= iz Pib: 2 0 ®3)
Q Q 2 bra1 P
Z 4 Z xpp g
dx Y ay @2+ Lo 4
x Q@ i
1 0 Yo x | y+ x?)?

an Integral also logarim ically divergent at the upper
Iim it.

Theothertwo diagram sF ig.4. (o) and () give sin ilar
contrbutions. T he dressing of the scalar vertices ensures
the cancellation ofthe quasiparticle weight Z, ofthem i-
nority G reen function (om itted in the above estin ates for
clarity) . C onsequently, one obtainsEq. (42).
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