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W e establish the consistency ofthe Ferm iliquid description and �nd a relation between Ferm i

liquid constantsforthetwo dim ensionalelectron system nearthepointoffullpolarization dueto a

parallelm agnetic�eld H .O urresultsenableusto predictconnectionsbetween di�erenttherm ody-

nam icpropertiesofthesystem .In particular,we�nd thatnearthepointoffullpolarization H c,the

therm odynam ic com pressibility ofthe system experiencesa jum p with the subleading (H c � H )1=2

dependence on the m agnetic �eld. Also,the m agnetization hasa cusp with the dependence ofthe

type(H � H c)+ (H c � H )
3=2

atH < H c.

PACS num bers:71.10.A y,73.21.Fg

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

Theappearanceofthenew generation ofhigh m obility

heterostructures1 resulted in observations ofinteresting

phenom ena2{4 which brought new spotlight on the ef-

fects ofstrong interactions in two-dim ensionalelectron

system s (2DES).For us this renews theoreticalinterest

in thetherm odynam icalpropertiesofclean Ferm iliquids.

Traditionaltheoreticaldescription of 2DES is based

upon the theories ofweakly interacting Ferm igas5 and

Landau Ferm i liquid theory6,7. In the lim it of very

strong interactions (corresponding to low electron den-

sities)such a description breaksdown.Howeverthe sit-

uation changes ifthe low density 2DES interacts with

another 2DES with m uch higher density. In this paper

we presentan exam ple where thiscoexistance naturally

occursasa resultofa strong spin polarization ofa 2DES

due to a high in-plane m agnetic �eld. W e �nd a con-

sistent Landau Ferm iliquid description for this system

(despitethefactthata naiveestim ateoftheplasm a pa-

ram eterrs forthem inority spin com ponentyieldsa for-

m ally largevalue).The rem arkablefeature ofourresult

isthatin theclosevicinity ofthespin polarized statethe

perturbativeexpansion ispossiblein term softheinverse

gasparam eterofthelow density subsystem .Thisenbles

usto determ ine the functionalform ofthe dependencies

ofthe2DES com pressibility,m agnetization,and speci�c

heaton the sm alldensity ofthe m inority electrons.

Tounderstandtherelationofthisproblem totheFerm i

liquid theory atzero �eld letusrecallthebasicstructure

ofthe quasiparticle interaction functional(we willnot

writethe triviallong-rangeCoulom b interaction term )

H int =
1

2
F
�
�
2 +

1

2

X

�;�= x;y;z

F
�
��S

�
S
�
; (1)

where � isthe chargedensity,Sx;y;z denote com ponents

ofthe spin density,and F �; F̂ � are the corresponding

Ferm iliquid param eters. The charge (singlet channel)

and the spin (triplet) 
uctuations are decoupled, and

SU (2)sym m etry ofthesystem guaranteesF �
��

= F ����.

Ifthe m agnetic �eld is applied along,say,the x -di-

rection (in theplaneofthe2DES),theSU (2)sym m etry

isreduced to U (1)and one m ay write forthe quadratic

partofthe energy

H int =
F �

2
�
2+

F �
k

2
[Sx]

2
+ F ��

�S
x+

F �
?

2

X

�= y;z

S
�
S
�
: (2)

Thism eansthatthe system can no longerbe described

by two constants.Now thereduced sym m etry allowsfor

fourindependentparam eters.

Sim pli�cationsarepossible,however,with the further

increaseofthem agnetic�eld,becauseoscillationsofthe

spin density com ponents Sy;z becom e gapped (the gap

equals to the Zeem an splitting E z). Therefore,for the

description oflow lyingexcitationswith theenergy m uch

sm allerthan E z,thelastterm in Eq.(2)can beignored.

Introducingdeviationsofdensitiesofm ajority(m inority)
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electrons n1(2) = �=2� Sx=2,one obtains the two-
uid

m odel

H int =
F11

2
n
2
1 +

F22

2
n
2
2 + F12n1n2 (3)

characterized by threeindependentparam eters.

Equation (3) suggests two questions: (i) what is the

lowestdensity ofm inority electronsforwhich itisappli-

cable;and (ii)whetherthe three constantsofthe m odel

areindeed independent.Theultim ate goalofthispaper

is to show that (i) the Ferm iliquid description is con-

sistentforany density ofthe m inority electronsand (ii)

thereisa relation between theFerm iliquid constantsfor

thevanishingdensity ofthem inority electrons.Theonly

requirem ent for this description to be valid is that the

fully polarized electron system is a stable Ferm iliquid.

The rem arkablefeature ofthisresultisthatin the close

vicinity ofthe spin polarized state the perturbative ex-

pansion in term softheinversegasparam eter�hvF 2=e
2 is

possible (here vF 2 is the Ferm ivelocity ofthe m inority

electrons).

The rem ainder of the paper is organized as follows.

In Section II we give a phenom enological description

of the system near fullpolarization, present the m ain

results and predict connections between di�erent ther-

m odynam ic properties ofthe system . Section III con-

tainsthem icroscopicderivation (justi�cation)ofthean-

nounced results, �rst in an intuitive, then in Subsec-

tionsIIIB and IIIC,in a m orerigorousm anner.

II. P H EN O M EN O LO G Y N EA R FU LL

P O LA R IZA T IO N

A . Structure ofthe theory

Let us consider the system �rst at zero tem perature.

Becausethe totalspin ofthe system com m uteswith the

Ham iltonian,wecan writetheenergy density ofthesys-

tem �H in term softhe m ajority (n1)and m inority elec-

tron density (n2).O m itting thetrivialterm ofthedirect

Coulom b interaction (we willwork with �xed totalden-

sity n1 + n2 = N ),one �nds

H =
1+ F11

2�1
�n

2
1 + H 2(n2;N )+

F12

�1
n2�n1 �

�
E z � Ecz(N )

2
(�n1 � n2)�

E z

2
N : (4)

The�rstterm in Eq.(4)isthequadraticexpansion ofthe

ground state energy ofthe fully spin polarized electron

system ,n1 = N . Ithasthe standard Ferm i-liquid form

with �1 being the density ofstates (entering the slope

ofthe speci�c heat). The second term H 2 characterizes

theenergy ofthem inority electronsat�xed n1 = N and

the third term characterizes the change in this energy

due to m odi�cation ofthe m ajority density. The last

two term s characterize the shift ofthe energies due to

the m agnetic �eld,H ,and E z = g�B H isthe bare Zee-

m an splitting,with g being the bare (non-renorm alized

by electron-electron interaction)Lande g-factor,and �B
being the Bohr m agneton. The quantity E c

z(N ) corre-

sponds to the value ofthe m agnetic �eld above which

the m agnetization is independent ofthe �eld. In other

words,thisvaluelim itsfrom abovetheregion ofthe�eld

where the �nite density ofthe m inority electronsisstill

energetically pro�table.

In orderto �nd the ground state ofthe whole system

we have to m inim ize energy Eq.(4)with respectto the

electron densities.Havingin m ind thatthetotalelectron

density is �xed by an externalgate,we note that the

densitiesarecoupled by the constraint

�n1 + n2 = �N ; n2 � 0; (5)

where�N isthechangein thetotalelectron density with

respect to the density threshold for the population of

them inority subband controllableby thevariation ofthe

gatevoltage.Thisyieldseithern2 = 0 or

0=
@H 2(n2;N )

@n2
+ [E z � E

c
z(N )]+ (6)

+
1+ F11

�1
(n2 � �N )�

F12

�1
(2n2 � �N ):

Thecrititical�eld E c
z(N + �N )isdeterm ined asthe�eld

at which n2 = 0 solves Eq.(6). Then the �rst term

vanishes(seebelow)and we obtain

@E c
z

@N
=
1+ F11 � F12

�1
: (7)

Further progress requires knowledge of the function

H 2(n2;N ).W e �nd

H 2(n2;N )=

n2Z

0

dn
0

n
0

Z

0

dn
00

�
1

�2(n
00;N )

+
F22(n

00;N )

�1(N )

�

;

(8a)

wherethedependenceofthedensity ofstatesoftheelec-

tron density isgiven by

1

�2(n;N )
=

1

�2(N )
+ (8b)

+
4
p
�n[1+ F11(N )� F12(N )]2

3e2�2 [�1(N )]
2

+ O

�
n

N
ln

n

N

�

;

and the Ferm iliquid constantforthe m inority electrons

is
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F22(n;N )= � [1+ F11(N )� 2F12(N )]+ (8c)

+
4
p
�n[1+ F11(N )� F12(N )]2

e2�2�1(N )
+ O

�
n

N
ln

n

N

�

:

Equations (8) constitute the key point of this pa-

per. They state, that properties ofthe m inority elec-

tronscan be expressed in term softhe density ofstates

�2(N ) � �2(n2 = 0;N ) at the point of full polariza-

tion (renorm alized by interaction with them ajority elec-

trons) and the Ferm iliquid constants,F11; F12 ofthe

m ajority electrons. W e willsee below that the above

equations im pose certain connections between di�erent

observablequantities.Itisinteresting to noticethatthe

relevantexpansion param eterhereisnotthe strength of

theCoulom b interaction,e2,butratheritsinversepower.

This expansion is valid for n2a
2
B � 1,where aB is the

usualscreening radiusin two dim ensions,aB ’ 1=�1e
2.

Postponing a rigorousderivation ofEqs.(8)untilthe

nextsection,wediscusstheirphysicalm eaning.Consider

n2 ! 0 and retain only the �rstlinein Eq.(8c).Substi-

tuting theresultinto Eqs.(8a)and (4)and keeping only

quadraticterm swe�nd

H =
n22

2�2
+
(1+ F11)

2�1

�
�n

2
1 � n

2
2

�
+
F12

�1
n2 (n2 + �n1):

Letusnow set�n1 = � n2 (keeping electricalneutrality).

The Ham iltonian takesthe form

H =
n22

2�2
;

which correpondstothecom pressibilityofnon -interact-

ingm inority electrons.Thisisnotaccidental;them ajor-

ity electronsscreen theCoulom b interaction atdistances

ofthe orderofthe screening radius. Atsm alldensities,

however,thedistancebetween m inorityelectronsism uch

largerthan thisradius.Therefore,thisscreened interac-

tion isseen by m inority electronsonly ascontactinterac-

tion,i.e.thee�ectofthisinteraction vanishesbecauseof

the Pauliprinciple. This explainsthe origin ofthe �rst

linein Eq.(8c).Thesecond term in Eq.(8c)describesthe

e�ect ofthe �nite interaction range. This e�ect clearly

vanishes as the distance between m inority electrons in-

creases.Becausethe residualinteraction isofthe dipole

type Usc(r) ’ e2a2B =r
3, its e�ect can be estim ated as

�H ’ Usc(r= 1=
p
n2)n2 which im m ediately givesa

p
n2

dependencetotheFerm iliquid param eterF22.Asam at-

teroffact,thesam e
p
n2 arisesin allangularharm onics

ofF22 (and F12 aswell;see the following section). This

leadsto renorm alization ofthee�ectivem assand,there-

fore,thedensity ofstatesin Eq.(8b).Theresidualinter-

action isweak and therefore the perturbative treatm ent

ofthe m inority electronsislegitim ate.

Tocom pletethecalculation oftheground stateenergy,

weuseEqs.(8)in Eq.(6)and �nd with thehelp ofEq.(7)

n2 = n0

h

1� 
Rsn
1=2

0 + :::

i

; (9)

R s =
1

e2�2

�

�2
@E c

z

@N

� 2

;

n0 = �2(N )[E c
z(N + �N )� Ez]� (E

c
z(N + �N )� Ez)

Here�(x)isthe step function,and


 =
32

9�3=2
= 0:639::: (10)

isa num ericalcoe�cient.Itisnoteworthy thatthe sub-

leadingterm in thisdependenceissingularnearE z = E c
z.

Substituting Eq.(9) into Eqs.(8) and the result into

Eq.(4),we�nd forthe ground stateenergy E

E =
1+ F11

2�1
�N

2 �
E zN

2
�

n20

2�2
+
2

5


Rsn
5=2

0

�2
; (11)

where we om itted term s linear in �N (apart from the

term proportionalto E z)as they willnotcontribute to

the observablequantitiesdiscussed in the following sub-

section.

B . Experim entalconsequences.

In thissubsection weapplytheaboveideastoestablish

relationsbetween di�erenttherm odynam ic propertiesof

the system nearthe pointoffullpolarization.

The leading contribution to the speci�c heat of the

two-liquid system issim ply the sum ofthe quasiparticle

speci�c heatsofthe two speciesofelectrons,

�
@CV

@T

�

T ! 0

=
�2�1(N )

3
+ (12)

+
�2�2(N )

3

"

1�

�
3
2R 2

s�2�Ez

8

� 1

2

#

� (�Ez);

�Ez = E
c
z(N )� Ez:

This gives the operationalde�nition of the density of

states,even though the actualm easurem entofthe spe-

ci�cheatin two dim ensionsistechnically di�cult.

Next,Eq.(7)allowsoneto �nd a certain com bination

oftheFerm i-liquid constants1+ F11� F12 from them ea-

surem ent ofthe criticalm agnetic �eld as a function of

electron density.

Furtherinform ation aboutthe Ferm iliquid constants

can beobtained from studying thetherm odynam iccom -

pressibility � = (@2E=@2N )� 1, where E is the ground

stateenergyofthesystem .Di�erentiatingEq.(11)yields
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1

�
=
1+ F11

�1
� e

2
R s

�

1�
3


2

p
R 2
s�2�Ez

�

� (�Ez): (13)

W e see that the m easurem ent ofthe jum p in the com -

pressibility givesthevalueoftheparam eterR s which to-

getherwith Eq.(9)and m easurem entsof@N E
c
z(N )yields

the value of�2(N )withoutspeci�c heatm easurem ents.

After that the coe�cient in front ofsubleading square-

rootsingularity doesnotcontain any �tting param eters.

Finally,wecalculatethem agnetizetion M = � @H E as

thefunction ofm agnetic�eld H .Di�erentiatingEq.(11)

at�N = 0 with the help ofEq.(9),weobtain

M = g�B

�
N

2
� �2�Ez

�

1� 

p
R 2
s�2�Ez

�

� (�Ez)

�

:

(14)

Itisim portantto em phasize thatafterthe com press-

ibility and M atE z > E c
z arem easured,the form ula for

m agnetization atE z < E c
z willnothave any adjustable

param eters.Itisalsoworth noticingthatthesub-leading

dependencehasa squarerootsingularity,sim ilarto that

in Eq.(13).

Thepredicted dependenciesofm agnetization and com -

pressibility areplotted on Fig.1.

gµBν2

dM
dEz

ν1

1+F11

ν1

1+F11

Ez Ez
c

κ
1

0

- e  R2 s

FIG .1: Predicted dependences of com pressibility (dashed-

dotted line)and susceptibility (solid line).

III. M IC R O SC O P IC D ER IVA T IO N

The purpose ofthis section is to develop the m icro-

scopic description leading to Eqs.(8),which is needed

to justify the Ferm iliquid description of the m inority

electrons and to calculate the coe�cient in the second

term ofEqs.(8b) and (8c). The form ofthe �rst term

in Eq.(8c) follows already from the physicalargum ent

presented afterEq.(8c)and itwillalso be con�rm ed by

the m icroscopiccalculation.

Theroutewearetakingin thissection isthefollowing.

First,weexpressourphysicalargum entsin thelanguage

ofthe perturbation theory,i.e. identify the set ofdia-

gram sleadingtoEqs.(8).Therestofthederivation aim s

atshowing that(i)thesearetheonly diagram sthatpro-

duceacom binationoftheconstant(n2 = 0term )and the

term with
p
n2 singularity,(ii)allotherdiagram sresult

in contributionsofthe orderof(n2=N )lnn2=N ;(iii)the

Ferm iliquid description ofthe m inirity electronsisjus-

ti�ed. Thism aterialwillbe structured into subsections

IIIA,IIIB and IIIC.Therathercum bersom econtentof

thesesubsectionswillnotdirectly contributeto the�nal

resultsand m ightbe skipped by a pragm aticreader.

A . Perturbation theory

Thegoalofthem icroscopicconsideration presented in

thissection isto provethe m ain assum ption ofthe phe-

nom enologicaltreatm ent,nam ely Eqs.(8). W e startby

showing how one can arrive atEqs.(8)using a sim ple-

m inded perturbative approach. The reason to do this

is to build up physicalintuition,identify the group of

diagram s which gives the dom inant contribution to the

m inority electron interaction,and to clarify theassum p-

tions,which one needs to m ake in order to justify this

treatm ent. In the following two subsections we shall

prove the validity of these assum ptions and provide a

m orerigoroustreatm entofthe problem .

Them ain physicalidea ofthefollowing pictureisthat

close to the point offullpolarization only the m ajority

electronsparticipatein screening.Therefore,asa build-

ing block for the perturbation theory we are going to

usethedynam ically screened (by them ajority electrons)

Coulom b interaction,which propagator has a diagram -

m atic representation ofFig.2. The corresponding ana-

lytic expression is

V (!;q)=
V0(q)

1+ V0(q)� 1 (!;q)
; (15)

where V0(q)= 2�e2=jqjisthe bare Coulom b interaction

and � 1 (!;q) is the polarization operatorofthe m ajor-

ity system . It is de�ned as the part of the density -

density correlation function irreducible with respect to

one Coulom b line. Forsm allm om entum and frequency

transfers,q;!=vF 1 � pF 1,ithasthe usualFerm i-liquid

form 7
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� 1 (!;q)=

Z
d�1d�2

(2�)2
� 1 (!;q;n1;n2); (16)

� 1 (!;q;n1;n2)= �
qp

1 (!;q;n1)2��(�1 � �2)�

�

Z
d�3

2�
�
qp

1 (!;q;n1)
F11 (dn1n3)

�1
� 1 (!;q;n3;n2);

�
qp

1 (!;q;n)=
�1vF 1n � q

vF 1n � q � ! � i0sgn!
: (17)

Here F11 (dn1n2)is the m ajority Ferm iliquid param eter

(taken at zero m inority density n2 = 0), �
qp

1 (!;q;n)

characterizesthelinearresponseofnon-interactingquasi-

particles,and �1 isthedensityofstatesofm ajorityquasi-

particles.Thelatterquantityentersintothespeci�cheat

ofthe spin polarized (n2 = 0) system . Equation (16)

takesinto accountallpossible contributionssingularas

a function ofvF 1q=! and neglects allthe contributions

which are regular functions ofthe param eters (q=pF 1)
2

and !=�F 1.Unitvectorsni = (cos�i;sin�i)characterize

the direction ofm otion ofthe quasiparticle.

Now wediscussthe origin ofEqs.(8).

−Π1

V V0 0V V

FIG .2: D yson equation for the dynam icalscreening by m a-

jority electrons.

1. Interaction ofm inority electrons

To justify the relation Eq.(8c) we need to describe

the interaction ofm inority electronsin term softhe pa-

ram etersofm ajorityelectrons.Sinceinteraction between

m inority electronsischaracterized by theenergy transfer

! ’ qvF 2 � qvF 1,we can use the static approxim ation

forV (!;q).M oreover,atwavectorssm allerthan the in-

versescreening radiusofm ajority electrons�1V0(q)� 1.

In this case Eq.(15) becom es (see subsection IIIB for

furtherdiscussions)

V (!;q)�
1

�1

2

6
41+ F

(0)

11 �

�

1+ F
(0)

11

�2

�1V0(q)
+ :::

3

7
5 : (18)

Hereweuseangularharm onicsoftheFerm iliquid func-

tions

Fij (�)=
X

m

e
im �

F
(m )

ij ; (19)

fori;j= 1;2.The zeroth angularharm onics,F
(0)

ij ,that

appear in Eq.(18) correspond to the constants used in

the previoussections.

p1

1
p

2 2

22

p

p

2

2

FIG .3:Leading contribution to F22.

Thelowestordercontribution to them inority electron

interaction (that determ ines the Ferm iliquid constant

F22)isgiven by thediagram in Fig.3.Using Eq.(18)to

evaluatethiscontribution we�nd

Fig:3:= �
1+ F

(0)

11

�1
+

�

1+ F
(0)

11

�2

�2
1
V0(jp1 � p2j)

:::: (20)

This contribution is proportionalto jp1 � p2j� pF 2 /p
n2 which producesthe singulardensity dependence in

Eq.(8c).

W e now show thathigherorderdiagram sbuiltoutof

the sam e ingredients as the sim plest diagram in Fig.3

depend on at least the second power ofjp1 � p2jand

thusresultonly in regularcontributionsto F22.

Indeed,sum m ation ofthe ten second order diagram s

in Fig.4 yieldszero wheneverone ofthe dashed linesis

substituted with aconstant.Therefore,theconstantpart

ofthepotentialEq.(18)can beom itted entirely from the

second orderperturbation theory and one obtains

Fig:4:(a)+ � � � + (g)/

2

6
4

�

1+ F
(0)

11

�2

�21V0(p12)

3

7
5

2

/ (p12)
2;

p12 = jp1 � p2j:

Thiscancellation isnotaccidentaland in factis due to

the Ferm istatisticsofthe m inority electrons.Allhigher

orderterm sarecanceled in the sam em anner.

Unfortunately,thisisstillnotthewholestory.M ajor-

ity electrons a�ect m inority electrons not only through

the density-density interaction but also through the

renorm alization of the spectrum of m inority electrons

(the sim plest analogy here is the polaronic shift ofthe

bottom ofthe m inority band).Thisrenorm alization de-

pendson the distribution function ofm ajority electrons

and,therefore,generatesthe Ferm iliquid function F12.

Thelowestorderdiagram sforthisparam eterareshown

in Fig.5. Precisely the sam e diagram s enter into the

two particle irreducible vertex (thatcontributesto F22)

in Fig.6. Therefore,this so far neglected contribution

to the m inority interaction can be expressed entirely in

term s ofF12 (by m eans ofdirect com parison with dia-

gram sin Fig.5).W e �nd
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(a)                               (b)                             (c)

(d)                               (e)                             (f)

(g)

(h)                               (i)                             (j)

FIG .4:Connected second-orderm inority diagram s(allsolid

linesdenote G reen’sfunctionsofm inority electrons).

Fig:6:(a)=
[F

(0)

12 ]
2

�21
� 1(0;p12)=

[F
(0)

12 ]
2

�1(1+ F
(0)

11 )
(21a)

Fig:6:(b)= �
[F

(0)

12 ]
2

�21
� 1(0;p12)

2
V (0;p12) (21b)

= �
[F

(0)

12 ]
2

�1(1+ F
(0)

11 )
+

[F
(0)

12 ]
2

�21V0(p12)

Fig:6:(c)= Fig:6:(d)= F
(0)

12 � 1(0;p12)V (0;p12)

=
F
(0)

12

�1

"

1�
1+ F

(0)

11

�1V0(p12)

#

(21c)

The reason thatonly the zeroth harm onicsofthe Ferm i

liquid param etersappearin Eq.(21)isthatwe assum e:

(i)F
(0)

12 � const+ O (q2=p2F 1)(whereqisthetransm itted

wavevector);(ii)F
(1)

12 � O (q=pF 1).The dependence ofq

on thescaleoftheorderofpF 1 can beneglected because

itwould generatesm allnessofthe orderofn2=N .

Finally, to obtain the Ferm i liquid param eter F22
we com bine the two-particle irreducible m inority vertex

functionsdiscussed above:

F22(�)

�1
= Fig:3+ Fig:6(a)+ � � � + (d)

�
�
�jpij= pF 2;

dp1p2 = �;

where i= 1;2. Sum m ing up contributions ofEq.(21)

and (20)weobtain theangle-dependentFerm iliquid pa-

ram eterF22

F22(�)= �

h

1+ F
(0)

11 � 2F
(0)

12

i

+
[1+ F

(0)

11 � F
(0)

12 ]
2

�1V0(2pF 2 sin
�

2
)
:

(22)

The zeroth angularharm onic ofEq.(22)givesprecisely

Eq.(8c),ifwe recallthe Landau theorem that relation

n2 = p2F 2=4� isnotchanged by interaction in any order

ofthe perturbation theory.

1

1 1

12

2 2

2

FIG .5:Lowestorderdiagram sforF12.

2. Density ofstates ofm inority electrons

In ordertodeterm inetheDoS (orthee�ectivem ass)of

m inority quasiparticles,letusrecallG alilean invariance,

which results in the following two-liquid variant ofthe

usualW ard identity

1

m 2(n)
=

1

m
�

1

m 1

Z
d�

2�

�
pF 1

pF 2
F12(�)+ F22(�)

�

cos(�);

(23)

wherem isthebare(band)electron m ass,and m 1 isthe

m ajority quasiparticle m ass. At zero m inority density

F12 renorm alizes the m ass by the am ount oforder one

[sincethelargefactorpF 1=pF 2 cancelsexactly dueto the

assum ptions that we m ade deriving Eqs.(21); see the

assum ption (ii)in the paragraph followingEqs.(21)]:

1

m 2(0)
=

1

m
�

1

m 1

lim
pF 2! 0

pF 1

pF 2

Z
d�

2�
F12(�)cos(�): (24)

Afterthecancellation oftheprefactorthe rem aining de-

pendenceofF
(1)

12 on n2 isanalytic.Hence,thisterm does

notproduceanysingulardependenceofthem inorityDoS

on n2.Thesquarerootdependenceiscaused entirely by

the interaction between m inority electrons,i.e. F22. By

plugging in Eq.(22)to Eq.(23)and using Eq.(24)one

im m ediately retrievesthe DoS Eq.(8b).

3. Underlying assum ptions

Thelineofargum entpresented so farrelieson several

assum ptions which require further justi�cation. These
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Π1

Π1

Π1

Π1Π1

(a)

(b)

(c) (d)

FIG .6:Contributionsto F22 from therenorm alization ofthe

m inority spectrum .

include: (i) the m om entum dependence ofF12 was as-

sum ed to have the speci�c form (see the text following

Eqs.(21);(ii)the screened interaction V (!;q)wasonly

considered in thelim itofsm allfrequencies,based on the

intuitive assum ption ! ’ vF 2q � vF 1q [see textpreced-

ing Eq.(18)];(iii)the consideration ofm inority interac-

tion waslim ited to certain classofdiagram s,seeabove.

The assum ption (i) allowed for the explicit result

Eq.(22) that followed from the evaluation ofthe dia-

gram sin Figs.3 and 6. The essence ofthe assum ption

(iii)isthatno otherdiagram contributesto the singular

dependenceofF22.Partially thiswasillustrated by con-

sidering diagram sin Fig.4,however,one could im agine

m orecom plicated diagram sinvolvingm ajority electrons.

M oreover,the cancellation ofdiagram s in Fig.4 relied

heavily on the assum ption (ii). Thus,in orderto rigor-

ously prove our conjecture Eqs.(8) we need to justify

the above assum ptions. Although proper consideration

ofthese issues willnot change the �nalresults,we in-

clude the following subsectionsin orderto com plete the

derivation.

O ur strategy willbe the following. First,we willset

the num ber ofm inority electrons n2 to zero inside dia-

gram sin consideration,and discusstheanalyticand scal-

ing propertiesofthe self-energy and n-pointirreducible

vertex functions. W e willsee that apart from a well-

de�ned subclassofm inority 2-particle vertices,(provid-

ing us with the nonanalytic dependence for F22),alln-

point functions are sm ooth (i.e. Taylor-expandable)as

a function ofexternalm om enta. Second,we willtreat

n2 � N asa perturbation and show thatthism ay intro-

duceonlycorrectionslinearin thesm allparam etern2=N .

W ewillusethevertex functionsand thegaugeinvariance

ofthe theory to calculate the Ferm iliquid constantF22
in term softheFerm i-liquid param etersofm ajority spin

and obtain Eq.(22).Finally,we willjustify the calcula-

tion ofthe m inority m assin m oredetail.

B . C om pletely polarized system

In thissubsection wediscussthepropertiesoftheirre-

duciblevertex functionswhich weshallusein thefollow-

ing subsection to calculatethe Ferm iliquid param eters.

1. G reen functions

W estartbyde�ningzero-tem perature,realtim eG reen

functions ofm inority (j = 2) or m ajority (j = 1) elec-

trons:

hTt ̂j(R 1) ̂
y

k
(R 2)i (25)

= i�jk

Z
d3P

(2�)3
e
� iP (R 1� R 2)G j(P );

where allthe operatorsare taken in the Heisenberg rep-

resentation and averaging isperform ed overthe ground

stateofthesystem .To shorten thenotation weusehere-

inafter the (1 + 2)-dim ensionalvectors R � (t;r) and

P � (�;p)with the scalarproductP R = �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 isconserved.

Letussetthenum berofm inority electronsn2 to zero.

For m ajority electrons we willneed only the linearized

spectrum nearthe energy shell:

G 1(�;p)=
Z1

� � �1 � �1

�
�

vF 1pF 1
;

�1

vF 1pF 1

� ; (26)

where�1 = vF 1 (jpj� pF 1)isthedistancefrom theFerm i

surface,Z1 isthe quasiparticle weight,vF 1 isthe Ferm i

velocityrenorm alizedbyinteraction,and pF 1 istheFerm i

m om entum . The relation [pF 1]
2 = 4�n1 (n1 being the

density ofm ajority electrons)isnota�ected by interac-

tion dueto theconservation ofthenum berofstatesand

thespin conservation (Landau theorem ).Therem ainder

oftheself-energy forthem ajority electronspossessesthe

following property:
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�1(x;y)= Re�1(x;y)+ isgnx jIm �1(x;y)j: (27)

The leading dependence ofthe self-energy in two dim es-

nionsis�1(x;x)’ ijxjxln(1=jxj).

As usual in Ferm i liquid theory, the leading non-

analytic dependences ofvertex functions orginate from

the overlap ofpoles oftwo G reen functions with close

m om enta.In thiscasewewillusethestandard represen-

tation

G 1

�

P +
Q

2

�

G 1

�

P �
Q

2

�

(28)

= 2i�Z 2
1�(�)�(�)

�
qp

1 (!;q;n)

�1
+ ’(P ;Q );

where 2+ 1 vector Q = (!; q) is sm allin com parison

with the Ferm im om entum ,n = p=jpjisthe unitvector

along the m om entum p,and ’(P ;Q )isa sm ooth func-

tion with wellde�ned lim itatQ ! 0.Thequasiparticle

polarization operatorwasde�ned in Eq.(17).

Them inority electronsaredescribed in a sim ilarm an-

nerwith theexception thatnow thespectrum cannotbe

linearized:

G 2(�;p)=
1

� �
p2

2m
� �2(�;p)

; (29)

where m is the bare m assofthe electron and �2 is the

self-energy ofm inority electrons.Becausen2 = 0,condi-

tion
R
d�ei0�G 2(�;p)= 0 m ustbe satis�ed and therefore

G 2(�)isan analytic function of� atIm � > 0. The self-

energy has the e�ect ofrenorm alizing the residue,the

m assand the chem icalpotential:

� �2(�;p)= i0+ Z
� 1

2 �2 + (Z
� 1

2 � 1)� (30)

�

�
1

Z2m 2

�
1

m

�
p2

2
� Z

� 1
2

~�2:

Heretheparam eterZ2 isthequasiparticleweightforthe

m inority electrons. It has the physicalm eaning ofthe

overlap ofthe initialwave-function ofthe m ajority elec-

tronswith thewave-function oftheseelectronsafterthey

screen the potentialofan introduced m inority electron.

The chem icalpotential�2 is shifted with respect to its

barezerovalueby theinteraction with them ajority elec-

trons. This e�ect is analogousto the polaronic shift of

the bottom ofthe band. The sam e polaronic e�ect in-

troduces the renorm alization ofthe electron m ass,m 2.

There are two im portantpointsworth m entioning here:

(i) �2 cannot introduce linear in p corrections to the

spectrum ,and (ii) the sign ofm 2 is unknown,we will

assum ethatitisrenorm alized to a positivevalue.

The param eters Z2, �2, and m 2 (recallthat we are

discussing the case of n2 = 0) are determ ined by the

integration overlargem om entaoftheorderofpF 1.That

iswhythey can notbecalculated from the�rstprinciples

and we treatthem asinputparam etersofthe theory.If

the interaction in the m ajority sectoris weak,then the

calculation of �2, and m 2 is possible. The im aginary

partofthe rem ainderofthe retarded self-energy can be

presented in the form (seeAppendix A)

� Im~�2 (�;p)=
�
p
2m 2j�j

pF 1

�

f

�
p2

2m 2j�j

�

+ O

�
p

pF 1

��

;

(31)

wheref(x)isa dim ensionlessfunction with properties

f(x)=

8
<

:

2=3 x ! 0

x1=2 x ! 1 :

(32)

The above self-energy describes in particular the �nite

lifetim e of the m inority electrons with respect to the

em ission ofthe electron-hole pairs in the m ajority liq-

uid.The rate ofthisdecay isproportionalto �3=2.This

isdi�erentfrom theusual�2 ln� forthetwo dim ensional

Ferm iliquid because there is no Ferm isurface for the

m inority electronsform ed yet. However,the quasiparti-

clesare stillwellde�ned even in thiscase provided that

� � pF 1vF 1. The form ofEq.(31) follows from sim ple

dim ensionalanalysisofcorresponding diagram swhich is

elaborated upon later in this section, however the di-

m ensionlessfunction f(x)can beobtained only by direct

calculation,seeAppendix A.

Aswealready m entioned,theG reen’sfunction forthe

m inority electronsatn2 = 0 isan analytic function of�

attheuppersem iplaneIm � > 0.Therefore,thecontribu-

tion oftwo closepolesisnotdangerousand thesingular

partofthe type ofEq.(28)doesnotarise.

Concludingthissubsection,weem phasizethatwehave

assum ed that the curvature ofthe spectrum at k = 0

for the m inority electrons is positive. All the further

schem e is based on this assum ption, which we cannot

justify for arbitrary interaction strength. W e willnot

speculate on the alternative scenario in this paper. For

m ore inform ation on the m inority G reen’sfunction and

self-energy wereferthe readerto Appendix A.

2. Vertex functions -generalde�nitions

To characterize interaction ofthe m inority electrons

with each otheraswellaswith them ajority electronswe

willneed 2n-pointvertex functions,which we denote by

�
j1:::jn
i1:::in

(P out
1 ;:::P out

n ;P in
1 ;:::P

in
n ),and de�ne as
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� i(2�)3�

 
nX

k= 1

�
P
out
k � P

in
k

�
!

�
j1:::jn
i1:::in

(P out
1 ;:::P

out
n ;P in

1 ;:::P
in
n )=

Z

dR
out
1 :::dR

out
n dR

in
1 :::dR

in
n (33)

� exp

 

� i

nX

k= 1

�
P
out
k R

out
k � P

in
k R

in
k

�
!

hT ̂j1(R
out
1 )::: ̂jn (R

out
n ) ̂

y

j1
(R in

1 )::: ̂
y

jn
(R in

n )i
am p

:

The externallegson each diagram aream putated.

Because ofspin conservation,the num ber ofincom ing legs with j = 1(2) equals to the num ber ofoutgoing legs

with j= 1(2).Becauseofthe Ferm istatisticsthe vertex function isantisym m etricwith respectto the perm utations

ofoutgoing legs

�
j1:::jn
i1:::;ik ;:::;il;:::;in

�
P
out
1 ;:::;P

out
ik

;:::;P
out
il

:::;P
out
n ;P in

1 ;:::P
in
n

�
=

� �
j1:::jn
i1:::;il;:::;ik ;:::;in

�
P
out
1 ;:::;P

out
il

;:::;P
out
ik

:::;P
out
n ;P in

1 ;:::P
in
n

�
; (34)

and havethe sam eproperty forthe ingoing ones.

O uraim isto identify the relation ofthe Ferm iliquid

constantswith the vertex functionsin the theory.To do

thatwefollow thestandard procedureoftheFerm iliquid

theory and explicitly separatethosecontributionsto ver-

tex functions that contain possible singularities. There

are two sources ofsingularities: (i) overlapsofpoles of

twoG reen’sfunctions,seeEq.(28),and (ii)theCoulom b

propagator.Exactvertex functionsEq.(33)can bebuilt

using �
qp

1 and V0 asthebasicbuilding blocksin addition

to the nonsingularpartof�:

�
j1:::jn
i1:::in

� �
j1:::jn
i1:::in

�
�
�
irreducible

: (35)

Here \irreducible" m eans that � com prises allthe dia-

gram sthat can notbe cut by one Coulom b line ortwo

m ajority G reen’s functions. M ore precisely,in each di-

agram reducible in two m ajority electronswe substitute

onlythesm ooth partoftheproductoftwocorresponding

G reen’sfunctions

G 1

�

P +
Q

2

�

G 1

�

P �
Q

2

�

! ’(P ;Q ); (36)

seeEq.(28).Irreduciblevertices(35)obey the antisym -

m etry relation (34).

The totalvertex function can be quite easily found

from the irreducible ones. The corresponding relation

forthe4-pointvertex function ispresented on Fig.7.In

thisschem e the Ferm iliquid param etersare going to be

determ ined by the vertex W .

The3-pointirreducible(in thesam esenseas�)vertex

function B i(P ;Q )satis�esthe W ard identity

B i(P ;0)= 1�
@�i(�;p)

@�
; (37)

where P = (�;p). Notice that due to the irreducibility

de�nition,seeEq.(36),thequestion oftheorderoflim its

isresolved autom atically.

i1

i2 2

1

j

j

i1 j1

j2

i1 j1

j2

j1

j2

j1

j2

2πi
ν1

δ(ε)δ(ξ)Π1
qp

j1

2j1j
δ

2j1j
δ

i1

i2 2

1

j

j

i1

i2

j1

j2
1

1

δ
21i i

i1 j1

j2i2
1

1

i j

i j

i j

i j

Γ     = 

=

i j

i j
i

i

j

j

∆  =

i2

W  =

B  = =

i2

=   Z    1
2=   φ(P,Q)

P - Q/2

P + Q/2

1

1

+
j2

1

1

+ +

= +

- -

FIG .7:Relation ofirreducible (�,B )and reducible (�)ver-

tices.

At n2 = 0 any closed loop for the m inority electrons

vanishes,so m ajority electronsobey the standard Ferm i

liquid description,which doesnotdepend on the values

of�1212 and �
22
22.Calculation ofverticesinvolvingm inority

electrons,however,requiresknowledgeofthe irreducible

vertex functions�1212 and �
22
22;wewillneed theirvaluesat

externalm om enta m uch sm allerthan pF 1.W eintend to

provethesm allnessof�2222 and determ inethedependence
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of�1212 on externalm om enta in thisregion.The proofis

based on the dim ensionalanalysis ofeach order ofthe

perturbation theory forthe m inority vertices.

In building further perturbation theory for the �nite

density ofm inority electrons,we willuse the screened

interaction (15)asthe basic interaction propagator,be-

cause italready containsallthe singularities(28)ofthe

theory. In particular,V (! = 0;q) is always �nite and

shortrange,unlikethebareinteraction.W ewillseelater

thatthe relevantcontributionscom e from ! � vF 1q;in

thisregion,wecan easily solveEq.(16),and obtain from

Eq.(15)

V (q;!) �
1

�1

2

6
41+ F

(0)

11 �

�

1+ F
(0)

11

�2

�1V0(q)
�

ij!j

qvF 1
+ :::

3

7
5

=
1

�1

�

1+ F
(0)

11 �
q

qs
�

ij!j

qvF 1
+ :::

�

: (38)

The wavevector

qs � pF 1

�
e2

vF 1

�
1

�

1+ F
(0)

11

�2 (39)

characterizesthe screening ofthe Coulom b potentialby

m ajority electrons. For reasonable interaction strength

qs isnotthatdi�erentfrom pF 1.Thatiswhy wewillnot

write ratio qs=pF 1 in the subsequentestim atesunlessit

isnecessary fora quantitativeanalysis.

3. Vertex functions � for m inority electrons

Let us start with the vertex function involving ingo-

ing and outgoing legsform inority electrons. W e intend

to show thatthe form ofthe potential(38)and the an-

tisym m etry relation (34),guaranteesthat for the sm all

externalenergiesand m om enta,pi � pF 1;�i � vF 1pF 1,

the 2n pointfunction hasthe following structure:

�
2;:::;2

2;:::;2(P
out
1 ;:::;P

in
n )

=

(n)

�n
pi

Q

o

;

n
2m 2�i
Q 2

o�

�2 (pF 1)
n
Q n� 4

�

1+ O

�
Q

pF 1

��

;

Q �

"
nX

i= 1

�
[pini ]

2 + [pouti ]2
�
#1=2

; (40)

where
(n) isa �nitedim ensionlessfunction,obeying the

antisym m etricity relation following from Eq.(34).

Relation (40)can beshown asfollowing.Considerany

order ofthe perturbation theory (lowest non-vanishing

diagram s for 4� and 6� point vertices are shown in

Fig.8).W e noticethattherearetwo scalesin the prob-

lem . The �rst,\ultraviolet" scale is determ ined by the

m ajority electrons,i.e. the wavevectorsofthe order of

pF 1 and the energies ofthe order ofvF 1pF 1. The sec-

ond,\infrared" scaleisdeterm ined by them om enta and

energiesoftheexternallegs,i.e.thescaleoftheintegra-

tion overthe m om entum and energy is qiven by Q and

Q 2=(2m 2) respectively. Statem ent (40) is the obvious

consequence ofthe perturbation theory for infrared di-

agram s. Indeed,the lowestordernonvanishing diagram

forthe2n-pointfunction containsn interaction linesand

n electron m inorityG reen functions,seeFig.8.Calculat-

ing a diagram in thisregim e one can use approxim ation

(38)for the interaction potential. The constantpartof

the potential(corresponding to contactinteration)can-

cels im m ediately from the whole theory (i.e. from any

vertex function �)when being substituted in any inter-

action line, see e.g. Fig.4., due to the antisym m etry

relation (34),which isa sim plem anifestation ofthe fact

that spinless ferm ions are not sensitive to the contact

interaction.O nly doestherem aining partoftheinterac-

tion

�V (q;!)= �
1

�1

�
q

qs
+

ij!j

qvF 1

�

contributetothe�nalanswer.Then anyinfrared integral

like

In =

Z

d
2
pd�[�V (p;�)]n[G 2(p;�)]

n

[we om it externalm om enta here]can be m ade dim en-

sionlessby expressing allm om enta in unitsofQ ,and all

energiesin unitsofQ 2=2m 2.Thisway,weobtain

In = Q
2 Q 2

2m 2

�
Q 2

2m 2

� � n �
Q

m 2pF 1

� n

�

�
dim ensionless

function

�

;

which clearly hastheform ofEq.(40).Inclusion ofaddi-

tionalm interaction linesbearingsm allm om entaintothe

tree leveldiagram sin Fig.8,providesadditionalsm all-

ness(Q =pF 1)
m .

This procedure of�nding the scaling form ofthe m i-

nority vertex function � relies on assum ption that the

integralsaredeterm ined by thesm allm om entum region.

To justify this assum ption,let us show that the contri-

bution from the ultravioletis alwayssm all. Indeed,let

usseparatethe contribution into � from Eq.(40)where

allthe integralsare determ ined by the ultravioletparts.

Then wecan introducethem om entum scalek� = ApF 1,

whereA isa num ericalcoe�cientsm allerthan 1,and re-

strictintegration overm om enta by k > k� and overthe

energy by j�j> vF 1k
�,and callthiscontribution ~�. Be-

causethe integralsarerestricted to the high m om entum

region,~� isan analyticfunction ofitsexternalm om enta



11

2 2

22

2

2

2

2

2

2

FIG .8:Lowestordercontributionsto4-and 6-pointm inority

vertex functions�.D ashed linesdenotethenon-constantpart

of the screened Coulom b interaction �V , internallines are

m inority propagators G 2. Black triangles denote the vertex

B ,see Fig.7.

and energiesand can be expanded in Taylorseries. Be-

cause ofthe antisym m etricity constraint (34),the �rst

nonvanishing term has the form (put allexternalener-

giesto 0 forthe sakeofsim plicity):

~�
2;:::;2

2;:::;2(P
out
1 ;:::;P

in
n )’

1

[pF 1]
2n� 4

�1
(41)

�

Q

i< j

Q

k< l

�

p
(in)

i � p
(in)

j

�

�

�

p
(out)

k
� p

(out)

l

�

[k�]
n(n� 1)

:

Because,by construction,k� is di�erent from pF 1 only

by a num ericalfactor,this estim ate is sm aller than the

resultofEq.(40)by a factorof(Q =pF 1)
n
2
� 4
,forn > 2.

The case ofthe 4-pointvertex is special{ ultraviolet

and infrared estim ates have the sam e powers ofpF 1 in

the denom inator. It m eans that this vertex function is

uniform ly contributed by allenergy scales. Therefore,

function 
(2),m ay contain logarithm icdependenceofthe

high energy scale pF 1. Indeed,the directcalculation of

thisparticularvertex shown in Appendix B gives

�
2;2

2;2

�
P
out
1 ;P

out
2 ;P in

1 ;P
in
2

�
= (42)

1

�2

Q 2

[pF 1]
2

�


1 ln
Q

pF 1
+ 
2 + O

�
Q

pF 1

��

;

where the dim ensionless functions 
i describe the de-

pendence on the externalm om enta and energies: 
i =


i

�n
pj

Q

o

;

n
2m 2�j

Q 2

o�

. From the dim ensional analysis

above,itfollowsthatallthe leading graphsshould have

one infrared loop sim ilarto the tree leveldiagram s. All

otherloopsm ustbeultraviolet{ theirroleisthe\dress-

ing" ofthe verticesofthe tree-leveldiagram s[black tri-

angles in Fig.8]. This dressing changes the num erical

coe�cientin the�nalexpressionsbutdoesnota�ectthe

analyticstructureofEq.(40).

4. Vertex functions � involving m inority and m ajority

electrons

The nextobjectto consideristhe vertex function in-

volvingboth m inority and m ajority spins.W estartfrom

thesim plestvertex�1212 with twom inorityand twom ajor-

ity legs. This objectcharacterizesthe correction to the

sim ple Coulom b interaction between m inority and m a-

jority electrons,the lowest order diagram s contributing

to thisvertex areshown on Fig.9.W ewillbeinterested

in the behaviorofthisvertex when the energy and m o-

m entum transfersaresm allin com parison with theFerm i

energy and Ferm im om entum ofm ajority electrons,but

arearbitrary in com parison with energy and m om entum

ofm inority electrons.Furtherm ore,we are interested in

thesituation,wherethem ajority legsarenearly on-shell.

W e intend to show,thatthisvertex hasthe form

�1�
12
12(P

out
1 ;P

out
2 ;P in

1 ;P
in
2 )= 


(2)

12 +
p1 � p2

[pF 1]
2
�
(2)

12 (43)

+ O

�
�

�F 1

�

+ O

�
�1

�F 1

�

+ O

 �
p2

pF 1

�2
!

:

P
in
1;2 =

�

�1;2 �
!

2
; p1;2 �

k

2

�

;

P
out
1;2 =

�

�1;2 �
!

2
;p1;2 �

k

2

�

; �1 = vF 1 (jp1j� pF 1)

where

(2)

12 and �
(2)

12 are�nite num ericalcoe�cients.

To understand the relation (43),we notice that it is

equivalent to the statem ent that �1212 can be expanded

in a Taylorseriesasa function ofm om enta and energy

ofthem inority electrons.Theform oftheterm linearin

p2 isguarded by therotationaland tim ereversalsym m e-

tries.W hatweneed toproveisthattheTaylorexpansion

indeed exists.Thiswould betrueifthedom inantcontri-

bution to the vertex cam e from the \ultraviolet" region

[in the sam esenseasused forderivation ofEq.(41)].

Theonly suspiciousregion wherethenon-analyticde-

pendence ofP 2 can arise is the infrared integration in

thediagram swhich arereduciblein onem inorityand one

m ajorityline,seeFig.9.(a)and (b).Indeed,only in this

case is the appearance ofthe overlaping poles possible,

which m ay lead to thenonalyticity.Letus,however,ex-

am ine the expressions for both those diagram s in m ore

detail.Letuswritetheiranalyticexpression:

Fig:9:(a)+ Fig:9:(b)’

Z

d
d 2
q�

� V (q+ ;
+ )V (q� ;
� )G 2 (�2 � 
;p2 � q))

� [G1 (�1 + 
;p 1 + q)+ G 1 (�1 � 
;p1 � q)]

q� = q �
k

2
; 
� = 
�

!

2
(44)

where the screened potentialis given by Eq.(15). The

dangerouscontribution m aycom eonlyfrom thepolepart
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/22p - k1p - k /2

2p + k /21p + k /2

1p - k /2

1p + k /2

2p + k /2

/22p - k

1

1 1

12

2

2

2

(a) (b)

FIG .9:Lowestorderdiagram sfor�12.

ofthe m ajority G reen’S function (26).Forjpj= pF 1 we

have

G 1 (�;p + q)= � G1 (� �;p1 � q); (45)

which isnothing butthe electron-holesym m etry forlin-

earized spectrum . Therefore,the two term s in brackets

in Eq.(44)canceleach otherat�1;�1 = 0,and therefore

no infrared contribution is possible. Allthe corrections

associated with the electron-hole asym m etry ofm ajor-

ity electronshave atleastone extra powerofthe Ferm i

energy �F 1 in the denom inator.

Itisclearthatthesam eargum entabouttheelectron-

holesym m etry rem ainsvalid even iftheinteraction lines

V are replaced by the dressed vertices (43),and there-

fore,the form (43) persists in allofthe orders ofthe

perturbation theory.

So far,weestablished thatthe infrared partofthedi-

agram sinvolving m utualscattering ofone m inority and

one m ajority electrons does not contribute because of

theelectron-holesym m etry ofthem ajority system .Itis

clearthatthe above reasoning can be applied to higher

orderverticesaswell.Forfurtheranalysis,we willneed

only the 6-pointvertex involving one m ajority and two

m inority electrons. Repeating allofthe above consider-

ation and taking into accountthe antysim m etricity (34)

with respect to the perm utations ofthe m inority elec-

trons,we �nd with logarithm ic accuracy (the m ajority

electronsareassum ed to be on shell):

�1�
122
122

�
P
out
1 ;P

out
2 ;P

out
3 ;P in

1 ;P
in
2 ;P

in
3

�
=

�
pin2 � pin3

�
� (pout2 � pout3 )

[pF 1]
4

�



(3)

122 ln

�
pF 1

m ax(pin
2
;pin

3
; pout

2
;pout

3
)

�

+ O (1)

�

;

(46)

where 

(3)

122 is the coe�cient of the order of unity; we

willnot need its value in the subsequent consideration.

This form ula m ay be understood as the dependence of

the prefactorin the two-particlevertex function (42)on

the density ofthe m ajority electrons.

5. Vertex functions W

The established dependence of the vertex functions

�1212;�
22
22 enablesusto�nd thedependenceoffunctionsW

from Fig.7. explicitly. W e willsee laterthatthe value

ofW on shellisdirectly related to the Ferm iliquid con-

stants. W e solve the diagram atic equation in Fig.7. at

q� pF 1,and ! � vF 1pF 1.Underthiscondition,wem ay

replace B i(P ;Q )! B i(P ;0)and use the W ard identity

(37). M oreover,on m ajority shellB 1(P ;0)= 1=Z1 and

for � � vF 1pF 1 and p � pF 1,B 2(P ;0) = 1=Z2. This

yieldsat! � vF 1q

W
22
22(P 1;P 2;!;q)=

1

Z 2
2�1

�

1+ F
(0)

11 �
ij!j

qvF 1

�

�
2Z1
12

Z2�1
�

2

6
4

�

1+ F
(0)

11

�2

Z 2
2

�
2Z1
12

�

1+ F
(0)

11

�

Z2

+ (Z1
12)
2

3

7
5

1

�21V0(q)
:

(47)

The leading correction to Eq.(47)com esfrom Eq.(42)

and ithasthe estim ate (p1=pF 1)
2 ln(p21=p

2
F 1). The m o-

m entum dependence ofthe vertices B give a correction

ofthe orderof(p1=pF 1)
2.W e neglectthe correctionsof

thiskind.

The other function we need in further calculations is

W 12
12(P 1;P 2;!;q). The Coulom b interaction line does

not
ip thespin oftheelectron and thereforethisobject

is determ ined solely by the irreducible vertex (43). W e

�nd

W
12
12 (P 1;P 2;!;q)= �



(2)

12

�1
�
(p1 + p2)

2 � q2

�1 [pF 1]
2

�
(2)

12
: (48)
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Them inussign hereisassociated with thechangeofthe

direction atwhich the irreducible vertex entersthe dia-

gram .

In thefollowing subsection wewilluseEq.(47)to �nd

the valueofthe Ferm iliquid param eters.

C . System near fullpolarization

In this subsection we will take the following route.

First, we calculate the changes in the G reen function

due to the �nite density m inority electrons but consid-

ering their spectrum unchanged at n2 = 0. Second,we

com putechangein thevertex functionsdueto the �nite

density. Finally,we use the vertex functionsto recalcu-

latethespectrum ofthem inority and m ajority electrons,

thus determ ining the Ferm iliquid function. The sm all

param eterjustifying the procedureisn2=N � 1.

1. G reen functions

For nonzero m inority electron density n2 > 0; n2 �

n1 we begin our discussion by considering the m inority

G reen function ~G 2 (hereinafter G reen functions and n-

pointfunctionswith tildeareunderstood atn2 > 0,while

theabsenceofthetildeim pliesn2 = 0).Finitedensity of

m ajorityelectronsleadstotheappearanceofthepositive

chem icalpotential~�2 and theshiftofthepolein Eq.(29)

to the upper sem iplane,at Re � < 0. This change is

described as

~G 2(�;p)= G2(�+ ~�2;p)+ �G2(�;p)+ �G
sm
2 (�;p): (49a)

The second term in Eq.(49a)originatesfrom the quasi-

particlepole ofthe G reen function

�G2 = i2�Z2�

�

� + ~�2 �
p2

2m 2

�

� (pF 2 � p); (49b)

where �(x) is the Heaviside step-function. Here we ne-

glected thecorrection to theparabolicspectrum and will

restorethisdependencelateron.W ithin thisapproxim a-

tion,~�2 = p2F 2=2m 2.

The lastterm in Eq.(49a)giveszero while integrated

over� only in the vicinity ofthe m inority Ferm isurface.

However,thisterm isnotan analyticfunction of� in the

uppersem iplaneand thereforeitgives�nitecontribution

to thedensity.In theleading orderin n2 itcan befound

from Fig.10 and equalsto

�G
sm
2 (�;p)=

i[G 2(�;p)]
2

Z

�2222 (P ;P 1;P ;P 1)�G2(P 1)
d3P 1

(2�)3

= � n2Z2�
22
22 (P ;0;P ;0)[G 2(�;p)]

2
: (49c)

FIG .10:Contribution to �� 2.Theinternallinedenotes�G 2.

In thisexpression weim plied thatonly p � pF 2 willcon-

tribute to the observable quantitiesand thatis why we

puttwo argum entofthevertex function to zero.Forthe

sam ereason,the chem icalpotential~�2 can be neglected

in the argum entofthe G reen function.

Thepresenceofthesm ooth term (49c)iscrucialforthe

gaugeinvarianceofthetheory.In particular,itprovides

thecancellation ofgauge-noninvariantfactorZ2 from the

observable quantities. As an exam ple,we calculate the

electron density n2. Using Eqs.(49) and the fact that

G 2(�)isanalyticforIm � > 0,we�nd

n2 = � i

Z
d3P

(2�)3
e
i0�
G 2(P )= Z2

Z
d2p

(2�)2
� (pF 2 � p)

+ in2Z2

Z
d3P

(2�)3
�2222 (P ;0;P ;0)G 2(�;p)

2

=
Z2p

2
F 2

4�
� n2 (Z2 � 1); (50)

wherein thelasttransform ation weused theW ard iden-

tity (37),and

@�2

@�

�
�
�
�! 0

= 1�
1

Z2

:

Itisseen from from Eq.(50)thatthequasiparticleweight

Z2 is cancelled and the Landau theorem n2 = p2F 2=4�

holds.

2. Vertex functions: Ferm iliquid param eters and their

corrections.

To calculate the Ferm iliquid constantFij(dn1n2) one

m ay startfrom the standard expression,seeFig.11.

Fij(dn1n2)= � ZiZj�1W
ij

ij (P ;P ;q;! = 0); (51)

P =

�
pF in1 + pF jn2

2
;� = 0

�

; q = pF in1 � pF jn2;

where the factor �1 is introduced in order to m ake the

constants dim ensionless. Notice, that with the vertex

functions de�ned as in the previous section,the usual
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ij n n1 2

i j

i j

Z jiν1

p

1
p p

2

p
2

F (      ) =       Z 
1

FIG .11:D e�nition ofFerm i-liquid constants.

δG2

1

1 2

2

1 2

1 2 1 2

1 2

1G δG2 1G δG2

(b) (c)

(a)

FIG .12: Leading contributions to F12. The �lled hexagon

denotesthe irreducible vertex �122122.

problem on non-com m uting lim its ! ! 0;q ! 0 does

notariseatall.

Forthem ajority electronsEq.(51)isjustaform aldef-

inition which doesnotbringanythingnew.Actually,this

de�nition wasalready used in thederivation ofEqs.(15)

and (18). For the m inority electrons,Eq.(51) actually

allowsonetocalculatetheFerm iliquid param eters.Sub-

stituting Eq.(48)into Eq.(51)we�nd

F12 (dn1n2)= Z1Z2

�



(2)

12 +
pF 2

pF 1
�
(2)

12 n1 � n2

�

: (52)

In order to �nd F22 we substitute Eq. (47) into

Eq.(51). Using zero angular harm onics ofEq.(52) to

elim inate constant

(2)

12 ,weobtain Eq.(22).

Thederivation presented hereisstilltoo cavalier.The

expression (22),forinstance,containsthedependenceon

the density ofthe m ajority electrons. However,thisde-

pendencecam esolelyfrom them om entum dependenceof

thevertexfunctionsW 22
22 which wascalculated atn2 = 0.

Finite density n2 leads to the contributions from the

closed loopsofthe m inority electronsand thusto m odi-

�cation ofW 22
22.To provethelegitim acy ofretaining the

second term in Eq.(22),onehasto provethatthe m od-

i�cation ofW 22
22 ishigherorderin n2=N .W eturn to the

corresponding proofnow.

3. Corrections to m inority-m ajority Ferm iliquid param eter

F12

Thecorrection to theFerm i-liquid constantF12 com es

onlyfrom theirreduciblevertex.Thiscorrectionisshown

on Fig.12. (a)-(c). Contribution due to the irreducible

6-pointvertex isgiven by

Fig:12:(a)=
Z

d3P

(2�)3
�G2 (P )�

122
122

�
P
out
1 ;P

out
2 ;P ;P in

1 ;P
in
2 ;P

�
:

Using Eqs.(46)and (49b),wearriveto theestim ate

Fig:12:(a)/ (n2)
2
;

and this contribution is negligible. Contributions of

Fig.12. (b) and (c) are not sm allseparately but their

sum is. Presense of�-function in Eq.(49b) guarantees

them om entum andenergytransfertobesm all,therefore,

theexpansion (43)forthevertex functionsislegitim ate.

W e thus�nd

Fig:12:(b)+ Fig:12:(c)=

�

12

�1

� 2 Z
d3P

(2�)3
�G2 (P )

� [G1 (�;p + q)+ G1 (� �;p � q)]: (53)

Contribution from the pole partsofthe m ajority G reen

functionsiscancelled dueto theelectron-holesym m etry,

com pare with Eq.(44),and we obtain the �nite contri-

bution proportionalto atleastthe �rstpowerofn2.

4. Corrections to m inoroty Ferm iliquid param eter F22

Sim ilarly,correctionsto theFerm iliquid constantF22
are determ ined by the six-point irreducible vertex,see

Fig.13.(a)and by thesum ofsix graphsdeterm ined by

4-pointverticesW 22
22 from Eq.(47),see Fig.13.(b)-(g).

Contribution ofthe�rstgraph isestim ated with thehelp

ofEq.(40)forn = 3 and Eq.(49b):

Fig:13:(a)=
Z

d3P

(2�)3
�G2 (P )�

222
222

�
P
out
1 ;P

out
2 ;P ;P in

1 ;P
in
2 ;P

�

’

�
pin1 � pin2

�
� (pout1 � pout2 )

�1[pF 1]2
;

wheretheexternalm om enta areassum ed to beon shell.

This result can be understood as the correction to the

argum entofthe logarithm in Eq.(42). Because we al-

ready neglected the term (42) in Eq.(47) as produc-

ing (n2=N )ln(n2=N ) correction,keeping the correction

ofFig.13.(a)would be also beyond the accuracy ofthe

calculation and wecan neglectit.

Each term in thereduciblegraphsFig.(b)-(e)isnot

sm allbuttheirsum is.O ne �nds
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Fig:13:(b)+ � � � + Fig:13:(e)=

Z
d3Q

(2�)3
[�G2(P 2 + Q )G 2(P 1 + Q )+ G 2(P 2 + Q )�G2(P 1 + Q )]

�

�

W 22

�

P 1 +
Q

2
;P 2 +

Q

2
;Q

�

� W22

�

Q +
P 1 + P 2

2
;
P 1 + P 2

2
;P 2 � P1

��2

: (54)

TheG reen function �G2 from Eq.(49b)restricttheinte-

gration in theinfrared region,whereonecan useEq.(47)

for function W 22,and Eqs.(29)and (30)forthe G reen

function G 2.TheconstantpartofW 22 im m ediately can-

cels,and we repeatthe dim ensionalanalysiswhich lead

us to estim ate (40). This im m ediately yields the result

proportionalto n2,which can be neglected.

The lasttwo diagram sareanalyzed in the sam e m an-

ner:

Fig:13:(f)+ Fig:13:(g)=

Z
d3Q

(2�)3
I(P 1;P 2;Q )

I(P 1;P 2;Q )= [�G2(P 2 + Q )G 2(P 1 � Q )+ G2(P 2 + Q )�G2(P 1 � Q )]W22

�

P 1 +
Q

2
;P 2 +

Q

2
;Q

�

�

�

W 22

�

P 1 +
Q

2
;P 2 +

Q

2
;Q

�

� W22

�
P 1 + P 2

2
� Q ;

P 1 + P 2

2
+ Q ;Q + P 1 � P2

��

:

Shiftingtheintegration variable,wereplaceI(P 1;P 2;Q )! [I(P 1;P 2;Q )+ I(P 1;P 2;Q + P 2� P1)]=2in theintegrand

and �nd

Fig:13:(f)+ Fig:13:(g)=
1

2

Z
d3Q

(2�)3
[�G2(P 2 + Q )G 2(P 1 � Q )+ G2(P 2 + Q )�G2(P 1 � Q )]

�

�

W 22

�

P 1 +
Q

2
;P 2 +

Q

2
;Q

�

� W22

�
P 1 + P 2

2
� Q ;

P 1 + P 2

2
+ Q ;Q + P 1 � P2

��2

:

Sim ilarly to Eq.(54),ityieldstheresultproportionalto

the �rstpowerofn2.

5. Finalrem arks

Let us now discuss the e�ect ofthe �nite density of

m inority electronson them ajority electrons.Firstly,one

observes that the m inority polarization operator is not

sm all: � 2 = �2 at m om entum transfer q < 2pF 2 and

decays as � 2 ’ �2(pF 2=q)
2 at larger m om enta. Naive

calculation ofthecorrection to them ajority Ferm iliquid

param eterF11(�)giveslargecontribution to theforward

scattering for angles � < pF 2=pF 1. This contribution,

however,is cancelled out from any closed loop for the

m ajority electrons,seeFig.14.Theeasiestway to seeit,

isby noticingthatany closed loop with arbitrarynum ber

ofscalarverticesvanishesdue to the gaugeinvarianceif

one ofthe m om enta equalsto zero. Therefore,one m ay

gaugeaway thosecontributionsfrom thevery beginning,

and leaveonly processeswith m om entum transferofthe

orderofpF 1. In this region,correction to the m ajority

loops due to the presence ofa nonvanishing density of

m inority electronsisalready sm allas[pF 2=pF 1]
2,which

ones again results in the correction proportionalto the

�rstpowerofn2.

Before concluding this subsection we have to derive

Eq.(8b) governing the renorm alization ofthe m inority

m ass. Taking the expression ofF12 into account from

Eq.(52)we see thatthe largeratio pF 1=pF 2 in Eq.(24)

is cancelled in the angle-dependentterm ,and hence we

obtain a renorm alization ofthe inverse m ass 1=m by a

quantity oforder1=m 1. Utilizing the expression (43)of

�12,we can im m ediately see,thatfurthercorrectionsto

the�rstharm onicofF12 aresm allerbyatleastn2=N and

henceresultin anonsingularrenorm alizationofthem ass.

O n the otherhand,the �rstharm onic ofF22 isnonana-

lytic,oforder
p
n2=N .Thisim pliesthatatzerom inority

density the renorm alization ofthe m inority m assisdue

to the m ajority \background" described by F12,and at

�nite densitiesitcan be attributed to theresidualinter-

action (described by F22 via therealpartofV )between
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FIG .13: Leading contributions to F22. The �lled hexagon

denotestheirreduciblevertex �
222

222.Foreach ofthediagram s

(b)-(g)there existsa counterpartobtained by swapping �G 2

and G 2.

2

2

1
1 1

+ = 02 2

1 1

1 1

FIG .14: Exam ple for the cancellation ofthe singularity in

forward scattering.Them ajority loop can befurtherdressed

in allpossible ways.

m inority quasiparticles.

To sum m arize the content of this subsection, we

showed by explicitanalysisofallordersofperturbation

theory,thatthenaivederivation oftheFerm iliquid con-

stantsforthetwo
uid m odel,Eq.(22),and them inority

DO S,Eq.(8b),isparam etrically justi�ed atn2 � N .

IV . SU M M A R Y

In conclusion we studied the alm ost fully polarized

two-dim ensionalelectron liquid.W ehaveshown thatas-

sum ing (i)the stability ofthem ajority Ferm i-liquid and

(ii) the positive renorm alization of the m inority m ass,

no m atter how sm allthe density of the m inority spin

electrons is,the Ferm itwo-liquid description is always

consistant. M oreover,m icroscopic analysism ade itpos-

sibleto�nd theconnection between di�erentFerm iliquid

param aters,thereby reducingthenum berofindependent

param etersby one.

The established Ferm iliquid description enable us to

predictim portantrelationsbetween di�erenttherm ody-

nam icobservablesofthe system ,see Subsec.IIB.
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A P P EN D IX A

In this Appendix we justify the form ofthe m inority

self-energy given in Eq.(31) and calculate the dim en-

sionlessfunction f(x). Clearly,\ultraviolet" self-energy

diagram s [in the sense discussed after Eq.(40)]can be

expanded in Taylor series in both p2 and �. These di-

agram s are responsible for the renorm alization of the

chem icalpotential(to som e negative orzero value),the

m inority m ass(which isassum ed to bepositive)and the

quasiparticleweightZ2.Allnonanalyticbehaviorofthe

zerom inoritydensityself-energym ustcom efrom the\in-

frared",where a perturbation expansion becom espossi-

blein term softhesm allnonconstantpartofthescreened

interaction.

O ur strategy is the following. W e �rst calculate the

contribution to the im aginary partofthe m inority self-

energy �2(�;p) com ing from the diagram in Fig. 15.

Then,we willarguethatallotherinfrared diagram sare

sm allerby a factorofatleast[p=pF 1]
2.Thecontribution

ofFig.15.to the self-energy is

�2(�;p)= i

Z
d2q

(2�)2

Z
d!

2�
�V (!;q)G2(� + !;p + q)B22:

Forthe im aginary partweobtain

� Im �2(�;jpj)= Z2Im

Z
d2q

(2�)2
�

�

� �
[p + q]2

2m 2

�

�(A1)

V

�
[p + q]2

2m 2

� � � i0;jqj

�

:

Thetheta function restrictsthedom ain ofintegration to

m om enta (p+ q)2 < 2m 2�.Since� � �F 1 wecan further

sim plify theaboveform ulaby (i)usingtheW ard identity

Eq.(37),thuse�ectively setting B 2 = 1=Z2,and (ii)by

expandingthescreened potentialV accordingtoEq.(38)

forsm allenergiesand m om enta and for! � vF 1q.This

way wearriveto

� Im �2(�;jpj) = �
1

�1Z2

Z
d2q

(2�)2
� (A2)

� � [p + q]2=2m 2

vF 1jqj
�
�
2m 2� � [p + q]2

�
:
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FIG . 15: Lowest order contribution to the m inority self-

energy.The dashed linedenotesthescreened Coulom b inter-

action ~V ,see text,the solid line is the m inority propagator

G 2.Black triangleswillbe explained in Subsec.IIIA.

Calculating the integraland retrieving the realpart of

theself-energy in a way to m akeitanalyticon theupper

half-plane,wearriveto Eq.(31)

� ~�2(�;jpj)=
�
p
� 2m2� + i0

pF 1
f

�
p2

2m 2�

�

;

with the dim ensionlessfunction f being

f(x)=
4

9�

n

5(1� x)K (x1=2)� 2(1+ 4x)E (x1=2)

o

;

(A3)

where K (y) [E (y)]denotes the usualcom plete elliptic

integralofthe �rst[second]kind.

Note,however,that the above calculated expression

of the self-energy does not contain the full real part,

sincean arbitrary analyticfunction ofenergy (with pos-

sible m om entum dependence)could stillbe added.This

m eans that one cannot retrieve the real part of the

self-energy,an inherently ultravialet quantity,from the

infrared-related im aginary part.

The contribution ofhigherorderinfrared diagram sis

oforder m axf�=�F 1;[p=pF 1]
2g because ofthe sm allness

ofthe nonconstantpartofthe screened interaction V in

the infrared region ofm om enta and energies.

A P P EN D IX B

In Appendix B we outline the derivation ofEq.(42),

which was obtained using a sim ple dim ension-counting

argum ent.Asalready m entioned,the leading ordercon-

tribution to the vertex �
2;2

2;2 com es from the irreducible

treeleveldiagram sFig.4.(a),(b),(d)and (e).

Let us �rst pick diagram (a) and its crossed coun-

terpart,(d) and write their contribution to the vertex

�
2;2

2;2(P 1;P 2;P 1;P 2)up to an overallfactoras

Z

d
2
q

Z

d! G 2(!;q)V (!;q � p1)� (B1)

[G 2(!;q) V (!;q � p2)�

G 2(!;q + p2 � p1)V (!;q � p1)]:

Heretheenergiesoftheexternallegswereputto zerofor

sim plicity.

In the infrared region (q < Q ) we deform the fre-

quency integration contour,expand therenorm alized in-

teraction V for! < vF 1q � pF 1 according to Eq.(38),

and introduce the dim ensionless integration variables

x = q=Q ;y = � 2m2!=Q
2.W e obtain

�
2;2

2;2 = i
1

�
p1

Q
;
p2

Q

�
1

�2

Q 2

[pF 1]
2
� (B2)

Z 1

0

xdx

Z xpF 1=Q

0

dy
y

(y+ x2)2
;

where the sm ooth, dim ensionless real function 
1 de-

scribes the dependence on the externalm om enta. This

integralislogarithm icaly divergentatthe upperlim itof

the integration overy. Correctionsm ay com e from the

further expansion of the potentialV : these, however,

result in a convergent integral,and are therefore sm all

com pared to the leading logarithm icbehavior.

In the ultravioletregion (q > Q )the integration m o-

m entum isalwaysbiggerthan the externalm om enta,so

we can Taylorexpand the integralaround p1 = p2 = 0.

Since the square bracket in Eq.(B1) vanishes for zero

externalm om enta,and because ofrotationalinvariance,

the expansion m ust start with Q 2
2

�
p1

Q
;
p2

Q

�

,
2 being

anotherrealdim ensionlessfunction.Now wecan deform

the contour ofthe frequency integration and expand V

again. Introducing the dim ensionless param etersx and

y weobtain

�
2;2

2;2 = i
2

�
p1

Q
;
p2

Q

�
1

�2

Q 2

[pF 1]
2
� (B3)

Z 1

1

xdx

Z x pF 1

Q

0

dy

�

@
2
x +

1

x
@x

�
y

(y+ x2)2
;

an integral also logaritm ically divergent at the upper

lim it.

Theothertwodiagram sFig.4.(b)and (e)givesim ilar

contributions.Thedressing ofthescalarverticesensures

thecancellation ofthequasiparticleweightZ2 ofthem i-

norityG reen function (om itted in theaboveestim atesfor

clarity).Consequently,oneobtainsEq.(42).
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