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Universal temperature corrections to Fermi liquid theory in an interacting electron system
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We calculate analytically theffiective mass and the quasiparticle renormalization faotanielectron liquid
with long-range Coulomb interactions between electrortssmand three dimensions in the leading order den-
sity expansion. We concentrate on the temperature depeadéthe &ective mass in the limif /T < rs < 1
and show that the leading temperature correction is lineéwd dimensions and proportional T8 In (1/7) in
three dimensions (positive in both cases). We explicitlguate the cofficients, which are shown to be uni-
versal density independent parameters of the order of (inithe high-density limit). The singular temperature
corrections are due to the singularity in the dynamic digleéunction atw ~ vrg andg < 2pe. In two dimen-
sions, we predict a non-monotoniffective mass temperature dependence and find that the maxaoeums
at a temperatur@* ~ TersIn™ (1/rs). We also study the quasiparticle renormalization factdsdth three and
two dimensions.

PACS numbers: 71.10.Ay, 73.21.-b

I. INTRODUCTION ideal clean {e., no impurity disorder) and homogeneous elec-
tron system with a parabolic non-interacting energy disper

The basic postulate of Fermi liquid theory is the existence O™ o i
Before describing the main results and the structure of our

of a one-to-one correspondence between the states in a free X . . o2 .
Fermi gas and an interacting quantum system. This allows on2Per, et us briefly discuss previous studies in the subject
to use the non-interacting language in describing quarigm | The first WOI’E epr|C|tIy_ calculating theffective mass is QUe
uids. In particular, one can regard the interacting Ferrai sy {0 Gell-Mannt who derived a zero temperature correction to
tem as a gas of elementary quasiparticles. In this approacf€ &fective mass due to the Coulomb interaction in the high-
the number of parameters describing the state of the systef£NSity limit in three dimensions. Galitskinas developed a

is less than within the exact description. Thus, an elemend€neral scheme of calculating perturbative correctiortaéo
tary excitation is not a stationary state but a wave packet opne-particle spectrum of an interacting Fermi-systemhiAvit
stationary states which spreads with time. This leads to S Scheme, he derived corrections to the quasipartitée-e
finite life-time of elementary excitations, away from the V€ mass and lifetime for the cases of both a short-ranged
Fermi surface. However, if the inverse life-time is smalleriNtéraction and the long-ranged Coulomb interaction. &hes
than the excitation energsé, > 1, one can regard the ex- studies were again constrgmed to zero temperature. (kﬁapll
citations as stable particles. Th&eetive massn* of these and I{;\ter _Glul|§1nn_| and Quitfthave addressed the ISsue of the
particles is renormalized by the electron-electron inttioas quasiparticle lifetime temperature dependence havingdou

and can be quite ierent from the non-interacting bare elec- in two dimensions a non-analytic contribution to this quan-
tron mass (the band mass). The concept of the electron ity Ertyt o max{é2, 72} In[max{g,, T'}]. This result assures
effective mass has been a subject of investigation for ovethat the quasiparticles are well-defined excjtations ag km
fifty years. Surprisingly, the question of théfective mass 7 < T. Very recently, Chubukov and Masksrevisited the
temperafyte dependence had never been addressed until v@fpblem of non-analytic corrections to the Fermi-liquie-th
recently?@8 This can be partially explained by the fact that ory for the case of a short-ranged interaction. In particula
most of the work was performed back in the fifties and six-they showed that the leading temperature correction tofthe e
ties, when only the three-dimensional case was of intehest. fective mass is linear, similar to the results for the Coudtom
typical three-dimensional systems, the Fermi energy iy verinteraction case, which had been reported in a short nuaderic
high compared to the temperatures relevant to experimengaper earliet.

(i.e., in simple metals:Tr ~ 10°K) and thus any tempera- In this paper, we present detailed purely analytic calcula-
ture corrections are negligible. The Fermi energy in réalis tions of the &ective mass renormalization by the Coulomb
semiconductor-based two-dimensional systeems S§i MOS  interaction. We work within first order perturbation theamy
structures, GaAs heterostructures and quantum wells) may lihe screened interactiotk. within the random-phase approx-
as low as X, which makes the issue of the temperature deimation (RPA). We analytically derive the leading tempera-
pendence of Fermi liquid parameters extremely important. | ture corrections to thefiective mass in the low temperature
this paper, we obtain analytical results for the quasiplerti 7/Tr < rs and high densitys < 1 limits. In two dimen-
effective mass and the quasiparticle renormalization factor f sions, the leading correction is positive and linear in terap
two-dimensional and three-dimensional electron systems i ture with the subleading term being of the orde?éin 7 and
teracting via the realistic long-range Coulomb potent@lir  negative. The linear term cfiient is found to be a density
results employ the standard perturbation theory exparnsion independent universal number. In two dimensions, we pre-
the dynamically screened interaction and are exact in tife-hi - dict a non-monotonicféective mass temperature dependence.
density limit. We restrict ourselves entirely to the casawf The point of maximum of the curve*(T) is calculated ex-


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311559v2

plicitly and is shown to drift toward higher temperaturesas effective mass (bare mass) as$ (im). We use the following
increases. small parametersa®P) = ¢?/(rhvg) and P = &?/(hog)

For the sake of completeness, we also calculatér) in three and two dimensions respectively. These true pa-
for the case of a three-dimensional electron liquid. At highrameters of the asymptotic expansion are connected with the
densitiesrs < 1, the leading contribution is of the order usualrs-parameter as followstS?) = 7 (9r/4)/2 o©P) and
of T2In(1/T) and positive. Asrs increases, the correction rgZD) = v2a@)  In what follows we will use unitg = kg = 1.
changes its sign and*(7) monotonically decreases from its
zero temperature value.

In addition to the quasiparticleffective massn*, another A. Renormalized spectrum
important many body Fermi-liquid parameter is the quasipar
ticle renormalization factor (the-factor), which is a measure  The exact Green function for a system of interacting

of the quasiparticle SpeCtral We|ght In particular, Hfactor fermions can be expressed in terms of the Se'f-en@(gw)
defines the size of thefective Fermi surface discontinuity in g5 follows

an interacting system, and is precisely the size of the disco 3

tinuity in the momentum distribution function(p). For the G (s,p) = &~ Eo(p) + u — Z(s, p), )

non-interacting Fermi gas(p) = 6 (pr — p), and the discon-  yhere Eo(p) = p?/2m is the spectrum of non-interacting

tinuity is precisely unity whereas for an interacting syst@is  termions andu = Er is the bare chemical potential. The
discontinuity isZ < 1. Note thatZ # 0 implies the validity of  reen function can be rewritten as

Fermi liquid theory. To the best of our knowledge, there has 7
been no consistent microscopigalytic derivation of the in- G(e,p) = z - , (2)
teraction corrections to the quasipartiziéactor even in three &~ E(p) +iy(e.p)

dimensions and zero temperature. To fill this gap we caleulatwhere E(p) is the renormalized spectrum of excitations,
analytically thez-factor. The technical part of this calculation y(s, p) is the quasi-particle decay rate, afidés the residue of

is found to be more complicated than théeetive mass cal- the Green function, which determines the jump in the Fermi
culation. To get the correct result, one is required to use thdistribution atp = pr. In what follows, we mostly will be
exact forms of the polarizability to ensure the convergarice interested in the renormalized single-particle spectwhich

the final result. is connected with the real part of the self-energy as follows
Our paper is structured as follows: In Sec. Il, we give a gen-

eral introduction and derive the basic formulae for the wral E(p) = Eo(p) + ReX(e, &) 3)

ically continued self energy in first order perturbationahe e=bp

in the screened interaction in three and two dimensions. IQyhere we write the self-energy as a function of a small exci-
Sec.!' I €, we briefly discuss the structures of the interactio tation energy,:

propagator and the polarization operator in two and three di

mensions. In Sed. lll, we study the temperature dependence ©) _ P_2 o~ &( — P
of the dfective mass and also derive the asymptotic formula pT oy HE TP
for the quasipgfticli—factor in a three dimensional electron PE

liquid. In Sec, IV we study the two-dimensional case and find Hb=E(p)-u = poe (rp - pr).

that the leading temperature correction to tife@ive mass is . . . ) . )
linear and positive with the subleading term being of theeord 1he shift of the chemical potential of quasiparticles isedet
of 72In T and negative. Hence, théective mass temperature Mined by the following equation

dependence is non-monoto_nic. We explicitly derive the tem- W= =2(0,0;u). (4)
peraturel* at which the maximum of:*(T') occurs. We show
that the non-analytic contribution to th&ective mass is due
to the singularity of the polarization operatorat~ veg and & = ff)O) n Re[Z (8 - fp,fp) -3(0, 0)]' (5)

g < 1. We also discuss the asymptotic behavior of the quasi-

particle renormalization factor in two dimensions and showSolving the linear equation, we obtain the following foriaul
that within the RPA approximation the correction is indeed fi for the renormalizedféective mass:

From the above equations, it follows:

nite and negative. We emphasize that this result is due to a m'(T) 1 0 -1
subtle cancellation of the logarithmic singularities i ( )- el [1 t ReX(e, .fp)] ) (6)
derivative. These kinds of singularities persist in higbrelers ’ #6=0
of perturbation theory. with
-1
Z= [1 - % ReX(e, g—‘p)] @)
II. GENERAL FORMULAE &4p=0
In the perturbative regime, théfective mass reads:
In this section, we give basic fqrmulae WhiCh will be used m*(T) 9 9

for actual calculations. We consider a spin degeneracy fac- =1-|—+ - |ReX(s. &) , 8
tor of 2 throughout the paper. We denote the quasiparticle " de O &6p=0




B. Self-energy in the RPA approximation. (a)
In first order perturbation theory in interaction, the Mdisu

i N e R S %
ara self-energy can be written as (see Fig.B1a):

SewD) =T 3 6(6r ~ om - OD(m ). (9) N 3;57 § N

whereg, = n(2n + 1)T is the fermion Matsubara frequency,
w, = 2rmT is the boson Matsubara frequency, d@hdik the (b)
temperature. The functio®(q, w,,) denotes the coupling to A
a collective mode (phonon, plasmon, electron-hole excitat
etc.), i.e., an dfective interaction.

For analytical calculations, it is more convenient to use th
self-energy as a function of the real frequenrcsather than + ~ oo + ..
the Matsubara frequeney,. It is knowrt that in some cases
(e.g., when calculating the ground state energy in the RPA) it

b

is more convenient to do the Matsubara summations first to ©)

avoid divergences arising form the plasmon pole. However, /.r""”"“-\.‘_.‘

when calculating theféective mass or the quasiparticle renor- fﬂu\‘- A
malization factor one can do the analytical continuatiost fir \..../

and obtain finite results. In the calculation of thiéeetive _ _ S

mass in the high-density limit, the plasmon singularity sloe FIG. 1: (2) The self-energy diagram relevant in the highsitgrimit
not show up in the calculations at &iThe calculation of the  With the thick wiggly line being the dynamically screenedutonb
Z-factor is more complicated but the correct result can be oblNteraction and the thin wiggly line the bare Coulomb inttin.

: : : . ... The solid lines correspond to the electron Green functi@msThe
tained by keeping the exagtdependence in the polarizability dynamically screened Coulomb interaction infinite senethée bare

(See.Sec__._I_II_B). Using the s_tandard p“"?ed“re of th? awalyti interaction through the bubble diagrams. A bubble corredpdo the
continuation, one can obtain the following expression i@ t  noninteracting (“Lindhard”) polarizability. (c) Exammeof higher
analytically continued self-energy functién: order diagrams which are negligible in the high density tiioit are
important at lower densities.

+0o0
d’q dw
2k (8’ fl’) e
—o0 and
X{Im Gr(w+é&,p-q) Dr(-w, q)tanh[wz—;g] (3D) 1 Q — ¢%/2m + vegq
z (s,_f,,) =——3fdwquq|n —
83vE Q —g?%/2m — vpq
+Gr(w+£,p - q) M Dg (w,q) coth[i]}, (10) o "
2r 1M Dy (, ) coth[—] , (13)
where functions labeled with index R are retarded functions _ ) 2r
i.e., functions analytical in the upper half-planes of the com-and in two dimensions
plex frequency and stands for the dimensionality of space. oo Q)
Within leading order perturbation theory, one can use the  y(n) (8 ¢ ) _ LJ[ f dq
bare electron Green function in E{. (10), which can be writte ! P Ar2pe 0222
as o q(Q) 1- (:IT(;)
-1
Gg)) (e.p) = [‘9 - ffao) + io] : x ReDg (w, q) tanh[a)z-;g] (14)
If the effective interaction is isotropic (which indeed is the
case in the jellium model we wish to study), the integral(s)2"d
over the directions off can be evaluated and we obtain the +00 a©®
following expressions for the real part of the retarded-self »(2D) (e,f ) ___1 dw + f
energy function: 2 g An?ve
—oo 0 A9
Rexr (s8p) = 21 (567) + T2 4. ) Y \mDe(w9) Coth[i] . (@19)
where in three dimensions: (Q,qz/z,n)z 1 2T
+oo  q2(Q) vrd
28 (e.8,) = —i J[ dw f dgq ReDg (w,q) tanh[w—J“9 In Egs. [12),(13).1(24), and (15), we introduced the follogyi
B F o) T notations for the sake of brevity:

(12) Q=w+e-¢



andg (Q) > ¢1 () = 0 which are the solutions of the equa-
tion lQ - q2/2m| = VEq.

C. Effective interaction and the polarization operator.

4

Let us emphasize that both three dimensional and two
dimensional polarizabilities are non-analytic functioas
lu + x| = 1. Usually this singularity is associated with Friedel
oscillations and Kohn-LuttingeerectP- i.e. with the fa-
mous Kohn anomaly & = 2pr andw — 0. In the case
of a dense Coulomb liquid, the typical momenta are small

The appropriate propagator in the case of an electron liquid = ¢/(2pr) < 1, butu = w/(vrq) can be of the order of
with long-range Coulombic forces between electrons isrgive Unity or even larger. As we shall see, exactly this domain of
by the sum of the ladder of bubble diagrams and has the typParametersife., small momentum transfers) is responsible for

cal RPA form (see Fig. 1b):

V(q)

Pl = TV 9

(16)

whereV(g) is the bare Coulomb interactiof(g) = 4re?/q?
in three dimensions and(g) = 2re¢?/q in two dimensions]
andII(w, q) is the polarizability bubble:

g =2 [

dsd'p
(27_[)(1+d)

GO (e,p) GO (e + w,p+q). (17)

non-analytic contributions to theffective mass temperature
dependence and the quasipartigkéactor. The usual Kohn
singularity (c = 1) in the static polarizability also gives rise to
a non-analytic temperature dependence but tiiéeceis para-
metrically smaller than the dynamic screenirfigets in the
limit rs < 1.

The issue of the temperature dependence of the polariza-
tion operator was regently reconsidered in great details by
Chubukov and Masld(see also Refs.[13] and [14]) who
found that in the vicinity of the Kohn singularity the polafi
ability has a lineaf” correction, which is important in the case
of a short range interaction case. In the case of the longeran

At zero temperature, the polarizability was calculated byCoulombic forces, thg-dependence of the propagatpri(16)

Lindhardd and Sterst

in three and two dimensions respec-

becomes crucial and in the high-density limit the resules ar

tively. We will need the exact expressions, which can bedetermined by the region= ¢/(2pg) ~ rs < 1 in two dimen-

conveniently written in terms of the dimensionless paramset
u = w/ (vrqg) andx = ¢/(2pg). In three dimensions it reads

3D)

( 1 1
Ren<3D>(u,x)=VT{l+4—[1—(x+u)2]|n YT
X

1-x—u

1+x—u

+4—1x 1= (x = u?|In T }(18)

and the imaginary part foru
—ImTII (—u, x)]:

> 0 [ImII(u,x)

mvBP)

ImI®P) (4, x) = —

{u 0(1- x| —u)

1
+—
X

[1—(x—u)2]9(|1+x|—u)@(u—|1—x|)}, (19)

sions (¢ ~ +/rs in three dimensions). Hence, in the leading
order inrs, only the regionx < 1 is important. In this re-
gion, the leading temperature correction to the polarlitgbi
is of the order off'? in any dimensionality. As we shall see
below, the leading order temperature corrections to ffece
tive mass and th&-factor are parametrically larger thaif.
Therefore, in the high-density limit, the temperature eofr
tions to the polarization bubble give negligible contribas

to the quasiparticle spectrum and in the cAger <« rs < 1,
one can use the zero temperature results for the polaiiyabil
[see Egs.|(18),(19); (20), and {(21)] in the calculationshef t
effective mass and théfactor.

D. Collective modes

The usual practice is to expand the polarizability funcdion

wherev®?) = mp/n? is the density of states at the Fermi sur-in x < 1; in which case the polarizability becomes the func-

face.
In two dimensions the polarizability has the following ex-
plicit form:

RelT®) (4, x) = y20) Re{l _sgn (2x + 1)
X

—w J—w)? - 1}(20)

and the imaginary part for any

Im 112 (u, %) :V(—sz) Re{\/l —(x+ u)2 —\/1 —(x- u)z},(21)

(x+u)?-1

tion of just one variable: = w/(veg). The limitu < 1 cor-

responds to the electron-hole branch of excitations. The co
responding retarded electron-hole propagator is (in tdiee

mensions)
-1
' e

DEP(w, q) = 4ne?

2,.2 T o
q +%3—l§%3(

vrq

wherexs = 2pr V@) is the inverse screening length.

In two dimensions the electron-hole propagator reads

-1

D (w, q) = 2xé? . (29

. w
q+xy—1x (—)
4=

with v@P) = m/x being the two-dimensional density of states wherex, = 2pra??) is the inverse screening length in two

at the Fermi line.

dimensions.



The opposite limitu > 1 corresponds to the plasmon following expression:
branch. The spectrum of plasma waves is determined by the

equation e
0 1 dw 1
—ReE(Ezf,f) = [ -
8§ £=0 87T21)|: 2T COSH [ﬂ]

1+ V(g)l(w,q) = 0. ~ % 2T
g2lw—Eo(q)]
In three dimensions the spectrum has the following well- X f dgqReD (v, q) .(25)
known form a)S’D)(q) = Jwi + 2v2q?, with wo = 4re?n/m. a1lw—Eo(9)]
; ; ) _
In two dimensions, the plasmons are gapleé%’ (@) = It is convenient to separate the static and dynamic propaga-
Vag + bg? with a = 2¢?Er andb = 3Eg/(2m). tors:

Within the first approximation in the interaction, the imagi
nary part of the polarization operatorats vrq is zero. This  D(w, g) = Dsi(g) + Dayn(w, g) = D(0, g) + [D(w, q) — D(0, g)].
is exactly the source of the well-known plasmon singularity (26)
self-energy calculations. However, higher order diagrdeis
liver non-zero contributions to the imaginary part. Takimgp  The static propagator has the form:
account this fact, we can write down the following expressio

for the retarded plasmon propagator: 1

(07
D = — . 27
St(x) v xz +a ( )
1 1 . . . 7,
Dpi(w, q) = EV(Q)M[ — At low temperatures, frequenciesin the integral ((25) are
w — wpi(g) + i0 A~
1 of the order of temperature or even lower. We consider the

+—]9(qm —gq), (24) following asymptotic regime of ultra-low temperatures:
w + wpi(g) + i0 ’
6=w/(4Ep) ~T/Ep<xa < 1.
where g, is the wave-vector at which the strong Landau
damping commences. In this limit, the real part of the dynamic propagator has fol

We shall see that the leading temperature correction to thWwing form [see Eq.,(18), (19)]:
effective mass both in two and three dimensions comes mostly
from the region ofu ~ 1, which is neither plasmon nor ReDeyn(6..1) _ (@)Z (x2+£¥)_1
electron-hole region. In actual calculations, we do not sep dymi® ) = 2
arate the screened Coulomb propagator into the electrtn-ho 2 ras 2]t
and plasmon branches. Moreover, for the calculation of the x | 2 (xz + a) + (7) } . (28)
renormalization factor one is required to keep the exactrpol
izability function (without expanding om — 0).

Using Eq. {25) and propagatotsi(27) ahd (28), one can calcu-
late corrections to theffective mass (expanding on the small
parametes ~ T/Eg) and see that the static contribution, in-
deed, solely determines the renormalization of tffecative

III. THREE-DIMENSIONAL CASE mass at zero temperature. However, it gives temperature cor
rections of the order of 2 only. The dynamic part gives zero
contribution to the zero temperatureztive mass, but gives
parametrically larger temperature dependent correcfidme

final result reads:

In this section we present analytic calculations of tiiee
tive mass and the quasipartideactor in a three-dimensional
dense electron liquid. Throughout this sectiens mp/x?
is the three-dimensional density of states and e?/ (nfivg)
is the appropriate expansion parameter. The main res@ts ar m (T)—m _

[07
Egs. [2D) and,(34) given below. m 2 a 96

1 7T2T2|EF
T

B n—. (29)

The first term indeed coincides with the old result of Gell-
Mann. The non-analytic temperature correction given in the
second term of Eq.:_'(_29) is a new result. Let us emphasize
that the leading correction is positive only in the high-sign
limit. In Ref. [ij], it was shown that the leadirif In T’ correc-

In the high density limit, the correction to th&ective mass  tion changes sign at lower densitied3”) ~ 1). The density
is determined by the on-shell equatic'a_h (8), which means thadlependence comes from large momentum trangferspar-
we can puie = &, and study the self-energy as a function of ticular from the vicinity of the 2r-anomaly, which becomes
just one variable [see Eqs_.'_{18)]. On the shell, we have thecreasingly important at lower densities.

A. Effective mass



B. Z-factor A. Effective mass

Unlike in the dfective mass calculation of the preceding The calculation of the féective mass in two dimensions
section, the quasiparticiefactor can not be calculated within is an_a_lqgous to the calculation in three dimensions (see
the on-shell method, and therefore the problem is more comSec.,IlIB). The only diference is the square root function,
plicated. In particular, one has to consider both contidimst Whlch _appears | in all two-dimensional expressions [see,
to the self-energy given it (12) and (13). The first contiit ~ Egs. {14) and 1(15)]. This square root singularity is ideaitic
at zero temperature reads: to the smgulamy in the Stern’s polarizability functioivgn

in Egs. {20) and, (21) The combination of these two singular-
ities leads to a stronger temperature dependence (lineee as
f xxfdu ReD (u, x) shall see) as compared to the three-dimensional case. From
Egs. (8) and :_@4), we get the following on-shell expression
for the two-dimensional electrorfective mass:

X [9 (1-|u—-xl)sgnu]. (30)

m*—m dw 1

= (), (35)

In the three-dimensional case, the integral avezduces to a m 27r 21 cosﬁ i
¢-function integration and we have: -

where we have introduced the following integral:

1
2221 (,6=0)| = vfdxx[ D (0, x) — } ReD (1 + x, x) () xReD (w, x)
£=0 I(w) = f dx - , (36)
. o - )] [ - ]
—-—-ReD(1-x, x)} (32)
2 wherex = g/ (2pg) andx;» are the solutions of the equation
From Eq. (13), we derive the second contribution: = x| = Ln the limit of low temperaturest, ~ [o] =

lwl /(4EF) andx; ~
oo oo Again we re—\ivrite the propagator as a sum of static and
ﬁzz (ee=0) = fdxx fImD(u, 2 dynamic terms!(26). The two-dimensional static propagator
Oe 20 has the form

@ 1
Vit+a

“ 1 N 1
1-(u-x? 1-@+x?]

(32) Dg(x) = (37)

The real part of the dynamic propagator in the lifpit~ T <«
Using Egs. :§1.8),.(J.9) and (24) one can evaluate mtedBaDs( Er reads:

and [32) and obtain

00

@ du 1 1
oflJ’“zln[l—uatan%}' 53) X[+ ey + @mm? 7, (39)

where ImiT is defined by Eq..(21).
Evaluating the remaining integral numerically, we derire t Expanding in the small paramet&rwe obtain the contri-

ReDgyn(6, ) =—% (@ImTI)? (x + @) (38)

final result for the quasiparticle renormalization factor: bution to the integral (36) due to the static propagator
_ 1 6 1
Z=1-1067. (34) 1) = % [m - _ | |5|]

This asymptotic result is in a very good agreement with nu-

merical simulation®. and the “dynamic part”
_mlol 362 1]

Layn(0) = +—In—|.

IV. TWO-DIMENSIONAL CASE
Evaluating the elementary integral, we obtain the final ltesu
for the temperature dependerftestive mass in the second

In this section we present analytic calculations of the ef-
leading order in temperature:

fective mass and quasipartictefactor in a two-dimensional
dense electron liquid. Throughout this sectiens m/x is . 2
the two dimensional density of states and- ¢?/ (fwg) < 1 m' (T) —m =~ 1 ¥ In2 (1) _on (1) In &
is the appropriate expansion parameter. The main reseits ar m m a4 \Ef] 48x\EF T

Egs. [4D), ((41), and (46) given below. (40)
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Let us emphasize that Eq. {40) is valid in the low temperaturstructure of the integrals in Eqs. {14) ar{d:(15), each being
and high-density limit:T/Er < a < 1 and only for sub- a truly divergent quantity. The logarithmic divergencesget
thermal particlesie < T. We see that the leading term is cancelled (at least within the RPA), but to see this cancella
linear in temperature and the d¢beient is a universal density tion one is required to keep the exacandu dependences
independent number. This universal behavior is true only irin the Stern’s polarizability function. Moreover, the teatal

the high density limit. There are other lineBreontributions, method used in the three-dimensional calculation ofZhe
such as the one due to the temperature dependence of the gaetor [see Sec. 1l1B, Eq (80)] is not applicable here beeau
larizability in the vicinity of the Kohn,singularity (condéred  of the square-root singularity.

in the paper of Chubukov and Masfofor short-range inter- Let us now study the two-dimensioriéifactor in more de-
actions). In the case of the long-range Coulomb interactiontails. The quasiparticle renormalization factor is deteed

the Kohn anomaly leads to a line&rterm proportional to the by the energy derivative of the self-energy. The latter can b
Coulomb expansion parameter Similar a-dependence of written as a sum of two terms [see Eq_sj (14) é,_n_t':i (15)]:

the linear slope was discovered in RPA numerical calcutatio

in Ref. [3]. In the high-density limit, this density depemnde T P P

linearT term is asymptotically smaller than the main univer- = o fdxxfdu [a— ReD (u, x)]
sal contribution [the second term in Eq ((40)] and therefore -0 5 5 “
not shown in Eq.,(40). [

01— |u-x|) N 01— |u+x|)

— = > (42)
V1-(u-x) V1-(u+x)

m* (T)—m*(0)
mn and

n3

v [ [a
8_}(): Zofdxxofdu[almD(u,x)}
Xrnm—ﬂ—l)_90u+ﬂ—l)ymm
Vu-x2-1 Ju+x?-

The frequency dependence (hence, ikhdependence) of the
propagato(u, x) is due to the polarizabilityI(x, x), which
contains exactly the same square root functions as the ones
FIG._2: Asymptotic ective mass temperature dependence [seén Egs. [42) and;(43). This leads to a logarithmic divergence
Eq. {40)] for three dierent densities; > n, > na. The slope of  of each of the above integrals at= 1 + x. The “singular”
the curves is universal at high densitiegd/ (me?) > 1]. contributions have the following forms:

2
dependence is non-monotonic. A maximum occurs at a tem—ﬁz(ls'”g) (,6=0) = fdxxf [ReD ()1
peratureT*, which within the logarithmic accuracy has the £-0 1-(u- )2

form: 6Im1‘[
X

" 6In2 9
ne T~ 026-= <o (41) g
Er 51 In 2 In 2 and

From Eq. ['4_'0), we see that th&ective mass temperature

|mnp+;Rm4m®

This result is formally within the limits of applicabilityf@ur 2
theory. We see that the point of maximum of the cumi€T’) 9 2(5'“9)( ,&£=0) }fdxxfduw
drifts toward higher temperatures as the density decreasesde es0 T Vu+x)?-1
This tendency is preserved at lower densities as well (withi 0 o

the RPA approach). Such a maximumiiy(7T) and a density Xa Rell
dependenf;* were also discovered in our recent numerical u
calculatior?

ImHP+%RﬁqMQ

Each of these quantities is logarithmically divergent

(dgf) ~ xalne - o0. We emphasize that in two dimensions
B. Z-factor the real and imaginary parts of the polarizability have atno
identical analytic structures, in contrast to the threeedim
The analytical calculation of thé-factor in two dimensions  sional case in which the imaginary and real parts are b#gical
is technically a very demanding problem. The mixture of twoindependent functions with quiteftérent properties. Using
singularities, the Kohn singularity in the polarizabilégpd the  Egs. [21_'4) and:_’({lS), one can check that this “symmetry” of the
identical square root singularity in Eqé_._'(14) ai](j (15)iags two-dimensional polarizability leads to an exact cantiela

from the two-dimensional phase space, leads to a complicatef the logarithmic divergence and to a finite result.
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Let us emphasize that this kind of dangerous singularitiesained in Ref. :[2]. This unexpected line@rterm appears due
appear in any order of the perturbation theory in interactio to the non-analyticity of the polarizability function. ®mon-
(see,e.g., Fig. 1c). It is nota priori obvious how (and if) analyticity has potentially important consequences fargu
the singularity, which is cutfonly by temperature or energy tum critical phenomena as discussed recently in Fge_'f. [17].

&, is cancelled in higher order diagrams. We do not have a Qur analytic results are also in agreement with recent nu-
general argument for why the divergence must cancel in eacherical studies of the temperature dependéiective mas?,
order, but we do know that they cancel to this order. It iswhich employed the random-phase approximation at lower
essential to clarify this point to assure that the quasigart densities. It was shown that the lineBreorrection persists
Z-factor does not vanish logarithmicalfr*(s) ~ Insand to  at lower densities as well (at least within the RPA) and the
make certain that the usual Landau Fermi liquid theory is prequalitative behavior of thefective mass remains the same
served in two dimensions. This issue is currently being-studwith the only diference being the density dependent slope of
ied by us. We believe that the Fermi liquid theory is presétrve the m*(T) curve atT — 0 andrs > 1 (for high densities,
but it needs to be demonstrated explicitly. it was shown to be density independent in agreement with

Within the RPA, the zero temperatuéefactor can be the analytical results reported in the present paper). As th
proven to be finited One can formally define the quasiparticle RPA is believed to be qualitatively reliable at lower deiesit
Z-factor at finite temperatures via relation (7). Studying th as well, we expect our results to be quite general and quali-
leading temperature correction to the energy derivatiibef tatively applicable to realistic two-dimensional elecirsys-
self-energy is quite similar to the case of the on-shellv@eri  tems. We also should point out that although the temperature
tive case. The leading term can be shown to be linear andependentféective mass renormalization has only been cal-

negativelﬁ culated numerically very recentthere is a vast literature of
numerical studies of zero temperature many-bofiigots in
Z(a,T) ~ 1 (} " E)a e (1) (46) the three-dimensional and two-dimensional interactireg-el
2 n Er tron systems. We cite in this context only two rather compre-
_ _ hensive references: Ref. [18] for three-dimensional syste
wherec is a constant of the order of unity. and Ref. [15] for two-dimensional systems.
We have proved that the quasiparti@ddactor in two di-
V. CONCLUSION mensions is finite at least within the random-phase approxi-

mation. However, we would like to emphasize that each order

In this work we have developed the analytic leading ordeiin perturbation theory does contain a dangerous logar¢ghmi
theory for the temperature dependent quasipartiffiecéve  singularity in this quantity. It is known that in two dimensis
massyn*(T), and the quasiparticle renormalization factor for higher order diagrams may contain importafiets (sees.g.,
two- and three-dimensional interacting electron systetng.  Ref. [19], in which it was shown that the static Kohn-Luttang
results are asymptotically exact in the low temperaturé-hig effect?in two dimensions is “hidden” in third order perturba-
density limits for the case of the realistic long-range @mib  tion theory only). It is therefore essential to prove that th
interaction, and thus we are complementary to the recent arrancellation of the logarithmic singularity (which woulthe
alytical work of Ref. [2], which considers a short-range re-erwise lead to a logarithmically vanishirfactor and to a
pulsive interaction. It is interesting to note that(7) has an  marginal Fermi quuiaq) takes place in higher orders. This
unexpected lineaf- correction (rather thafi?) both in our  important question will be considered elsewhere.
theory and in the theory of Chubukov and Maslov; but in our
case the correction is positive opposite to the short raage.c Acknowledgments
This immediately leads to the conclusion that the leadirrg co
rection toCy /T (whereCy is the specific heat) is not univer-  This work was supported by the US-ONR, LPS, and
sal — our long range interaction produces a positive lilear- DARPA. The authors are grateful to Andrei Chubukov for
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