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M otivated by recent experim entalreports,we carry out a Ferm iliquid m any-body calculation

ofthe interaction induced renorm alization ofthe spin susceptibility and e�ective m ass in realis-

tic two dim ensional(2D ) electron system s as a function ofcarrier density using the leading-order

‘ladder-bubble’expansion in thedynam ically screened Coulom b interaction.Using realisticm aterial

param etersforvarioussem iconductor-based 2D system s,we�nd reasonablequantitativeagreem ent

with recentexperim entalsusceptibility and e�ective m ass m easurem ents. W e point outa num ber

ofopen questionsregarding quantitativeaspectsofthecom parison between theory and experim ent

in low-density 2D electron system s.

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

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

Itiswell-known thatthe m utualCoulom b interaction

between electrons could cause substantialquantitative

m odi�cation oftherm odynam icproperties(e.g.e�ective

m ass,speci�cheat,com pressibility,m agneticsusceptibil-

ity)in an interactingelectron liquid.Thisistheso-called

m any-body renorm alization ofthe Ferm iliquid param e-

ters,which hasbeen studied extensively in threedim en-

sionalm etals1 and in two dim ensional(2D)sem iconduc-

torstructures2 fora very longtim e.Atzerotem perature

(orm oregenerallyatlow tem peratures,T=TF � 1where

TF = E F =kB isthe Ferm item perature)the m any-body

Ferm i liquid renorm alization for a quantum electronic

system isentirely determ ined by theelectron density (n)

with the dim ensionless density param eter rs being de-

�ned as the average inter-electron separation m easured

in the units ofBohr radius: rs � (�n)�1=2 =aB where

aB = �~2=(m e2)isthe e�ective Bohrradiusfora back-

ground (lattice)dielectricconstant� and a band m assm

{ thisde�nition ofrs appliesto 2D (in 3D:rs / n�1=3 )

with n being the 2D electron density. It is easy to see

thatourrs-param eterisproportionalto the ratio ofthe

average Coulom b potentialenergy (i.e. the interaction

energy)to thenoninteracting kineticenergy,and assuch

the system is strongly interacting at large rs (low den-

sity) and weakly interacting at sm allrs (high density).

W e em phasize thatourde�nition ofrs doesnotdepend

on the spin (orvalley degeneracy in 2D)ofthe system .

Studying (and com paring theory with experim ent) the

density dependence ofvarious Ferm iliquid param eters

in interacting electron liquids has been one ofthe m ost

im portantand active m any-body research areasin con-

densed m atter physics in 3D m etallic system s (as well

as in norm alHe-3,a quintessentialFerm iliquid albeit

with a short-range inter-particle interaction) and m ore

recently,in 2D electron system scon�ned in sem iconduc-

torstructures.The2D system shavethe distinctadvan-

tageofthedensity being a tunableparam etersothatthe

density dependence ofthe Ferm iliquid renorm alization

can be studied directly. In this paper,we theoretically

considerthe density-dependentm any-body renorm aliza-

tion ofthe 2D electronicspin susceptibility and e�ective

m ass,asubjectofconsiderablerecentexperim entalactiv-

ity3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 in a num berofdi�erentsem iconductor

heterostructureswith con�ned 2D electron system s.

There has been a num ber of experim ental papers

appearing in the recent literature reporting the low-

tem perature(. 100m K )m easurem entofthesusceptibil-

ity3,4,5,6,7,8,9 and e�ective m ass10,11 in 2D electron sys-

tem sasa function ofcarrierdensity in the rs � 1� 10

param eterrange. Although som e aspectsofthe data in

di�erent experim ents (and m ore im portantly,the inter-

pretation of the data) have been controversial{ m ost

especially on theissueofwhetherthereisa spontaneous

density-driven ferrom agneticspin polarization transition

atlow carrierdensitiesin 2D system s{ the experim en-

talreportsconvincingly establish a strong enhancem ent

in both the spin susceptibility and e�ective m ass as a

function ofdecreasing (increasing)carrierdensity n (in-

teraction param eterrs).Thisstrong enhancem entofthe

susceptibility with decreasing carrier density has been

dem onstrated in 2D electron system scon�ned in (100)Si

inversion layers,in G aAs heterostructures,and in AlAs

quantum wells.Thetypicalenhancem entin thelow tem -

peraturesusceptibility isin therangeofa factorof1� 4

for rs � 1 � 10. In addition to the strong low-density

enhancem entofthem easured low-tem peraturesuscepti-

bility,there are severalother interesting and intriguing

featuresin the experim ents.The susceptibility enhance-

m ent shows a m odest dependence on the induced spin

polarization (or equivalently, a change in the spin de-

generacy)in the 2D system { since the susceptibility is

typically m easured12 by applying an externalm agnetic

�eld to produce a spin splitting in the 2D system ,the

susceptibility is invariably m easured in the presence of

�nite spin polarization (and the extrapolation to zero

spin polarization m ay not always be uniquely reliable).

Anotherinteresting observed recentfeature,reported in

AlAsquantum wellsystem s,isthatthesusceptibility en-
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hancem ent is larger in the single-valley sem iconductor

system rather than in the m ulti-valley system in con-

trast to the expectation based on just exchange energy

considerations (since the m ulti-valley system is naively

expected to be m ore \dilute" as the electrons are be-

ing shared am ong di�erent valleys). The enhancem ent

ofe�ective m asswith decreasing carrierdensity wasob-

served in Siinversion layer and G aAs heterostructures.

This m easurem ent is perform ed by exam ining the tem -

perature dependence ofthe low-tem perature Shubnikov

deHaasoscillation m agnitudes.Thee�ectivem assm ea-

surem entturnsoutto be m oredi�cultin general.Very

recently,a detailed and extrem ely carefulexperim ental

m easurem entofdensity dependente�ective m ass,using

severalinternalconsistency checks,hasappeared in the

literature11.

In this paper, we provide an excellent qualitative

and reasonablequantitative(realistic)theoreticalunder-

standing ofthe density-dependent 2D spin susceptibil-

ity and e�ectivem assm easurem entsatlow tem perature.

O ur work,in contrastto m uch ofthe existing theoreti-

calliteratureon thetopic,fully incorporatestherealistic

quasi-2D natureoftheelectron system s(i.e.thefactthat

these system shave �nite widthsin the transversedirec-

tionnorm altothe2D planeofcon�nem ent,whichconsid-

erably m odify theCoulom b interaction between theelec-

trons)which isofsubstantialquantitativeim portancein

the experim entalparam eter regim e. W e also study the

spin-and the valley-degeneracy dependence ofthe cal-

culated 2D susceptibility,obtaining in the processqual-

itative agreem ent with the recent experim ental�nding

on the anom alous valley dependence ofthe susceptibil-

ity in 2D AlAs quantum wellstructures. (The spin,gs
and the valley degeneracy,gv dependence ofthe suscep-

tibility entersthrough the 2D density ofstate,which is

proportionalto gsgv.) O urbestquantitative agreem ent

with the experim entally m easured 2D e�ective m ass is

obtained fortheso-called \on-shell" self-energy approxi-

m ation.

In Sec.IIwe lay outthe theory and form alism ofour

calculation. W e present the calculated results for spin

susceptibility in Sec.III and e�ective m ass in Sec.IV

for di�erent realistic 2D system s. In the end in Sec.V

wediscussupon variousissuesrelated to ourresultsand

theirrelationswith the experim ents.

II. FO R M A LISM

W e calculate the T = 0 (param agnetic)spin suscepti-

bility�� and e�ectivem assm� ofaquasi-2D electron sys-

tem by using the m any-body perturbation theory tech-

nique. It has been known13 for a long tim e that for

an electron system interacting via the Coulom b interac-

tion,the m ostim portantterm s are associated with the

long-rangedivergence(theso-called ‘ring’or‘bubble’di-

agram s13) ofthe Coulom b interaction,and as such an

expansion in the dynam ically screened Coulom b inter-

action (with the screening im plem ented by the in�nite

seriesof‘bubble’polarization diagram s)istheappropri-

atetheoreticalfram ework.Such an expansion is,in fact,

asym ptotically exact in the rs ! 0 high-density lim it,

and is known to work wellqualitatively for rs > 1 al-

though its precise regim e ofvalidity can not be deter-

m ined theoretically and has to be ascertained by com -

paring with experim ents. The theory becom es progres-

sively quantitatively worse as rs increases,but unless a

quantum phasetransition intervenes,thereisno speci�c

rs value which necessarily lim itsthe qualitative validity

ofthe theory. M otivated by the encouraging fact that

thisleading-orderexpansion in thedynam ically screened

interaction (involving an in�nite resum m ation ofallthe

bubble diagram sin the electron self-energy calculation)

seem s to provide a good quantitative description13 for

the therm odynam ic properties ofthe 3D sim ple m etals

(rs � 3� 6),weapply herethesam etheory forinteract-

ing electronsin quasi-2D sem iconductorstructures.
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FIG .1:(Coloronline.) (a)TheRPA ladder-bubbleseriesfor

the interacting susceptibility with the bold straight line the

interacting G reen’s function and the bold wavy line the dy-

nam ically screened interaction;(b)thenoninteractingsuscep-

tibility;(c)the D yson’s equation for the interacting G reen’s

function in term softhe noninteracting G reen’sfunction and

the self-energy; (d) the self-energy in the leading-order ex-

pansion in thedynam icalscreening;(e)theD yson’sequation

forthe dynam ically screened interaction in term softhe bare

Coulom b interaction (thin wavy lines) and the polarization

bubble;(f)a charge 
uctuation diagram which doesnotcon-

tribute to spin susceptibility;(g) Landau’s interaction func-

tion.

O urm any-body diagram sfortheinteracting suscepti-

bility isthe so-called \ladder-bubble" seriesasshown in

Fig.1 { thisisa consistentconserving approxim ation for

the susceptibility. Direct calculation ofthese diagram s

turns out to be di�cult for the long ranged Coulom b

interaction. However,at T = 0,Landau showed that

�� can be equivalently expressed through the Landau’s

interaction function f(k;k0)(shown in Fig.1(g))as13:

�

��
=

m

m �
+

1

(2�)2

Z

fe(�)d�; (1)
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where� isthePaulispin susceptibility,fe(�)= fe(k;k
0)

with k and k0 on-shell(i.e. k2=2m = k0
2
=2m (= E F ))

is the exchange part of Landau’s interaction function

(Fig.1(g)(i)),� istheanglebetween k and k0.Sim ilarly,

the Landau theory expression forthe e�ective m assm�

is13

m

m �
= 1�

1

(2�)2

Z

f(�)d�: (2)

Notethatthespin independentexchangeLandau’sinter-

action function fe(k;k
0)isresponsible forthe di�erence

between the ratio �=�� and m =m �13.

An equivalent, and easier way to derive the e�ec-

tivem assisthrough calculating quasiparticleself-energy

and obtaining itsm om entum derivative.Theself-energy

within RPA can be written as14

�(k;!)= �

Z
d2q

(2�)2

Z
d�

2�i

vq

�(q;�)
G 0(q + k;� + !);

(3)

where vq = F (q)2�e2=q is the bare electron-electron

interaction and F (q) the quasi-2D form factor for the

electron-electron interaction2 which willbe described in

detaillater. Note that this form factor also appears in

the expression of dynam ical dielectric function �(q;�)

through vq.Asm entioned earlier,a signi�cantquantita-

tive feature ofourtheory isthe inclusion ofthe realistic

quasi-2D Coulom b interaction2 in ourcalculation which

substantially reduces(com pared with the pure 2D case)

the quantitative m any-body renorm alization e�ects. In

Eq.(3)

G 0(k;!)=
1� nF (�k)

! � �k + i0+
+

nF (�k)

! � �k � i0+
(4)

is the bare G reen’s function with nF the Ferm idistri-

bution function and �k = k2=(2m )� EF with E F the

non-interacting Ferm ienergy. Itisshown14 thatthe in-

tegration along realaxisin the expression ofself-energy

(Eq.(3)) can be deform ed onto im aginary axis,which

avoidsthesingularitiesalong therealaxisand m akesthe

integration easier. The contourdeform ation also breaks

the expression of self-energy into separate term s that

correspond respectively to contributions from the spin-

dependent and spin-independent part of the Landau’s

interaction function shown in Fig.1,and is very useful

forusto derivetheexpression forsusceptibility asshown

below.The expression ofthe realpartofthe self-energy

can then be written as

Re �(k;!)= �

Z
d2q

(2�)2
vq�(2m ! + k

2
F � jq � kj2)

+

Z
d2q

(2�)2
vqRe

1

�(q;�q�k � !)

�

h

�(2m ! + k
2
F � jq � kj2)� �(k2F � jq � kj2)

i

�

Z
d2q

(2�)2

Z
d�

2�
vq

�
1

�(q;i�)
� 1

�
1

i� + ! � �q+ k
;(5)

where kF is the Ferm i m om entum . The e�ective

m ass is derived from the expression of the real part

of the quasiparticle self-energy by m =m � = 1 +

(m =kF )
d

dk
Re �(k;�k)jk= kF

13. Com bining this with

Eq.(1),wehave

�

��
= 1+

1

(2�)2

Z

fe(�)d� +
m

kF

d

dk
Re�(k;�k)jk= kF :

(6)

It is not di�cult to show that the second term

of Eq. (5) accounts for the contribution from the

spin-independent exchange Landau’s interaction func-

tion fe(k;k
0) (Fig. 1(g)(i)), and therefore the term

(2�)�2
R
fe(�)d� in Eq.(6) exactly cancels the m om en-

tum derivative of the second term in the self-energy

Eq.(5).Hencetheexpression of�=�� only containscon-

tributions from the k derivatives ofthe �rst and third

term in Eq.(5). After converting allthe expressionsin

term softhedim ensionlessparam eterrs,and using 2kF ,

4E F ,2m asthem om entum ,energy,and m assunits,the

expression for ��=� � g�m �=(gm ),where ��(�),g�(g),

m �(m ) are respectively the interacting (noninteracting)

spin susceptibility,theLandau g-factor,and thee�ective

m ass,isgiven in ourtheory as

�

��
= �

2�rs

�

Z 1

0

dx
xF (x)
p
1� x2

+

p
2�rs

�

Z
1

0

x
2
F (x)dx

Z
1

0

du

�
1

�(x;iu)
� 1

�

�

h

A
p
1+ A=R � B

p
1� A=R

i

R
�5=2

; (7)

where � =
p
gvgs=4 with gv (gs) the valley (spin de-

generacy);A = x4 � x2 � u;B = 2xu;R =
p
A 2 + B 2;

x = q=(2kF ) and u = !=(4E F ); �(x;iu) = 1 +

�rsgvgsF (x)[1=(2x)�
p
A + R=(23=2x3)]istheim aginary

frequency dielectric function. For2D quantum well,the

form factorF (q)isgiven by

F (q)=
8

q2d2 + 4�2

�
3qd

8
+
�2

qd
�

4�4(1� e�qd )

q2d2(q2d2 + 4�2)

�

;(8)

whered isthewidth ofthe in�nite square-wellpotential

of the quasi-2D system . For heterostructure quasi-2D

system s(e.g.SiM O SFETs),the form factoris

F (q)= (1+
�ins

�sc
)
8+ 9qb+ 3q2b2

8(1+ qb)3
+ (1�

�ins

�sc
)

1

2(1+ qb)6
;

(9)

with b =
�
�sc~

2=(48�m ze
2n�)

�1=3
de�ning the width of

the quasi2D electron gas,�sc and �ins arethe dielectric

constants for the space charge layer and the insulator

layer,m z istheband m assin thedirection perpendicular

to the quasi2D layer,and n� = ndepl+
11

32
n with ndepl

thedepletion layerchargedensity and n the2D electron

density. W e choose ndepl to be zero in ourcalculations,
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sinceitisunknown in general(�nitesm allvalueofndepl
do not change our results). From Eqs.(1) and (2) we

have

m

m �
=

�

��
+
�rs

�

Z 1

0

dx
F (x)

x�(x;0)
: (10)

Toavoid anypossibleconfusion,weem phasizethatthe

de�nition ofour spin susceptibility is the derivative of

the m agnetization with respectto the applied m agnetic

�eld,and therefore�� iswell-de�ned even in a non-zero

parallelm agnetic �eld B . It is im portant to note and

easytoshow that,within ourapproxim ation in which the

spin-orbitale�ect can be neglected,the parallel�eld B

dependenceofthespin susceptibility �� and theg-factor

g� m anifestsonly through thespin-degeneracy factorgs,

which ispresentin the expression (7).

M otivated by recentexperim entalstudies,wehavedi-

rectly evaluated the interacting susceptibility asa func-

tion ofdensity at di�erent spin-(gs = 1,2) and valley-

degeneracy (gv = 1, 2 for AlAs quantum wells) for

three di�erent2D sem iconductorsystem s: n-Si(100)in-

version layers;n-G aAs gated undoped heterostructures;

m odulation-doped AlAs quantum wells. W e also calcu-

lated e�ective m ass for n-G aAs heterostructures m oti-

vated by a very recent experim entalreport11. In the

restofthispaper,we presentand discussourcalculated

resultsfor��=� and m �=m in lightofthe recentexperi-

m entaldata in 2D sem iconductorstructures.

III. R ESU LT S FO R SP IN SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y
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s
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FIG .2: (Color O nline.) Calculated spin susceptibility ofSi

M O SFET idealand quasi-2D system s with gs = 1 and 2,to

be com pared with experim entaldata from Refs.4,5.

In Fig.2 weshow our(100)SiM O SFET results(tak-

inga valley degeneracy gv = 2)forthecalculated suscep-

tibility com paring with the recentexperim entalresults.

W eshow twosetsofresultscorrespondingtotherealistic

quasi-2D system and the strict2D system . In each case

weshow thecalculated susceptibility forboth thegs = 1

(due to the presence ofan externalm agnetic �eld) and

the norm algs = 2 situation. Since the experim entsare

invariably carried out in the presence of�nite external

m agnetic�elds,theexperim entalresultsprobably corre-

spond to the region in between the gs = 1 and gs = 2

theoreticalcurves(forthequasi-2D system ).A m orede-

tailed discussion is m ade in Sec.V on the reason why

wearecom paring theexperim entaldata with ourgs = 1

and gs = 2theoreticalresults.Therearethreeim portant

points we m ake about Fig.2: (1) The quasi-2D results

are lower than the 2D results by a factor of1:5 to 3,

and the relative di�erence is m uch largerat low carrier

densitiessincethee�ectivequasi-2D layerwidth islarger

atlower2D densities;(2)the theory givesa reasonable

description oftheexperim entaldata,{ in particular,the

experim entaldata pointslie very closeto the region be-

tween the theoreticalgs = 1 and gs = 2 quasi-2D sus-

ceptibility results;(3)the pure-2D resultsdisagree with

experim ents.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

n (10
11

 cm
−2

)

χ* /χ
Ideal−2D g

s
=1

Ideal−2D g
s
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Quasi−2D g
s
=1

Quasi−2D g
s
=2

Experimental

6.00 4.24 3.46 3.00 2.68 2.45 2.27 2.12 2.00 1.90 
r
s
 

FIG .3:(Coloronline.) Calculated spin susceptibility ofG aAs

heterostructure idealand quasi-2D system s with gs = 1 and

2,to be com pared with experim entaldata from Refs.7.

In Fig.3 weshow ourtheoreticalsusceptibility results

forelectronscon�ned in quasi-2D G aAsheterostructure

(valley degeneracy gv = 1) com paring with the recent

m easurem ents of Zhu et. al.7. Again, the agreem ent

between ourresultsand theexperim entalm easurem ents

isvery good fortherealisticquasi-2D calculations.Note

thatatthelow carrierdensitiesofinterestin theG aAs2D

system ,thequasi-2D e�ectsareextrem ely strong(alm ost

afactorof5!),and thequantum M onteCarlo(Q M C)cal-

culation15 with which theexperim entalresultswerecom -

pared in Ref.7arecom pletely inapplicablesincethey are

fora strict2D system ratherthan a quasi-2D system .In

fact,any agreem entbetween them easured susceptibility

and the Q M C results for the idealzero-width 2D sys-

tem should betaken asa spectacularquantitativefailure

fortheQ M C theory in the low-density regim e.The rea-
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son forsuch a strong quasi-2D e�ectin G aAsisthatat

very low densities(n � 109cm �2 ),the transverse quasi-

2D width oftheelectron wavefunction isextrem ely large

(> 500�A) so that the Coulom b interaction is substan-

tially suppressed com pared with the strict 2D lim it re-

sult.(Thisdem onstratesthatitism isleadingtocom pare

quasi-2D experim entalresultswith the strict2D theory

asisoften done in the literature!).
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−2

)

χ* /χ

7.08 5.00 4.09 3.54 3.17 2.89 2.68 2.50 2.36 2.23

r
s
 

g
v
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s
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m=0.46m
e
   

g
v
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s
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g
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s
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e
   

g
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m=0.21m
e
   

g
v
=1, g

s
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m=0.21m
e
   

g
v
=2, g

s
=2

m=0.21m
e
   

Experiment g
v
 = 1 

Experiment g
v
 = 2 

FIG .4:(Coloronline.) Calculated spin susceptibility ofAlAs

quantum wellidealand quasi-2D system s with gs = 1 and 2

and gv = 1 and 2,to be com pared with experim entaldata

from Refs.9.E�ective� = 10.W eusetwo di�erentvaluesof

band m ass:m = 0:21m e and m = 0:46m e.

In Fig.4weshow ourtheoreticalresultsforAlAsquan-

tum wells.The AlAsquantum wellsused in Ref.8,9 are

rather narrow (width � 50�A),and the additionalself-

consistent con�ning potentialarising from the 2D elec-

tronsthem selvesproduceseven strongercon�nem entof

the carriers thus further narrowing the e�ective quasi-

2D width.Therefore,we show only the strict-2D results

forthe 2D AlAssystem in Fig.4 forthe sake ofclarity.

O urcorresponding quasi-2D resultsaresom ewhatbelow

the theoreticalcurves for the strict-2D case. In Fig.4

we show our theoreticalresults for two di�erent valley

degeneracy (gv = 1 and 2) situations. O ur theoretical

investigation ofthe valley degeneracy dependence ofthe

2D spin susceptibilitybehaviorisnecessitated bythepuz-

zling recentexperim ental�nding8,9 ofan interesting val-

ley degeneracy dependencein AlAssystem s,nam ely,the

m any-body enhancem ent for ��=� is largerfor the val-

ley occupancy of1 than the valley occupancy of2.(O ur

results for SiM O SFETs and G aAs heterostructures in

Figs.1 and 2 areforvalley degeneracy valuesgv = 2 and

1 respectively,consistentwith theknown band structure

forSiand G aAs.)

In Fig.4,the results for m = 0:21m e,which corre-

sponds to the transverse AlAs band m ass m t, are in

reasonable quantitative agreem ent with the experim en-

talAlAsquantum wellresults,including the anom alous

�nding of��=� having a strongerm any-body Ferm iliq-

uid enhancem entforthelowervalley occupancyof1than

for the higher occupancy of 2. W e note that at high

enough electron densities(& 1012cm �2 ),thisanom alous

valley dependenceofthespin susceptibility would disap-

pearaccording to ourtheoreticalcalculationswith ��=�

forgv = 2 being largerthan thatforgv = 1,consistent

with one’snaiveexpectations.Itm ay bem oreappropri-

ate to use16 a larger 2D band m ass in our calculation

given by m = 0:46m e =
p
m tm l with m l = m e the

longitudinalband m ass. Use ofthis band m ass results

in larger theoreticalvalues for spin susceptibility than

thatwasm easured in experim ent,butthetrend and the

characteristic of valley-degeneracy dependence rem ains

the sam e.The exactcauseofthe quantitativedi�erence

between our m = 0:46m e results and the experim ents

probably liesin the yetunknown detailsofthe sam ples

and experim entalprocedures,and arethereforenotclear

to usrightnow.

W hy does the valley occupancy dependence of the

m any-body susceptibility enhancem ent act in such a

way? Thereasonliesin m any-bodycorrelatione�ectsbe-

yond the naive exchange energy considerations. W ithin

an exchange-only Hartree-Fock theory, in fact, the 2-

valley occupancy state would have a higher suscepti-

bility enhancem ent than the 1-valley state. But corre-

lation e�ects are im portant in the system ,and at low

enough carrier densities the 1-valley state turns out to

havestrongerm any-body e�ectsthan the 2-valley state.

O urtheory,which isessentially a self-consistentdynam -

ically screened Hartree-Fock theory,includescorrelation

e�ects dem onstrating that at low enough carrier densi-

ties,��=� could be enhanced in the 1-valley state over

the 2-valley state as has been experim entally observed.

Another way to understand this is through the screen-

ing e�ect. As gv increases,Ferm im om entum decreases

as kF / 1=
p
gv,which favors m any-body renorm aliza-

tion. However, the screening e�ect increases with in-

creasing gv since qT F / gv, which tends to decrease

the renorm alization e�ect. These two e�ects are com -

peting with each other. At low densities,the screening

e�ectispredom inant,and therefore a sm allergv results

in m uch less screening than a biggergv and hence pro-

duceslargersusceptibility renorm alization.O n theother

hand, at high densities the screening e�ect is less im -

portant,and a sm aller gv results in a larger Ferm ien-

ergy and a sm allerrenorm alization e�ect. In particular,

the valley degeneracy dependence ofm any-body e�ects

should qualitatively correlatewith thedim ensionlesspa-

ram eterqT F =(2kF )/ g
3=2
v :forlarge(sm all)qT F =(2kF ),

low (high)density,sm aller(larger)valuesofgv produce

larger renorm alization. Note that the experim entalre-

sultsin Ref.9 do notshow any strong gs dependence in

contrastto ourtheoreticalresultsin Fig.4. W e discuss

thispuzzlein Sec.V below ofourpaper.



6

10
−1

10
0

10
1

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

2.2

n (10
15

 m
−2

)

m
* /m

Experimental
Theoretical Quasi−2D
Theoretical Ideal−2D

6.0 4.2 3.5 3.0 2.5 1.9 1.3 1.1 0.9 0.6 

FIG .5: (Color online.) Calculated e�ective m ass ofG aAs

heterostructure idealand quasi-2D system s with gs = 2 and

gv = 1,to becom pared with experim entaldatafrom Refs.11.

IV . R ESU LT S FO R EFFEC T IV E M A SS

Although them ain task ofourcurrentwork isthecal-

culation ofinteracting 2D susceptibility to com parewith

therecentexperim entalresults3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,averyrecent

experim entalreport11 of2D n-G aAse�ectivem assm ea-

surem entallowsusto apply ourrecently developed the-

ory14 forthequasiparticlee�ectivem assenhancem entto

2D G aAs in order to com pare with these experim ental

results. For details on the quasiparticle e�ective m ass

theory wereferto ourrecentpublication14.

In Fig.5 weshow ourtheoreticale�ectivem assresults

forelectronscon�ned in quasi-2D G aAsheterostructure

(valley degeneracy gv = 1) com paring with the recent

m easurem entsofTan et. al.11. The agreem entbetween

our results and the experim entalm easurem ents is very

good for the realistic quasi-2D calculation. Again the

ideal-2D e�ectivem assresultsturn outtobem uch larger

than the experim entaldata,em phasizing once m ore the

im portance of the quasi-2D e�ect on the m any-body

renorm alization ofphysicalquantities in such system s.

W eem phasizethat,whileathigh densitiesthequasi-2D

results are rather close (with a 10� 20% di�erence) to

thepure2D results,atlow densitiesthisdi�erencecould

be aslargeasa factor2.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

Before concluding we m ake som e criticalobservations

and com m ents on our theory and its im plications and,

m oreparticularly,on thecom parison with therecentex-

perim entalresults. O ne ofourim portantconclusionsis

thattheinclusion ofquasi-2D form factore�ectsisessen-

tialin understanding the 2D susceptibility results. As

such, an im portant issue is the realistic nature ofour

m odelwhere we have included the quasi-2D form -factor

e�ectsthrough the standard variationalapproxim ation2

forheterostructures.W e believe thatourquasi-2D elec-

tronicstructurem odelisextrem ely reasonable,butsom e

uncertainty and errorprobably arise(particularly atlow

carrierdensities) from our lack ofknowledge about the

depletion chargedensity in thesesystem s.

A ratherim portantfactorin the com parison with the

experim entaldata that is left out ofour consideration

is the e�ect oforbitalcoupling17 ofthe in-plane com -

ponentofthe externalm agnetic �eld invariably present

in theexperim entalm easurem entofthespin susceptibil-

ity. At low carrier densities,when the quasi-2D width

ofthe2D layerislarge,such a m agneto-orbitalcoupling

could havesubstantiale�ectson the2D e�ectivem ass17.

This e�ect is, however,entirely of one-electron origin,

and weassum e,som ewhatuncritically atthisstage,that

them agneto-orbitale�ectdropsoutofthesusceptibility

enhancem entfactor��=� sincetheenhancem entinvolves

aratiooftheinteractingand thenon-interactinge�ective

m assboth ofwhich willbe a�ected in a sim ilarm anner

by them agneto-orbitale�ect.In any case,them agneto-

orbitale�ect is negligibly sm allfor SiM O SFETs and

AlAsquantum wellsbecauseoftheirtightquasi-2D con-

�nem ent, and in the n-G aAs structure the ratio ��=�

should notbem uch a�ected by them agneto-orbitalcou-

pling.O nly atratherlow densitiesin G aAsheterostruc-

turesthe m agneto-orbitale�ectm ay play a role.
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FIG .6: (Color online.) (A)Com parison between the results

ofspin susceptibility calculated usingQ M C m ethod
15
and our

resultscalculated within RPA fora 2D electron system with

gs = 2;gv = 1. O ur results are for both idealand quasi-

2D system sasshown;the Q M C resultsare forideal2D sys-

tem s.(B).Com parison between ourRPA m any-body theory

and the Q M C results18 for quasiparticle e�ective m ass. Re-

sultsareshown forstrict2D (both on-shelland o�-shellRPA

self-energy approxim ations as well as Q M C) and quasi-2D

(on-shellRPA self-energy approxim ation) cases. O ur e�ec-

tive m ass results shown in Fig. 5 correspond to the on-shell

approxim ation which isthe consistentapproxim ation forthe

Ferm iliquid e�ective m ass within the RPA self-energy ap-

proxim ation.

Although our quasi-2D m odelis reasonably realistic

and accurate,our m any-body spin susceptibility calcu-

lation is necessarily based on approxim ations since the

problem ofan interactingquantum Coulom b system can-

notbesolved exactly.W eem phasizein thisrespectthat

Q M C calculations,while being accurate as a m atter of

principle,turn out as a m atter ofpractice to be often

unreliable due to variousapproxim ations(e.g. node �x-
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ing,back-
ow correlations,etc.) and inaccuracies (e.g.

�nitesizee�ects,num ericalerrors)inherentin theQ M C

technique. Also the Q M C calculations leave out quasi-

2D e�ects,and arethereforequantitatively incorrect.In

Fig.6 wem akea com parison between ourresultand the

Q M C result15 for susceptibility in an ideal-2D electron

system with gs = 2 and gv = 1. In the interm ediate

and largers region,thedi�erencebetween the resultsof

RPA and Q M C m ethodsturn to be very large. Butwe

note that our quasi-2D results are quantitatively quite

close to the Q M C pure-2D results. (A sim ilarsituation

seem s to hold for the e�ective m ass calculations also.)

Thisdem onstratesthe care thatisneeded in com paring

theory with experim entsin thisproblem .

In com paring theory and experim entforthe suscepti-

bility and the e�ective m assin 2D electron system sitis

im portant to em phasize the fact that the experim ental

m easurem ents for �� and m � in 2D system s are typi-

cally nottherm odynam ic m easurem ents,but are essen-

tially transportm easurem ents oftherm odynam ic quan-

tities in an applied m agnetic �eld which spin-polarizes

the system through the Zeem an splitting. Forexam ple,

the 2D susceptibility is m easured3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10 by either

m onitoring3 the fullspin polarization ofa 2D system in

an applied parallel�eld orthrough theclevercoincidence

technique12 in a titled m agnetic �eld. W e wantto raise

threeim portantissuesrelated totheseexperim entaltech-

niques and their relevance to our theory. First,strictly

speaking these techniques doesnotprovide a true m ea-

surem ents ofthe spin susceptibility �� that is de�ned

through ��(B ) = @M =@B with M the m agnetization

and B theapplied m agnetic�eld.In allthesetechniques,

the experim entally m easured quantity isactually M =B ,

which we now call~��(B ). Ashasbeen explained in the

experim entalliterature3,4,5,6,7,8,9,these studies m easure

indirectly the occupancies of spin up and down levels

through transportorLandau levelcoincidence m easure-

m ents.Thespin susceptibility isthen inferred from these

indirectspin polarizationstudiesbyusingthesim plenon-

interactingspin-dependentdensity form ula:In thetrans-

port m easurem ent technique,g��B B p = E F where B p

is the so-called saturation (parallel) �eld for ‘com plete

spin polarization’.In the Landau levelcoincidencetech-

nique, g��B B = i!c = ie~B ? =m
� with i halfinteger

orinteger.In eithercase,the derived spin susceptibility

is exactly ~��(B ) = M =B that we have just discussed.

(B = B p in the transport m easurem ent technique,and

B correspondsto theLandau levelcoincidencem agnetic

�eld in the Landau levelcoincidence technique.) It is

im portant to note that ~��(B ) 6= ��(B ) 6= ��(B = 0)

for B > > 0,and these three quantities coincide in the

B ! 0 lim it.Theprecisede�nition ofspin susceptibility

was never explicitly m ade clear in the previous experi-

m entalliterature. Second,even though the experim en-

tally observed ~��(B ) is notexactly the therm odynam ic

quantity �� = ��(B = 0),in norm alcircum stancesthey

are close to each other. Especially,ifthe m agnetization

curve ofthe system is sm ooth (which norm ally it will

be), ~��(B ) is in between ��(B = 0) and ��(B = B p)

which are the two extrem e case we are considering in

this work. As we m entioned before,since the m agnetic

�eld dependence of�� only m anifestsitselfthrough the

spin degeneracy factor,we can say thatthe experim en-

tally m easured ~��(B ) should be in between ��(gs = 2)

and ��(gs = 1),which is the justi�cation for our com -

parison ofthe experim entaldata with ourgs = 1;2 the-

oreticalresults. In Ref.7,the issue of�nite �eld and

hence the spin degeneracy factordependence ofthe sus-

ceptibility ism adem oreclear.However,in thiscasenot

only the partialspin polarization need to be considered,

the e�ect ofthe �nite perpendicularm agnetic �eld and

Landau levelson thesusceptibility need to befurtherin-

vestigated,which isbeyond thescopeofthiswork.Third,

the di�erence between ~��(B ) and �� m ay be helpfulin

understanding som eofthediscrepanciesbetween theex-

perim entaldata and our theoretical�ndings. For ex-

am ple the recentm easurem ents8,9 in 2D AlAsquantum

wellsystem s�nd astrongly valley-degeneracy-dependent

spin susceptibility which,however,dem onstrates essen-

tially no spin degeneracy dependence. Since the valley

index is essentially a pseudo-spin index, theory would

predictthesam e valley and spin degeneracy dependence

ofsusceptibilityunlessthereisstrongspin-orbitorvalley-

orbitband structure e�ectsin the system .Therefore,in

the rs region where the spin susceptibility has a large

dependence on the valley degeneracy,the spin degener-

acy should play an equally big role,asshown in Fig.4.

This theory-experim entaldiscrepancy m ay very wellbe

a result ofthe di�erence between ~��(B ) and ��. This

factor m ight have also caused the quantitative discrep-

ancy between ourRPA results(using m = 0:46m e)and

theexperim entalresultsshown in Fig.4.O therpossible

explanation could also liein one-electron band structure

physics,notin m any-body theory. There have been no

Q M C calculationsrevealing thespin and valley degener-

acy dependency ofthe spin susceptibility.

The m any-body approxim ation we use in our work,

nam ely the renorm alized interaction calculated within

thein�niteseriesofbubblediagram sand thesusceptibil-

ity calculated in thein�niteseriesofladderdiagram sus-

ingtheappropriatedynam icallyscreened interaction (i.e.

theladder-bubbleapproxim ation for��),correspondsto

the leading-orderexpansion in the dynam ically screened

interaction. Such an expansion is asym ptotically exact

in the high-density lim it,and is known to work wellin

the low-density lim it as well. Unfortunately,its regim e

ofquantitative validity is unknown,and it is likely to

becom e progressively quantitatively inaccurate asrs in-

creases. It should, however, be qualitatively valid for

largerrs valuesaslongastheinteractingelectron system

rem ainsaFerm iliquid.O urreasonableagreem ent(with-

outadjusting any param eters)with existing experim ents

showsthatthe theory rem ainswell-valid in 2D-system s

atleastup-to rs � 7,which isconsistentwith thesuccess

ofthe corresponding 3D theory in the m etallic densities

(rs � 3� 6).Sincenosystem aticand uncontrolled m any-
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body theory approxim ation isavailableforsusceptibility

beyond the ladder-bubble series approxim ation carried

out in this paper,we can only test the validity ofour

theory through the directcom parison with experim ents,

and on thisground thetheory seem sto bewell-justi�ed.

O ur quasiparticle e�ective m ass results (Fig. 5) are

based on the theory developed by usin Ref.14 recently.

This theory is the RPA theory, based on the leading-

orderself-energy calculation in thedynam ically screened

Coulom b interaction.W hilethetheory isasym ptotically

exactin thehigh density rs ! 0 lim it,itisnotbased on

an rs expansion and is essentially a self-consistent�eld

theory. Unfortunately, however, like m any other self-

consistent�led theories,thelevelofvalidityofthistheory

for large rs (i.e. the strongly interacting regim e)is un-

known exceptthatitisexpected to rem ain qualitatively

valid1,13,14 for rs > 1 unless there is a quantum phase

transition. Since we have discussed the approxim ation

schem eand thevalidity ofourRPA e�ectivem asstheory

in som e detailsin Ref.14,we do notrepeatthose argu-

m entshere.W e pointoutthatthee�ective m assresults

given in Fig.5 usethe\on-shell" self-energy approxim a-

tion13,14,which hasbeen argued13,14 tobethecorrectdy-

nam icalapproxim ationconsistentwith theLandauFerm i

liquid theory as long as the self-energy is obtained in

the leading-order dynam ically screened interaction (i.e.

RPA).O ur\o�-shell" approxim ation forthe2D e�ective

m ass(shown in Fig.6(B))di�ersfrom thecorresponding

\on-shell" resultsby a factorof2 orm ore atlow densi-

ties,and show di�erenttrendsaswell.Thefactthatthe

\on-shell" e�ective m assresultsagree m uch betterwith

experim entthan the \o�-shell" resultsisadditionalevi-

dence in supportofthe \on-shell" approxim ation being

thecorrectonewithin RPA self-energy schem e.O necan

try to \im prove" upon RPA by including local�eld cor-

rections19 to the dynam icalelectron polarizability (i.e.

barebubbleofRPA)which,in som ecrudem anner,sim -

ulates the incorporation of higher-order vertex correc-

tions in the theory. But such local�eld correctionsare

uncontrolled,and probably inconsistent,since m any di-

agram sin the sam e orderare typically leftout. W e are

thereforeunconvinced thattheinclusion oflocal�eld cor-

rectionsin the theory is necessarily an im provem enton

RPA.The greatconceptualadvantage ofRPA isthatit

isa well-de�ned approxim ation thatisboth highly phys-

ically m otivated (i.e.dynam icalscreening)and theoreti-

callyexactin thehigh-density (rs ! 0)lim it.Attem pted

im provem entupon RPA through the arbitrary inclusion

oflocal�eld correction m ay neitherbe theoretically jus-

ti�ablenorm orereliable.K eepingthesecaveatsin m ind,

we m ention thatseveralpreviousworks14,19 have shown

thatlocal�eld correctionsto the m any-body properties

oftwo dim ensionalelectron gasturn to be very sm allin

the density rangeofourcurrentinterest.

In has recently been discussed in detailby us14 that

RPA is not necessarily a high-density theory although

it is exact in the high density lim it. The ring diagram

approxim ation,which isattheheartofRPA,isan expan-

sion in thedynam icallyscreened interaction.Undersom e

circum stance RPA can be very loosely thoughtof1,14 as

an expansion in an e�ectiveparam eterrs=(rs+ C )where

C > 1 is a constant. This im plies that RPA could in

som e situation turn out to be decent approxim ation in

the rs > 1 case. Indeed 3D m etals,with 3 < rs < 6,

seem to bereasonably well-described1 by RPA.Leading-

ordervertex correctionsto RPA 13,14,19 typically produce

only sm allquantitativecorrectionsin the rs > 1 regim e,

again em pirically justifying the validity ofRPA.There

isobviously a lotofcancellation am ong thehigher-order

diagram s(in particular,between the self-energy and the

vertex diagram s) leading to the good em piricalsuccess

of RPA consisting only of the bare bubble diagram s.

But this em piricalsuccess is physically well-m otivated,

arising from the long-range nature ofthe inter-electron

Coulom b interaction with the decisive point ofphysics

being the dynam icalscreening properties ofa Coulom b

liquid.In an interactingsystem with short-rangebarein-

teractions,e.g. neutralHe-3,the ring-diagram splay no

specialrole,and RPA isnotam eaningfulapproxim ation.

In a strongly interacting system ,such as a 2D electron

system with rs > 1,one m ustuse a carefuland critical

com parison between theory and experim entasthe prin-

cipalguide in deciding the validity ofany theory. By

this standard RPA appearsto be a reasonable approxi-

m ation even forrs > 1.Therearem any othertheoretical

techniquesin condensed m atterphysicswhich work well

beyond their putative regim e ofvalidity { for exam ple,

the dynam icalm ean �eld theory (DM FT),which is ex-

actin in�nite dim ensions,seem sto providegood results

in 2 and 3 dim ensionalstrongly correlated system s,and

thelocaldensityapproxim ation(LDA),which isexactfor

veryslowlyvaryingdensity inhom ogeneity,workswellfor

theband structureofrealsolidswith theirrapidly vary-

ing densities. Sim ilar to DM FT and LDA,RPA works

wellbecause itisfundam entally a non-perturbativethe-

ory which accountsforsom e key ingredientofthe inter-

action physics,nam ely,screening in the situation under

consideration in thispaper.

W econcludeby em phasizing thatthem ostsigni�cant

im plication ofthe excellentqualitative and quantitative

agreem entbetween our theory and 2D spin susceptibil-

ity and e�ective m ass m easurem ents is that interacting

2D electron system s,which have been ofm uch interest

recently,rem ain Ferm iliquids down to reasonably low

carrierdensities(rs � 7 orso atleast),and m any-body

perturbative techniques,coupled with a realistic quasi-

2D description fortheelectronicstructure,provideavery

good qualitative and quantitative m odelfor these sys-

tem s. There is no need to invoke any non-Ferm iliquid

concepts to explain the recent experim entalresults on

quasiparticlerenorm alization e�ects3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11.

Thiswork issupported by the NSF,the DARPA,the

US-O NR,and the LPS.
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