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

An electron liquid on a uniform neutralizing background (EL) is used as the

reference system in m ostrealistic calculationsofelectronic structure in condensed-

m atter physics [1]. At zero tem perature there are only two relevant param eters

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412665v1


fora disorder-free EL in the absence ofquantizing m agnetic �elds and spin-orbital

coupling:(i)theusualW igner-Seitzdensity param eterrs = (�n2D a
2
B
)�1=2 ,aB being

the Bohr radius in vacuum (in a m edium aB ! a?
B
= ~

2��=(m be
2) with �� and m b

appropriatedielectricconstantand bareband m assrespectively);and (ii)thedegree

ofspin polarization � = jn" � n#j=n2D . Here n� is the average density ofparticles

with spin � =";# and n2D = n" + n# isthe totalaveragedensity.

Understanding the m any-body aspects ofthis m odelhas attracted continued

interestform any decades[2-6].TheEL,unlikesystem sofclassicalparticles,behaves

like an idealparam agnetic gas at high density (rs � 1) and like a solid at low

density [7](rs � 1). In the interm ediate density regim e,which isrelevantin three

dim ensions (3D ) to conduction electrons in sim ple m etals and in two dim ensions

(2D )to electronsin an inversion layerofa Sim etal-oxide-sem iconductor�eld-e�ect

transistor(M OSFET)orin an AlG aAs/G aAsquantum well,perturbativetechniques

areclearly note�ectiveowing tothelack ofasm allexpansion param eter.Onehasto

takerecourseto approxim atesem i-analyticalm ethods,a num berofwhich havebeen

reviewed in Refs.[3,4],orto Quantum M onte Carlo (QM C)sim ulation m ethods[8-

18].

Am ong the m ethods designed to dealwith the interm ediate density regim e,of

particularinterestforitsphysicalappealand eleganceisLandau’sphenom enological

theory [19].The basic idea ofLandau’stheory isthatthe low-lying excitationsofa

system ofinteractingFerm ionswith repulsiveinteractionscan beconstructed starting

from the low-lying statesofa noninteractig Ferm igasby adiabatically switching-on

the interaction between particles. This procedure allows to establish a one-to-one

correspondence between the eigenstates of the idealsystem and the approxim ate

eigenstates ofthe interacting one. Landau called such single-particle excitationsof

an interacting Ferm i-liquid \quasiparticles" (QP’s). He wrote the excitation energy

oftheFerm i-liquid E [np]asa functionaloftheQP distribution function np in term s

ofthe isolated quasiparticleenergy Ep and ofthe QP-QP interaction function fp;p0.

The lattercan in turn be used to obtain variousphysicalproperties ofthe system ,

such asthe com pressibility and the spin-susceptibility.

One ofthe im plicationsofLandau’stheory ofFerm i-liquidsisthe factthatthe

QP m assm ? isrenorm alized by electron-electron interactions[2]:m ? 6= m ,m being

thebareelectron m ass.In atranslationally-invariantsystem thecurrentjp carried by

a single excited QP ofm om entum p iscontrolled only by the bare m ass,jp = p=m .

On the otherhand,the QP group velocity vp isinstead de�ned by vp = r pEp. In

an isotropic system vp isparallelto p and the relation vp = p=m ? de�nes the QP

e�ective m ass. Thusjp 6= vp,the reason being thatdue to interactionsthe m oving

QP tends to drag part ofthe electronic m edium along with it producing an extra

current[2,3].

The QP e�ective m assisa m easurable quantity.The m ostdirectway to deter-

m ine m ? would be a m easurem entofthe low-tem perature heatcapacity CV (T). It

isin factrem arkable[2,3]thatelectron-electron interaction e�ectsenterC V (T)only

through m ?:the Landau interaction functionsfp;p0 are notexplicitly invoked [2,3].

Thesetypeofexperim entsareexceedingly challenging and havenotyetbeen realized

with high precision (see Ref.[38]below and referencestherein).An alternative tool

to accessexperim entally the QP e�ective m ass(and otherFerm i-liquid param eters)

isto analyzequantum Shubnikov-deHaasoscillationsofthem agnetoresistance.M o-



tivated by a large num ber ofrecent m agnetotransport studies [20-25]ofthis type

we have revisited [26]the problem ofthe m icroscopic calculation ofm ? in a para-

m agnetic (i.e. � = 0)2D EL.Our system atic study isbased on a generalized G W

approxim ation which m akesuse ofthe m any-body local�elds and takesadvantage

ofthe results ofthe m ost recent QM C calculations ofthe static charge-and spin-

response ofthe 2D EL [27]. W e report extensive calculations for the m any-body

e�ectivem assenhancem entm ?=m overa broad rangeofrs values.In thisrespectwe

critically exam ine the relativem eritsofthe on-shellapproxim ation,com m only used

in weak-coupling situations,versus the actualself-consistent solution ofthe Dyson

equation.W eshow thatalready forrs ’ 3 and higher,a solution oftheDyson equa-

tion proveshere necessary in orderto obtain a wellbehaved e�ective m ass. Finally

we also show thatour theoreticalresults for a quasi-2D EL,free ofany adjustable

�ttingparam eters,arein good qualitativeagreem entwith som erecentm easurem ents

in a G aAs=AlG aAsheterostructure.

2. M A N Y -B O D Y EFFEC T IV E M A SS EN H A N C EM EN T

Theaim ofthisSection isto presenta briefsum m ary ofthetheory wehaveused

forthe retarded QP self-energy �ret(k;!)ofa param agnetic 2D EL (thatwe have

sum m arized in Eqs.(3)and (7)below)from which we have calculated m ?=m . The

form aljusti�cation ofEqs.(3)and (7),which essentially restson both diagram m atic

perturbation theory and on the so-called renorm alized Ham iltonian approach [28],

can befound in the originalworks[29,30],in Ref.[3],and in Ref.[26].

To�x thenotation westartby introducingtheHam iltonian fora2D EL con�ned

to an area S,

Ĥ =
X

k;�

"k ĉ
y

k;�
ĉk;� +

1

2S

X

q6= 0

vq

X

k1;�1

X

k2;�2

ĉ
y

k1+ q;�1
ĉ
y

k2�q;� 2
ĉk2;�2 ĉk1;�1 : (1)

Here ĉ
y

k;�
and ĉk;� are ferm ionic creation and annihilation operators which satisfy

canonicalanticom m utation relations,"k = ~
2k2=(2m ) is the single-particle energy,

and vq = 2�e2=q is the 2D Fourier transform of the bare Coulom b interaction

e2=r. For later purposes we introduce the Ferm iwave num ber kF = (2�n2D )
1=2 =p

2=(rsaB ),theFerm ienergy "F = ~
2k2

F
=(2m )and the quantity �k = "k � "F .

The retarded QP self-energy �ret(k;!)iswritten asthe sum oftwo term s,

�ret(k;!)= �SX (k;!)+ �C H (k;!) (2)

wherethe�rstterm iscalled \screened-exchange" (SX)and thesecond term iscalled

\Coulom b-hole" (CH).The frequency ! ism easured from "F =~.

The SX contribution isgiven by

�SX (k;!)= �

Z
d2q

(2�)2

vq

"(q;! � �k+ q=~)
�(� �k+ q=~): (3)

Here �(x) is the step function and "(q;!) isa screening function originating from

e�ective Kukkonen-Overhauserinteractions[31],

1

"(q;!)
= 1+ vq [1� G+ (q)]

2
�C (q;!)+ 3vq G

2
� (q)�S(q;!): (4)



In Eq.(4)thecharge-charge and spin-spin response functions�C (q;!)and �S(q;!)

are determ ined by the spin-sym m etric and spin-antisym m etric static [32]local-�eld

factorsG + (q)and G � (q)[27],

�C (q;!)=
�0(q;!)

1� vq[1� G+ (q)]�0(q;!)
(5)

and

�S(q;!)=
�0(q;!)

1+ vqG � (q)�0(q;!)
; (6)

�0(q;!) being the Lindhard-Stern response function ofa noninteracting 2D elec-

tron gas[34].Notethat�SX (k;!)isjustan ordinary exchange-likeself-energy built

from theKukkonen-Overhausere�ectiveinteractionsinstead ofbareCoulom b inter-

actions,which would lead tothefrequency-independentHartree-Fock self-energy �rst

calculated forthe 2D EL by Chaplik [35].

The CH contribution to the retarded self-energy isgiven by

�C H (k;!)= �

Z
d2q

(2�)2
vq

Z + 1

0

d


�

=m ["�1 (q;
)]

! � �k+ q=~� 
+ i�
; (7)

where� isa positivein�nitesim al.Therealpartoftheretarded self-energy isreadily

obtained from Eqs.(3)and (7)with the result

<e�ret(k;!)= �

Z
d2q

(2�)2
vq<e["

�1 (q;! � �k+ q=~)]�(� �k+ q=~)

�

Z
d2q

(2�)2
vqP

Z + 1

0

d


�

=m ["�1 (q;
)]

! � �k+ q=~� 

: (8)

OncetherealpartoftheQP self-energy isknown,theQP excitation energy �EQ P(k),

which is the QP energy m easured from the chem icalpotential� ofthe interacting

EL,can becalculated by solving self-consistently theDyson equation

�EQ P(k)= �k + <e�R
ret(k;!)

�
�
!= �EQ P (k)=~

; (9)

where <e�R
ret(k;!)= <e�ret(k;!)� �ret(kF ;0).Forlaterpurposesweintroduce at

thispointtheso-called on-shellapproxim ation (OSA).Thisam ountsto approxim at-

ing theQP excitation energy by calculating <e�R
ret(k;!)in Eq.(9)atthefrequency

! = �k=~ corresponding to thesingle-particleenergy,thatis

�EQ P(k)’ �k + <e�R
ret(k;!)

�
�
!= �k =~

: (10)

Thee�ectivem assm ? can becalculated from theQP excitation energy by m eans

ofthe relationship

1

m ?
=

1

~
2kF

d�EQ P(k)

dk

�
�
�
�
k= kF

: (11)



Asrem arked above,�EQ P(k)m ay becalculated eitherby solvingself-consistently

theDyson equation (9)orby using theOSA in Eq.(10).In whatfollowstheidentity

d<e�R
ret(k;!(k))

dk
= @k<e�

R
ret(k;!)

�
�
!= !(k)

+ @!<e�
R
ret(k;!)

�
�
!= !(k)

d!(k)

dk
(12)

willbe used,!(k)being an arbitrary function ofk.

Using Eqs.(11)and (12)with !(k)= �EQ P(k)=~ we�nd thatthee�ectivem ass

m ?
D calculated within the Dyson schem e isgiven by

m �
D

m
=

Z �1

1+ (m =~2kF )@k<e�
R
ret(k;!)

�
�
k= kF ;!= 0

: (13)

The renorm alization constant Z thatm easures the discontinuity ofthe m om entum

distribution atk = kF isgiven by

Z =
1

1� ~
�1 @!<e�

R
ret(k;!)

�
�
k= kF ;!= 0

: (14)

Thenorm alFerm i-liquid assum ption,0 < Z � 1,im plies @!<e�
R
ret(k;!)

�
�
k= kF ;!= 0

�

0. Thus we see that the e�ective m ass m ?
D can diverge at a �nite value of rs

by one of two m echanism s: (i) the partial derivative of �R
ret with respect to !,

@!<e�
R
ret(k;!)

�
�
k= kF ;!= 0

going to m inus in�nity atsom e �nite value ofrs [36];(ii)

the partialderivative of�R
ret with respect to k, @k<e�

R
ret(k;!)

�
�
k= kF ;!= 0

going to

� ~
2kF =m atsom e �nite valueofrs.

Neitherpossibility isrealized in ourcalculation: the �rstisbarred a prioriby

the fact that the analytic expression for the frequency derivative of�R
ret is always

�nite at�nite rs;thesecond isfound a posteriorinotto occursince the m om entum

derivativeof�R
ret ispositiveup to thelargestrs considered (see below).

On the otherhand,using Eqs.(11)and (12)with !(k)= �k=~ we �nd thatthe

e�ective m assm ?
O SA within theOSA isgiven by

m ?
O SA

m
=

1

1+ (m =~2kF )@k<e�
R
ret(k;!)

�
�
k= kF ;!= 0

+ (1� Z�1 )
: (15)

Ofcourse,Eq.(15)isavalid approxim ation tothee�ectivem assin theweak coupling

lim it,as can be seen by expanding Eq.(13) for sm allvalues of�R
ret: however its

application becom es problem atic at large values ofrs. In particular,we see that

because Z decreases m onotonically with increasing rs,there m ust necessarily be a

criticalvalueofrs forwhich thedenom inatorofEq.(15)vanishesand m
?
O SA diverges.

A recentpaperby Zhang and DasSarm a [37]infersfrom thisfacta truedivergence

ofthe e�ectivem asswithin theRPA.In ourview,however,thism ustbe considered

an artifact ofEq.(15). The unphysicalcharacter ofthe behavior m ?
O SA ! 1 is

revealed by the fact that the divergence is driven by a negative but �nite value of

@!<e�
R
ret(kF ;0),whereas we know,from the generalanalysis given above,that a

genuine divergence would have to be driven eitherby an in�nite @!<e�
R
ret(kF ;0)or



by a negative@k<e�
R
ret(kF ;0)becom ing equalto � ~

2kF =m .W econcludethatthere

isno evidence,within the presenttheory,fora physically relevantdivergence ofthe

e�ective m ass.

3. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

W e turn now to a presentation ofourm ain num ericalresultsform ?=m . In all

�gures the labels \RPA",\G + " and \G + &G � " refer to three possible choices for

the local-�eld factors: \RPA" refers to the case in which local-�eld factors are not

included,\G + " to the case in which the antisym m etric spin-spin local�eld issetto

zero (i.e.spin-density uctuationsare notallowed),and �nally \G + &G � " refersto

the fulltheory including both charge-and spin-density uctuations.

In Fig.1 we show ournum ericalresultsform ?
D and m ?

O SA . The e�ective m ass

enhancem ent issubstantially sm allerin the Dyson-equation calculation than in the

OSA,the reason being thata large cancellation occursbetween num eratorand de-

nom inatorin Eq.(13). In both calculationsthe com bined e�ectofcharge and spin

uctuationsisto enhance thee�ectivem assovertheRPA result,whereastheoppo-

site e�ect isfound ifonly charge uctuations are included { a m anifestly incorrect

result that neglects the spinorialnature ofthe electron. Forcom pleteness we have

also included in Fig.1 the variationalQM C resultsofKwon etal.[11]. The reader

should bearin m ind thatthee�ective m assisnota ground-state property and thus

its evaluation by the QM C technique is quite delicate,as it involves the construc-

tion ofexcited states.Thereclearly isquantitativedisagreem entbetween our\best"

theoreticalresults(the\G + &G � =D" predictions)and theQM C data.

In Fig.2 weshow thebehaviorofthetwo term sin thedenom inatorofEq.(15)

as functions ofrs. This �gure clearly shows how a spurious divergence can arise

in m ?
O SA : for instance,within the RPA the denom inator in Eq.(15) has a zero at

rs ’ 15:5 (seetheinsetin Fig.2).Ournum ericalevidence,within thethreetheories

we have studied, is that indeed (i) @!<e�
R
ret(kF ;0) is negative as it should for a

norm alFerm i-liquid,and m onotonically increasing in absolutevalueasa function of

rs;and (ii)@k<e�
R
ret(kF ;0)ispositiveand m onotonically increasing too.W ithin the

theory outlined in Ref.[26],which usesasakey ingredienttheKukkonen-Overhauser

e�ectivescreening function in Eq.(4),thee�ectofa charge-only local�eld isto shift

thisdivergenceto highervaluesofrs,whiletheoppositeoccursupon including both

charge and spin uctuations. For instance,within the \G + &G � =OSA" theory the

divergence occursnearrs = 5.

W e now pass to illustrate how our theory com pares with experim ents. A full

analysisofthepublished dataforthee�ectivem assofcarriersin Si-M OSFET’s[20,21]

would requiream orecom pletetheoreticalstudy,m ainly toaccountforthetwo-valley

natureofthem aterial.W ewillfocushereinstead on theexperim entalresultsofTan

et al. [38]in a G aAs=AlG aAs heterojunction-insulated gate �eld-e�ect transistor

(HIG FET)ofexceedingly high quality. A quantitative com parison between theory

and experim entwould also require a re�ned treatm entofa seriesofe�ectssuch as

thosedue to (i)thedetailed band-structure ofthehostsem iconductor,(ii)disorder,

and (iii) �nite tem perature [39]. Note also that the Shubnikov-de Haas m easure-

m entsofTan etal.[38]are perform ed in a sm allbutobviously �nite m agnetic �eld
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Figure 1. E�ective m ass enhancem ent as a function ofrs for 0 � rs � 10. The

insetshowsan enlargem entoftheresultsforrs � 1.Thelinesshow theresultsfrom

Eq.(13),whilethe sym bols(exceptforthedots)arefrom Eq.(15).TheQM C data

(dots)arefrom Ref.[11].

B and,in general,the ground-state ofan EL in a sm all�nite B �eld [40]can be

profoundly di�erentfrom thatatB = 0. In ourzero-�eld calculationswe have: (i)

included band-structure e�ects only through the G aAs band m ass m b = 0:067m ;

(ii) neglected possible e�ects due to disorder because the concentration of back-

ground im purities ni in the HIG FET used in Ref.[38]has been estim ated [41]to

be ni � 5� 1012 cm �3 which is a very low num ber;and (iii)neglected therm alef-

fectseven though in Ref.[38]the tem perature ofthe dilution refrigeratorwaskept

relatively high (100 . T . 400m K)to avoid the quantum Hallregim e in which the

Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations becom e non-sinusoidal. A sim ple inspection shows

however that,assum ing thatforthe highesttem perature T = 400m K the EL isin

therm alequilibrium with the refrigerator,the ratio oftherm alto Ferm ienergy is

quitesm alleven atthe lowestdensities,e.g.kB T="F � 0:03 forrs = 6.

W ethusrestrictouranalysissolely tothee�ectof�nitesam plethickness,by dis-

cussing how asoftened Coulom b potentialm odi�esm ? againstthestrictly-2D results

shown in Fig.1. The expectation is that the QP e�ective m ass willbe noticeably

sm allerwhen a softened Coulom b interaction isatwork.

W ehavethusrecalculated m ? afterrenorm alizingthebareCoulom b potentialby

m eansofaform factortotakeintoaccountthe�nitewidth oftheEL in theHIG FET

used inRef.[38].Theappropriaterenorm alized potentialisgiven byVq = vqF (qd)=��,

where

F (x)=

�

1+
�ins

�sc

�

8+ 9x + 3x2

16(1+ x)3
+

�

1�
�ins

�sc

�

1

2(1+ x)6
; (16)
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Figure 2.Illustratingthedivergenceofthee�ectivem asswithin theOSA.Thethree

curvesstartingfrom unityatrs = 0refertothequantity1+m ~�2 k�1
F
@k<e�

R
ret(kF ;0),

and the otherthree curves to ~�1 j@!<e�
R
ret(kF ;0)j= Z �1 � 1. The intersection of

two lineswith the sam e line-style in the two setsofcurvescorrespondsto a zero in

thedenom inatorofEq.(15)and thusto a divergencein m ?
O SA .Theinsetshowsthis

divergence occurring within theRPA atrs ’ 15:5.

with d = [~2�sc=(48�m be
2n?)]1=3 representing an e�ective width ofthe quasi-2D

EL [42].Here�ins = 10:9 and �sc = 12:9 arethedielectricconstantsoftheinsulator

and ofthe space charge layer, �� is their average and n? = ndepl+ 11n2D =32,the

depletion layercharge density ndepl being essentially zero (see Ref.[18]ofRef.[41])

in the experim entsofRef.[38]. Note thatthe renorm alized potentialdoesnotcon-

tain any adjustable �tting param eter. The resultsthatwe obtain with the softened

potentialVq are shown in Fig.3 againstthe experim entalresultsofTan etal.[38].

A caveatto keep in m ind is that we have used the sam e local-�eld factors as for a

zero-thickness2D EL [27]in thelack ofa betterchoice.Thustheresultslabeled by

\G + " and \G + &G � " in Fig.3 contain thee�ectof�nitethicknessonly through the

renorm alization ofthe Coulom b potential. W e believe thatthe explicitdependence

ofthe local�eldson the �nite width ofthe 2D EL should notchange the resultsof

Fig.3 in a substantialm anner.

Asitappearsfrom Fig.3,a quite satisfactory qualitative agreem entexistsbe-

tween theory and experim ent,considering theoversim pli�ed m odelwehaveused for

the quasi-2D EL in the heterojunction ofRef.[38]. Nevertheless,in detailthe dis-

crepanciesarequitesubstantial.In particularboth theRPA and \G + &G � "theories,

which give rather sim ilarresults,underestim ate the considerable e�ective m ass en-

hancem ent atstrong-coupling,i.e. for rs & 5. A com parison in the weak-coupling

regim e rs . 1 would be very helpfulbut unfortunately is not possible due to the

lacknessofexperim entaldata.
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Figure 3. E�ective m ass enhancem ent for a 2D EL con�ned in a G aAs=AlG aAs

triangularquantum wellofthetypeused in Refs.[24]and [38].Thetheoreticalresults

are shown in the sam e notation ofFig.1.The experim entalresults(Tan etal.) are

from Ref.[38].

4. C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,wehaverevisited theproblem ofthem icroscopiccalculation ofthe

m any-body e�ectivem assenhancem entin a2D EL.W ehaveperform ed a system atic

study based on them any-body local-�eldstheory,taking advantageoftheresultsof

the m ostrecentQM C calculationsofthe static charge and spin response ofthe EL

expressed through staticlocal-�eld factors.W ehavepresented resultsforthee�ective

m ass enhancem ent overa wide range ofelectron densities. In this respect we have

critically exam ined the m erits ofthe OSA versus the Dyson-equation calculation.

Depending on the local-�eld factors,the OSA predictsa spuriousdivergence ofthe

e�ective m ass atstrong coupling and a solution ofthe Dyson equation istherefore

necessary in ordertoobtain thecorrectvalueofthee�ectivem asswithin Ferm i-liquid

theory.Thecom parison with theexperim entaldata ofRef.[38]showsgood qualita-

tiveagreem entbutsubstantialdiscrepanciesespecially atstrong coupling calling for

furthertheoreticalwork and com putersim ulations.
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