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Selfgenerated locality near a ferrom agnetic quantum -critical point

A . V. Chubukov
D epartm ent of P hysics, University of M aryland, College Park, M D, 208144111

W e analyze the behavior of interacting ferm ions near a ferrom agnetic Stoner instability. W e show
that the Landau dam ping of the spin susceptibility is a relevant perturbation near a ferrom agnetic
quantum —critical point FQCP ). W e argue that, as the system approaches a FQCP, the ferm ionic
selfenergy crosses over from predom nantly m om entum dependent away from the transition to
predom nantly frequency dependent in the in m ediate vicinity of the transition. W e argue that due
to this selfgenerated locality, the quasiparticle e ective m ass does not diverge before a FQCP is

reached.

I. NTRODUCTION

O ver 50 years, Fem i liquid theory serves as the ba—
sis for our understanding of the behavior of electrons In
m etals 'E,', -'g, 'g]. D eveloped by Landau to describe the
behavior of °H e at ow T f{l] and based on a m inin al
num ber of postulates, it allow s to describe the behavior
of interacting ferm ions not only qualitatively, but also
quantitatively (seeeg., iﬁf]) .

T he key postulate of Ferm iliquid theory is that the In—
teraction between ferm ions w ith energies near the Fem 1
energy isweak in any Ferm i liquid, and does not qualita—
tively change the structure of low -energy ferm ionic states
com pared to a Fem igas. In the G reen’s function lan-—
guage, the condition of weak scattering near the Fem i
surface in plies that the ferm ionic selfenergy (!) is
linear n ! and in k ke at an allest frequencies and
anallest X Kk j. In particular,atk = kg,

krpil)= ! @)

The in aginary part of (!), responsble for the scatter—
ing from one electronic state into the other, and hence,
for a nie lifetim e of a given ferm ionic state, m ust be
an aller than !, ie., should behave at low frequencies as

Oy 1t >0 @)

T he conditions speci ed by @) and @) In ply that at low

energies, the dom inant e ect of electron-electron inter-
action is the shift of the energy lvels, proportional to
the deviation of the energy level from the Fem isurface.
At the sam e tin e, the levels them selves ram ain Intact,
ie., they are not destroyed by the interaction. Egs. ('_]:)

and (::2) Inply that In the limi of anall ! and snall
*3 k&, the Green’s function for interacting ferm ions
has the sam e orm as for non-interacting ferm ions, m od—
ulo the renom alization of the Fem i velocity and the
overallZ factor:

Z
1y =
DT T 655 k)t i st ®

wherev, = ky=m ,andm isthee ectivem ass.
Since the corrections due to electron-electron in—
teractions do not change the functional form of the

ferm jonic propagator, the them odynam ic characteris—
tics of a Ferm 1 system , which describe the system ’s re—
action to an all extermal perturbations such as tem pera-
ture or m agnetic eld, must retain the sam e finctional
form as for free ferm ions. This, in particular, i plies
that the speci cheat is lnear In T at low tem peratures,
C(T)/ T, and the static spin susceptibility reduces to
a constant at T = 0. The Inear in T speci ¢ heat and
the constant spin susceptibility are the two fundam ental
properties of a Ferm i liquid n any d > 1.

In this com m unication, we consider the situation when
the system at T = 0 is close to a density-w ave Instability
at g= 0. Them ost straightforw ard exam ple is a system
near a ferrom agnetic quantum critical point EQCP).
Spin uctuations can be either isotropic or anisotropic,
ie., of Ising type, due to spn-orbi coupling. O ur con—
clusions are applicable for both cases. For de niteness,
w e consider isotropic case. W e assum e that the system is
weakly coupled faraw ay from the transition. T hisin plies
that the correctionsto a Ferm iliquid are generally an all.
N ear the transition, how ever, the bosonic m ode that m e-
diates interaction between fem ions becom es soft, and
selfenergy corrections increase E, :_6, :j, 3_3:, -rg, :_l-(_)', :_i}', :_1'2_i]
In d < 3, the dim ensionless coupling constant  scales as
a positive pow er of the ferrom agnetic correlation length

= g=W ( =aj ¢, where g is the coupling, a is the
Interatom ic spacing, and W = vy =a is of order of the
ferm ionic bandw idth. At a, g=W is small if,

as we assum g, the Interaction is sm all com pared to W .
However, as increases, also increasesand diverges at
aFQCP,where =1 .

The issue brought about in several recent publica-
tions {[3, 114] is whether in this siuation a Ferm i lig-
uld survives right up to a critical point, or i is de-
stroyed already at som e distance away from criticality.
T he possibility that a Ferm i liquid is destroyed before a
FQCP is based on the cbservation [14] that if the fally
renom alized interaction is static, then the e ectivem ass
m =m = 1=(1 ) diverges already at = 1, ie, at
som e distance from a FQCP . It was suggested t_lj] that
a new intemm ediate phase tem ed as \fem ionic conden—
sate" may emerge neara FQCP.

W ewillshow thatthel=(1 ) dependence ofthe ef-

fective m ass holds only as long as the retardation of the
Interaction is a an all perturbation, and the selfenergy
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predom nantly depends on k:
that, as Increases, the selfenergy crosses over from

k) to (!) already at g=W ) @ =2 1. Above
the crossover, the expression for the m ass changes from
m =m = 1=(1 )tom =m = 1+ . Then,asthe system
enters into the strong coupling regine > 1,thee ective
m ass increases, but it does not diverge until the system
reachesa FQCP.A sa resul, no new Interm ediate phase
phase appearsnear FQCP. _

A sin ilar simation has recently been und in  {[5]ora
transition In a spatially isotropic system into a density—
wave state at at nie g = gy. There is a qualitative
sim ilarity between the casesg= ¢y considered In I_l-ﬁ] and

= 0 considered here {in both cases the e ective m ass
does not diverge before FQ CP . H ow ever, the physics of
the crossover is som ew hat di erent in the two cases (see
below ).

In our analysis we neglect two other peculiarities of
the system behaviorneara FQCP.The rst is the non—
analyticm om entum dependence ofthe static soin suscep—
tiility [_l-é] Tt either m akes the ferrom agnetic transition

rst order, or leads to spiral distortion of a second-order
ferrom agnetic ordering. T he second is the pairing insta—
bility E.-]_.:, :_1-2;, :;L-:/:]. It Jleads to the developm ent ofa dom e
on top ofthe FQ CP where the systam becom es a p-wave
superconductor. These two peculiarities com pete w ith
each other, but both a ect the system behavior n the
Inm ediate vicinity of the transition, when the locality is
already selfgenerated. In this paper we w illbe prin ar-
ily interested in the origin for the locality, and how the
selfenergy crossesover from (k) to  (!).

k;!) k). W e show

II. THE SELFENERGY IN A FERM ILIQU ID
NEAR A FQCP

A . The spin—ferm ion m odel

Follow ing earlier studies [_'5] we assum e that the system
behavior near a FQCP is descrbed by the soin—ferm ion
m odel, In which ferm ion—ferm ion interaction ism ediated
by collective spin uctuations peaked at g= 0:

X
Hine = ]Z+q; }Zoq; V@~; ~; x% k;t
qik ik
)
where V (@) =#)=( 2 + ¢¥). This model de-

scribes the physics at low energies and can, in princi-
ple, be obtained from the original Hubbard-type m odel
of short—range electron-electron interaction on a lattice,
after ferm ions w ith energies com parable to W are inte-
grated out !5_5%]. W ithin RPA approxin ation, this proce—
dure is illistrated in F igal. T his separation of scales into
a low-energy part and a high-energy part m akes sense
only when g < W aswe will see below that quantum —
criticalbehavior extends to energiesoforder ! ¢ F=W .
T he collective spin  uctuations are low -energy degrees of

ﬁ
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FIG .1: The schem atic derivation ofthe e ective interaction
w ithin the RPA approxin ation. T he dashed line is the e ec—
tive bosonic propagator. Near SDW instability, the vertices
between solid and dashed lines contain spin m atrices.

freedom near FQ CP, and they rem ain in the theory af-
ter the high-energy degrees of freedom are elin inated.
For fem jons, the restriction to low -energies im plies that
their dispersion can be linearized near the Fem isurface:
x=wv &k k).

To keep g smaller than W and, at the same tine,
bring the system to a ferrom agnetic Instability requires
extra assum ptions. W ithin the RPA approxin ation @é],
the full spin susoeptbility (@ = o@=0 g @),
where ¢ (@) 1=W is the static soin susceptibility of
free ferm dons. Ferrom agnetic instability then occurs only
when g W . There are two ways out of this. First,
if the range of the interaction ry is much larger than
the interatom ic spacing (ie., 1 a), the condition for
FQCP becom es g=W =1 1, ie., the an a!Jness of
g=W is consistent w ith the closenessto FQCP {19]. Sec—
ond, one can use the fact that the renom alizations out—
side RPA m ake e ective coupling frequency dependent

= g(!). The ferrom agnetic instability is then deter—
m ined by g(! W) W , while the coupling constant

Involves g(!) at amall ! << W . The separation of
scales then becom es possble f g(! << W ) << gW ).
W e assum e that either the range of the interaction, or is
frequency dependence validate the condition

gt = 0)=w 1 ®)

neara FQCP.

B . Ferm jonic selfenergy

Consider rst the selfenergy within the perturbation
theory forEqg. @) . The selfenergy diagram to rst order

NV (q) ispresented in Fig. da. T analyticorm ,atT = 0
z

dqd o ©
ki'n)=3 Wv(q)qu;!N . ©)
whereG,)) = (iln ) and y= v &k X).The

f1ll G reen’s function is related to  as G ! k;!y) =
GO®;'aN®+ &;j'm). Since we are interested
In nite !, and nite deviations from the Fem i sur-
face, it is convenient to subtract the constant ( ;0)
from the selfenergy in (:é) before evaluating the inte—
gral. This constant (kr ;0) acocounts for the renor-
m alization of the chem ical potential and does not a ect
the physics near FQCP. W e will just neglect it below .
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FIG. 2: (@b) { The selfenergy diagram wih the bare
interaction V (g), and the e ective interaction V (g; ). ()
{ The diagram for the fuill selfenergy. It contains mill
ferm ionic propagator, fiill vertices, and the fiilly renom alized
Vean @ ).

Expanding the ferm jonic dispersion i, 4 at smallqg as
, Where is the anglk between k

k+q = k t Vr Jgcos
and g, we obtain
kiln)= @dln v KI(kih) (7)
where k=k k,and
z
d?ed
I(kiln)= 3 Q—)dflvm
! : (8)
[ + ivpgoos 1! + + ivp ( k+ goos )]

W e see from @rj) that if T ( k; !y ) isnon-shgularat an all
'n and k, the selfenergy scalks as !, and k. This
In plies that the selfenergy m odi es the param eters in
the G reen’s function but does not a ect its functional
form ocom pared to free ferm ions, in agreem ent w ith the
key postulate of the Fermm i liquid theory.

A lthough I( k;!y ) isnon-singular, it hasto be evalu—
ated w ith extra careby two reasons. F irst, fora constant
V @), the iIntegrand in (:_8) form ally diverges at arge
and g, hence the ordering ofthe integrationsoverm om en—
tum and frequency is relevant. Second, the Integrand in
@'_d) contains two poles separated only by ! and v k. In
this situation, one cannot just set !, =
uating I( k;!n ), but rather should consider the Iim it
!5 k! 0. A sinilar simation occurs near a QCP in
which the instability occurs at a nite g [5]. To evalu-
ate the ntegralat nite k and !, , we note that V ()
can be approxin ated by a constant only at sm allg, whilke
at large mom enta, V (@) eventually vanishes for any re-
alistic potential. The vanishing ofV (@) at large g pro—
vides the ultraviolt regularization of the integralin (r_é) .
Since the regularization is provided by the m om entum
dependence, one should rst Integrate over frequency In
In nie lm its (the corresponding integral in ('g) is con—
vergent), and then integrate over g. For practical pur-
Rposes, it gs convenient to introduce gcos = g. Then

dg= d!@pdg . Perform ing the integration over

,we nd that the frequency integral is nonzero when g

k= 0o evalk

and g + k have di erent signs, and the two poles In Z_é)
are located in di erent halfplanes of frequency. For g
w ithin this interval, the integration over frequency yields
Z
d 1
2 [+ wvpalll +

= L )
il ¥ ok

+ ive (( k+ g)]

Forothervaluesofq; , thepolesare In the sam ehalfplane
of frequency, and the frequency integral vanishes. Since
the result ofthe frequency integration in 6§ doesnot de—
pend on g , the subsequent integration over g juist gives
the length of the intervalw here the poles are in di erent
halfplanes of frequency, ie., k. As k is vanishingly
anall, V (¢ ;o) can be safely replaced by V (o ;0). W e
then obtain

Vg k

I(kiln)= T e k (10)
where
R S an)
Vi @ i
A coordingly,
ki'lm)= w k 12)

W e see that the selfenergy depends only on m om entum .
T his result could indeed be anticipated as the interaction
does not depend on frequency. O ne could elin inate the
frequency dependence In  at the very rst step of the
calculationsby shifting the frequency variable n Eq. {6)
from to! + .W ewillsee, however, that the integra—
tion procedure presented above is m ore appropriate as
it allow s for straightforw ard extensions to the case when
the interaction does depend on ﬁ:equency

Substituting the selfenergy from {_12 ) into the G reen’s
function, we obtain G ! (k;!n) = ilg k@ ) =
iln ¢ k,ie,thee ectivemassm = pr=v; is

m = — @3)

By analyzing the com putation ofm , we see that the
renom alization ofthe fermm ionicm ass indeed com es from
Interm ediate ferm ionic states very near the Ferm isurface
( 'y wa k). The regions away from the vicinity
ofthe Fem isurface do not contrbute to the m ass renor-
m alization. This is again In agreem ent w ith the Ferm i
Iiquid theory. N ote that from the m athem aticalpoint of
view , the renom alization of the e ective m ass is a typ—
ical exam ple of an \anom a]y" IZ(] Indeed, I(0;0) = 0
because ofthe doubl pole in (é butthelmit!; k! 0
of I( k;!n) is nie because the doubl pol is spli—
ted into two singke pols, and at nite k there exists a
range w here these two poles are in di erent halfplanes
of frequency. T he sm allness of the region w here this hap—
pens is com pensated by the an allness of the distance be-
tween thetwo poles. A sa resul, them om entum and fre—
quency Integration n Eq. @) yiedsI/ k=@G! v k),



which is nie at a nonzero k and depends on the ratio
n=0r k). The same term k=(@! & k) is present

In the particle-hole bubbl at an allm om entum and fre—

quency transfer and accounts for the di erence between

''and ¥ i the Fem iliquid theory {,3].

The sam e type of analysis can be perform ed for the
spin susceptibility, and the result isthat the renom aliza-
tion of @ = 0;T = 0) due to form jon—ferm jon Interac—
tion also com es from \anom alous" tem s associated w ith
the splitting of a double pole In the particle-hole bubble
at sanallm om entum and frequency transfer. From this
perspective, Landau Fem i liquid theory can be viewed
as the \theory of anom alies".

Further, we see from (13) that the quasiparticle 7 fac-
tor is not renom alized by the selfenergy and rem ains

= 1. W here the renom alization ofZ comes from ? To
answer this question, we retum to Eqg. ;é). T he renor-
m alization of Z is related to the renom alization of the
frequency dependence of the G reen’s function. The lat-
ter comes from a regular part in I( k; !, ), or which
Im,;xr 0I( k;j!ln) = I(0;0). Aswe sald, for a purely
static V (@), I(0;0) = 0. Suppose now that the e ective
Interaction acquires som e dependence on frequency after
high-energy ferm ions are integrated out. T his frequency
dependence m ust be analytic, as relevant ferm ionic en—

ergies are O W ), ie. are much larger than Quite
generally then,
2
g=a
Vi )= > (14)
Pt -

s

where vy is the spin velociy. A s the frequency depen—
dence com es from ferm ions, vg % .

For the interaction as in (14) the ftequency Integral
n Eqg. (3) for I(0;0) has a double po]e at = ive o,

but also has two extra poles at = g+ 2.
T hese tw o extra poles are present in both half—p]anes of
frequency. Hence, even if the frequency integration is
extended to the halfplane w here there isno doublk pole,
the resul of frequency integration rem ains non-zero, and
I(0;0) becomes nite. As the two new pols are not
associated w ith the splitting of a doubl pole, I(0;0) is
generally determ ined by ferm ionic states far away from
the Fem i surface. In particular, at a, the poles
NV )arelbcated at 53 vg ¥v=a W .By
this reason, Z isthe input param eter for the Ferm i-liquid
theory, but it cannot be evaluated w ithin the Ferm i liquid
theory, which deals only with fermm ions near the Fem i
surface.

W e see therefore that, In general, the second-order self-
energy (k;!) hastwo contrbutions. The rst, reqular
contridbution, com es from fem ionic states far from the
Fem isurface and yields

P

reg = @ % k)I0;0) 1s)

The second, anomalous contribution, comes from
ferm ionic states near the Fem i surface and yields

an= W Kk (16)

Substituting both termm s Into the expression for G, we
see that the anom alous selfenergy gives rise to the m ass
renom alization, w hile the reqular part of the selfenergy
acocounts for the renom alization ofZ :

=1+ I(;0) @7)

C. Arbitrary Ferm i liguid

T he above consideration can be extended to an arbi-
trary strong interaction. The full selffenergy diagram is
presented in Fig. :gi'b. Tt contains f1ll G reen’s finction,
the fully renom alized interaction, and the full vertices.
A s Iong as the ull G reen’s function at low energies has
the Fem i liquid form ofEq. (_3), the selfenergy has an
anom alous term which com es from the integration over
electronic states very near the Fermm i surface. For these
contrbution, the fully renom alized vertices can be ap—
proxin ated by their valuesat !, = O and k= krp . The
Integration over and over g; then proceeds the sam e
way as before and yields

an = Zw k: (18)
w here now
=izﬂv<qe)2(a> 19)
Vr @ x i
HereV (k)= V (®k ;o = 0; , = 0) isthe fully renor-

m alized interaction, and @z )= @z>;% = 0; n = 0)
acoounts forthe vertex renomm alization . O bserve that v
n C_f@‘) is a bare Fem ivelocity.

The regular contribution can be rather com plex be-
cause both V and depend on frequency. Still, how —
ever, the regular selfenergy depends only on I (0;0) and
is given by
v k)I(©0;0):

reg = Z (i! (20)

Substiuting the fiilll selfenergy into the equation for the
f111 G reen’s function, we obtain

1

7 = 1+ I(0;0) (21)
1 1
— = — @1 Z ): (22)
m m

Eqg. Cf:]_;) determ ines Z , whik Eq. C_Z-gi) determ ines the
m ass renom alization in temm sofZ and the coupling con—
stant

D . The coupling constant vs

A s we discussed, the low -energy theory based on the
soin—ferm ion m odel is valid only when the spin-ferm ion
Interaction g ismuch sn aller than the ferm ionic band-
width W ¥ =a. Thedimensionlss scaleswih g=W ,



and is a small number wihin the spin—ferm ion m odel
when a. A fematively speaking, araway from quan-—
tum criticality, the spin—ferm ion m odelisonly valid in the
weak coupling lim it. Consider, however, what happens
wih ,given by I_l-f_i) w hen the system approachesFQCP,
and diverges. Substituting V (q) g=a)=( %2 + &)
into C_ig‘i), and assum Ing that the vertex renom alization
isnon-singular at am all g, we obtain

/ 9 ’ o * @3)
d Vr F+ 2
For d > 3, the integral over gq is infrared convergent,
even when = 1 . The integral is then detem ned by
large g 1=a and yilds g=W , that is, rem ains
gnalleven at FQCP.Ford 3, the situation is, how -
ever, di erent. Ford = 3, the Jntegralm (:23 depends
logarithm ically on the lower lim it Il]:], and
2
g
3/ W Iog N (24)
W e see that, despite the an allness of the g=W ratio, the
coupling constant diverges at FQCP . This In plies that
In the mm ediate vicinity of FQ CP, the weak coupling
approxin ation becom es nvalid.
Ford < 3, the divergence of becom es a power law :
q/ (=ay ¢ .Ford= 2 wehave Eﬁ :12]

3 2g
4 W a

2 = @5)

E. The equivalence betw een diagram m atic
technigque and the Ferm i liguid theory

B efore we proceed w ith the analysis of the crossover in
the selfenergy, i is instructive to com pare the diagram —
m atic calculations of m  with the Femn i liquid theory.
For de niteness, we consider the 3d case.

In the Fem i liquid theory, m is related to the quasi-
particle interaction function as

Z
Pr d

4_fc( ) cos (26)

where f. is the charge com ponent of the quasiparticle
interaction function £,, @ ) = £.() +
fs () ~ ~ , whith also contains the soin com ponent
fs. isthe angle between p and p° which both are at
the Fem isurface, d is the solid angle.

To rst order In the interaction, the quasiparticle in—
teraction fiinction coincides, up to the overallm inus sign,
w ith the antisym m etrized interaction at zero m om entum
transfer. For soin-m ediated Interaction, we have (see F ig.
d)
VO o~ +VEe B o~

£, © P-= 27)

p p p p
a B a ! O
fay;B&p_p1) = - , ) + )
P PP
Y 3 y B
FIG .3: The diagram s for the quasiparticle interaction func—
tion £ ; (p,'po)to rst order In the Interaction.
U sing
~ o~ = + 2 ;
= l( + ) @8)
2
we obtain
3
f()=2V () @9)
2
Substituting this into {£6), we cbtain
Z
1 1 3pr d
_—= = — —V cos 30
o o 12 1 () (30)

This expression coincides with the lowest-order dia—
gram m atic result. To see this, one can evaliate them ass
renom alization explicitly, using V () from Eg. (:4) and
g= 2pr sin( =2), and com pare w ith [ﬁ) ﬂi A fema-
tively, one can reevaluate the diagram m atic expression
to reproduce {30). A way to do this is to integrate over
frequency in '_) w ithout expanding x4 in g. The fre-
quency integration yields

d3q

R G

3
k;l)y= k)= 2 V (@ sign y4q
Subtracting a constant (kr ) from
thedi erenceto rstorderin k= k

(k) and expanding
k , we obtain

a3 i
v k q @ (Slgl'l k+ q)

k)= > 2 )

NyNy,+qV @

(32)

@k+q

Ushg 2E9n ‘si@grL?v -
2kg sin( =2) asboth k = k and kr + g are near the
Fem isurface, and shifting the integration variable from

g to kg + g, we obtain

(ke + ), Introducing g =

3m kF
4 2 4

(33)

Substituting this into the expression forthe G reen’s func-
tion, we reproduce Eq. l_3(_5) .

T he extension of the analogy between the Femm i lig—
uid theory and diagramm atic technique to an arbirary
strong interaction requires som e care. T he diagram m atic
theory yields, at arbirary interaction strength,

1 1 3Z pr 2 d

—=—  —— —V()cos

34
m m 4 2 4 G4)
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FIG. 4: The diagramm atic series for The diagram s

labeled as \b" m ust be included, but the diagram s labeled as

\a" should be excluded as their inclusion would am ount to
double counting.

The Fem i liquid omul, Eq. (26) contains fo( ) in-
stead of 3=2)ZV (). In arbitrary Fem i liquid, f. is
related to the charge com ponent of the vertex function
Yasf.() = 2% 1 () R,3). The ll vertex ' in-
cludes all reqular vertex renomm alizations, but does not
Inclide anom alous vertex corrections from the particle-
hole bubble at sm allm om entum and frequency transfer
(the latter disappear in the Im it v k=! ! 0).

W e see that Fem i liquid and diagramm atic expres—
sions form are equivalent if the relation between V ( )
andf( Yy isf( ) = (3=2)Z2V ( ), ie. is the same as
in {29 but with one power of Z . To understand how
this Z appears, consider the diagram m atic series for
In temsofv, Fjg;ff The diagram s of Fig. :fia should
be neglected as their inclusion would am ount to double
counting — these renom alizations are already incorpo-—
rated into the e ective interaction V (g;! ), when high—
energy ferm ions are Integrated out in the RG -type pro—
cedure. The diagram s of F ig. -4b however, should be
inclided mto ' as i the RG treatm ent they vanish be—
cause ofdoublke poles. Since ' does not include anom a—
Ious contrbutions from particle-hole bubbles, the dia—
gram sn Fig. -4'b are non—zero only ifV (g;!) depends on
frequency, otherw ise the frequency integralof the convo-
Jution oftwo ferm ionic propagatorsvanishes. W e rem ind
that when the g ective V (g;! ) depends on frequency,
I0;0)= (3=z?) @ud!= "V §;!1)G* ke + 5!)is
non-zero, and Z renomn alizes down from Z = 1. The
sam e factor I (0;0) appears In the diagramm atic series
for !. For weakly m om entum dependent V (g;!), the

diagram s for  factorize and form geom etric serdes. In

this stuation, ! reducesto
! 3 2 42
S = 5V( ) 14+ Z°I(0;0)+ Z2°I°(0;0) + :::
_3v () ! (35)
2 1 72I(0;0)

Using the relation 1) between Z and I(0;0), we nd

1  7%I(0;0)= Z,hence
\ 3
c()=ZV();and
2 ! 3z
fo()=12 c()=7V() (36)

U sing B6), we Inmediately nd that the diagram m atic
expression for the e ective m ass, Eq. 54- is equivalent
to the express:lon forthee ectivem assin the Ferm ilicquid
theory, Eq. {6).

For strong m om entum dependent V (g;!), the dia—
gram m atic series or | ( ) cannot be factorized, and we
didnt nd how to prove Eq. Bd ) by summ ing up the
diagram s.

ITII. THE CROSSOVER FROM k) TO (M)

W enow retum to the results forthee ectJyem ass, and
the quasiparticle Z -factor, Egs CZl) and (22. A ssum e
m om entarily that the interaction is purely static. Then

= 1 and

@37

Aswe said, when the system approachesthe FQCP and
d 3, increases and eventually becom es larger than 1.
A coording to 63-7 = 1, the e ective m ass diverges,
ie., the Fem 1—]:gu1d state becom esunstabl. Thise ect
was noticed in [13,14]. The authors of {13] argued that
for > 1, the Fem i liquid state is replaced by the new
state ofm atter w hich they tem ed as \ferm ionic conden—
sate".

The issue we now address is whetherEq. (_E-I]') is valid
at = O (1). This equation was obtained assum Ing that

= 1. W e willargue that the renom alization ofZ can
only be neglected at param etrically small ,whilkat =
O (1), the renom alization of Z is essential. W hen this
renom alization is inclided, the e ective m ass rem ains

niteat = 0O (1), and diverges only at FQ CP, where

becom es In nite.

T o understand this, consider the renom alization ofthe
Z factor n m ore detail. W e ram ind that i orighates
from the frequency dependence ofthe the ullverticesand
the filly renom alized e ective interaction Veyn (@ ).
The fully renom alized Veyn(@; ) diers from V (g; )
by the bosonic selfenergy (Q; ) (see Fig. 5'_):

Veun @ )=V @ )t+a’ @) (38)

T he contrbution to (g; ) from high-energy ferm ions is
already ncorporated into V (g; ) and m ust therefore be
neglected to avoid double counting. H owever, the polar-
ization bubble contains also the Landau dam ping tem
which com es from intemal ferm ions in the bubble w ith
energies an aller than . This term is not included into
V (@; ) as In the the RG procedure that gives V (g; )



n@.Q) = W

FIG .5: Thediagram for the bosonic selfenergy (q; ).

one assum es that intemal frequencies are much larger
than extemal frequencies.

W e veri ed a’"posteriorithat the frequency dependence
ofthe e ective interaction ism ore relevant than the fre—
quency dependence of the fiull vertices (the latter leads
only to m inor corrections at 1). Accordingly, we
assum e that the fiill vertices rem ain static, absorb the
vertex renom alization factor ? into g, and fcus on
Veun (@ ). The frequency dependence of Veun (@7 )
com es from two sources. First, V (q; ) a]ready_ 0ssess
som e regular frequency dependence, see Eq. (14). Sec—
ond, (g; ) also introduces frequency dependence into
Vegn@; ). Foramallgand even smaller < vgq,

JnJ

Vi q

m
@)= — (39)

Substituting it into (38) and using {14) Brv @ ), we
obtain

Ven @ )= — ~ (40)

22
F+ 2+ 37 v
where g=(f a), and we used the facts that vs ¥
and apr = O (1). At anall frequencies and anallm o-
menta, the Landau dam ping tem obviously dom inates
over the reqular, 2 tem i {_49‘). W e therefore w illonly
keep the Landau dam ping tem .
W e now use Eq. Cfl(_]‘) to compute I(0;0) and Z (see
Egs. C_l-§) and z_Z-}')).AcoordjngtoEq. @),

Z

ad 1
10;0) = 32 M n
a2 (2 )d+1 qz+ 2 + E

1

41
( m + ivp goos ¥ @h)

Integrating in Cfl-]_]) rst over frequency and then overm o—
mentum and introducing
- 2_ - -
= =w (= jw=9); @2)
we obtain
I0;00= 4f() 43)

where £ 0) = 1, and at large , £( ) vanishes as some

powerof .Ind= 2, f( 1)=1 0:847 2+ :::and
f( 1) log =@2 ).
W e now analyze the result. That at large , I(0;0) is

an allocould be anticipated as = 1 oorrespondsto =

0, in which case the frequency integralin (41) vanishes,
ie.,, I(0;0) = 0. Less anticipated is, however, the fact
that in the opposite Im it of small , £ ( 1) 1, and
I1(0;0) 4 becom es independenton . Thisin pliesthat
at snall , the reqular tetrm in the ferm ionic selfenergy
is of the sam e order as the singular term . Furthem ore,
one can easily verify that at 1, I(0;0) com es from
ferm jons in the viciniy of the Femm isurface, jist as the
anom alous part of I. Com bining reqular and anom alous
term s in the selfenergy, we then obtain

ki')= o&i!)+ ank)=1g! 44)
Thek dependenceof iscanceled outbetween , k;!)
and ap k). W e see that the selfenergy is totally di er-
ent at anall and at large . At hrge , ie. at some
distance aw ay from FQ CP,the anom alouspart ofthe self-
energy wellexceeds the reqularpart, and (;!) k).
Atanall ,both regularand anom alousparts ofthe self-
energy are of the sam e order, and the sum of the two

yvields (&;!) (!). In this last case, I(0;0) = 4,
hence
i = 1+ d and
Z
m
m = 17Zd=m 1+ 4q) 45)

Eqg. Cfl-§) Inpliesthatm doesnot diverge before FQCP.
The crucialissue isat what 4 the system experiences
the crossoverfrom (k) to (! ). Ifthe crossoverdoesnot
occurup to 4= O (1), thee ectivem ass stilldivergesat
4 = 1,and theeventualtransformm ation to (! ) becom es
m eaningless. However, the crossover occurs already at
an all , when the calculations are under control. To see
this, we note that (;!) is the scaling function of the
single param eter . T he crossover in the selfenergy then

cbviously occursat = O (1). Using @= % W =q)
and the de nition of 4, we obtain that
d1
g - a6)
a
Hence the crossover from () to (! ) occurs at
d1
a g @n=2
— — 1 47
d - @7)

This is the m ain result of the paper. W e see that the
crossover In the selfenergy occurs already at small 4,
well before the e ective m ass apparently diverges. This
In plies that Eq. @]‘) is only applicable at amall , and
i cannot be extrapolated to = 1.

A (!) as an \anom aly"

Ata rstglance, the factthat , and ., are com pa—
rable above the crossover to (! ), invalidates the idea



that the selfenergy in a Fem i liquid theory can be
viewed as an anom aly. It tums out, however, that the
selfenergy (!) can be also denti ed wih the
anom aly, how ever the regularization procedure m ust be
di erent from the one we used to obtain k). To
understand this, consider again the fill selffenergy, Egs.
), @), but now substitute into {4) the MU Veyn @ )
Instead of the bare V (g; ). The anom alous part of the
selfenergy is associated w ith the splitting of the double

pokand is 45 = g @! k)J, where J is determm ined
by the integral
Z
g- = _ cad . @8)
2 '+ +ive (k+g))( + ivrpa)

In Sec :_-H_-B_:, w e evaluated this Integralby integrating over
frequency 1rst. T he frequency integration restricted the
Integralover ¢g to k< g< 0 (brpositive k). The
resul then was

49)

and it yielded ., = aw k, ie., the sslfenergy below
the crossover. H owever, as we already have said, the 2D
ntegralin {4§) is oHm ally ultraviokt divergent, and the
result of the integration over m om entum and frequency
depends on the order of the integration. To check this,
kt’s ntegrate over dgg  rst. T he Integration proceeds in
the sam e way as before, but now

Z Z
1 1

J= —— d -
it +

Nk 1)
(50)

X+ W x

where x = v g . The integral over dx is nonzero when
the two poles are located In di erent halfplanes of com —
pkx x, ie.,, when < <0 (or! > 0). Perform ing
the Integration, we obtain

1 il

J=J = — — (51)
vy i! k

U sing this result, we obtain ., = i 4!, which coincides
w ith the selfenergy above the crossover.

Comparing Jx and J,, we see that they di er by a
constant = 1=¢ ). W hich ofthe two resuls is the cor-
rect one? The answer depends on the functional form
of Veun (@; ) which reqularizes the integrals ({8_:) and
d_5-(_]') . Indeed, Egs. C§§') and d_5-(_]') are valid as long
asVeyn (@i ) = d% Veggnl@i® i ) can be approx-—
In ated by a constant and absorbed into 4. Atanallg
and , this is true if the system isnot at FQCP.How—
ever, at large g and ,the e ective interaction ocbviously
vanishes. This in plies that once we leave Veyn (@r; ) In
the integrand for J, the 2d integraloverqg; and willbe—
com e ultraviolet convergent. Then J must be the same
Independent on what integration is perform ed rst.

Now, Veyn (@ ; ) vanishes at large and at large q 1,
ie., both can serve as cuto . Themomentum cuto at

e} 1=a is in posed by the lattice. T he frequency cuto
isduetothe fact (g; ) islinearin ,henceV ¢fynf(; )
vanishes at large frequencies. For 1, the frequency
dependence of Veyn (@1 ; ) is negligble, and the reqular-
ization ofthe integral for J isprovided by them om entum
cuto at o l=a. In this situation, it is naturalto in-—
tegrate over  rst in in nie lim is, and then integrate
overqp up to thecuto . A fter the integralover iseval-
uated, the subsequent integration over ¢ is restricted to
a much narrower range than the cuto , and we obtain
J = Jx Independent on the cuto . As an exercise, we
veri ed that the sam e result J = Jy isobtained at 1
by Integrating rst over ¢;, up to the cuto , and then
Integrating over frequency. A fter the frequency integra—
tion, the m om entum cuto disappears from J = Jy.

For 1, the situation is di erent as for typical
waq % U ,theLandau damping tem in Veyn (s )
exceeds the static part of the e ective Interaction. This
In plies that the reqularization is now provided by the
dynam ical part of Veynn(@; ). In this situation, it is
naturalto rst integrate over g;, in in nite lim is, and
then integrate over The resut s J = J,. Agal,
as an exercise, we veri ed that J = J, at 1 is
reproduced ifwe Integrateover  rst, and then integrate
over ¢y . The Landau damping tem In Veyn(@; ) is
relevant at the interm ediate stages of the calculations,
but disappears from the nalanswer.

This consideration in plies that at 1, the self-
energy (k;!) can again be divided into the anom alous

and regular parts  k;j!) = o &ki!)+ an ki!), but

now
ankjl)= (1)=1 g! (52)

and
nkil)= @' ¥ k)JO;0) (53)

w here

J0;0)= J0;0; ) J©0;0; =0) (54)
is amall at 1. In particular, ord = 2, J(0;0) /

N D I

Iv. STRONG COUPLING

W enow considerw hat happensw hen the din ensionless
coupling becom es large, ie., the system falls into the
strong coupling regin e. For de niteness, we focus on
d= 2.

In general, the strong coupling case can be hardly
treated diagram m atically, as one needs to lnclude In nite
series ofboth selfenergy and vertex correction diagram s.
In our case, the situation, however, sin pli es aswe still
have g=W as the snall param eter. Aswe jist said, in
this situation, only the anom alous selfenergy, which de-
pends on frequency, becom es large when 4-, = 1,



w hereas the reqular part of the selfenergy rem ains sm al
in (@=W )*? even when 1. W e verd ed that in th:
situation,

(i) the quasiparticle density of states

Z
dx 1

N ()= NoI - Ny s
() olm i O N 0 Sign

(55

rem ains the sam e as for free ferm ions in the presence o
(),

(i) vertex corrections at v g

(=W )™ even when becom es large

ram ain gnall in

(iii) the corrections to the Landau dam ping term from
various insertions into the particle-hole bubblk are alx
snallin @=W )'™?,ie, (g ) isstilldetem ined by Eq.
89), even at strong coupling.

The am allness of vertex corrections and correction:
to (g; ) is the key elem ent of E liashberg-type theo-
ries f_Z-J_J'] If the selfenergy depended on k, Eq. C_5-§
would not hold and vertex corrections and corrections tc

(@; ) would notbe snall

W ithout vertex correctionsand correctionsto @?_;), the
full selffenergy at arbitrary  above the crossover is stil
given by Eq. 1), butw ith the overallZ , with v, insteac
of vy ,and w ith V¢yn (@7 ) given by @Q’ . Evaluating the
selfenergy and neglecting the regular piece n (k;!),
we obtain

m
7 — 56)
m

Substituting this result nto G k;!), we obtain a set of
two coupled equations orZ andm =m :

N||_l

m
=1+ — 2
m

+
1
m

3

a Z) 67)

These equations are generally di erent from the weak

coupling version, Egn. Cfl-lé‘) due to the presence of the

extra Zm =m in the equation for 1=Z . H owever, solving

these tw 0 equations, we obtain the sam e result asbefore:
1

m =m@d+ ); Z = (58)
1+

T hisequivalence w ith the w eak-coupling resul is the con—
sequence of the fact that 2 "~ = 1 is the invariant of
the set @) .

Eqg. C_S@T) is another key result of the paper. W e see
that the e ective m ass rem ains nite alltheway up to a
FQCP, where it diverges togetherwih , and Fem 1 lig-
uid description breaks down. Sin ultaneously, the quasi-
particle Z factor gradually decreases w ith increasing
and only vanishes at a FQCP. This in plies that the In—
term ediate phase neara FQ CP does not develop both at
weak and strong coupling.
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FIG.6: Upper panel The scaling function f (x) from Eq.
60. M iddle and lower panels: in aginary and realparts of the

ferm ionic selfenergy near the ferrom agnetic quantum —critical
point. Observe that ® is aln ost linear in ! in a wide fre—
quency range.

For com plkteness, we also present the result for the
ferm jonic selfenergy  k;!) = (') at arbitrary fre—
quencies ﬂ_le] Substituting Veyn (G ;% ; ) Into the inte—
gralforthe selfenergy and integrating overq , we obtain,
for positive !

z, z,
2 ’ xdx
(1)=1i= d N 1)
0 0 x>+ x+ =! sf
where ! ;s = 3= @W?=g) @= ). The resulk can be
cast Into

(60)
!sf
The scaling function f (x) is plotted in Figl At snall x

fx)= 1+ 0 x). At lamge x,

3

bl 1 —_—
oS ) 2 (X1:3)

(61)

Then,atsma]]_.! < _!‘sf,wereoovertheFenni—]jqujdbe—
havior, Egs. (56), (68). At ! > !¢, the system fallso

) o . o3, 1=3
into the quantum —criticalregine, and (1) = i! 231,77,
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FIG .7: The schem atic behavior of the selfenergy at various
frequencies.

where ! st > =W doesnot depend on . Note

that still, ! W , ie. quantum —criticalbehavior is con—
ned to low frequencies. Atthe FQCP, ! ;¢ vanishes, and
1273 pehavior extends down to ! = 0 |13, 16, 231.

T he system behavior at various ﬁ:equenc:les is schem at—
ically presented In Fig. -'1 At the FQCP, ! s vanishes,
and ! 273 behavior extends down to ! = 0.

For arbirary 3 > d > 1, in the quantum —critical
regine, (!) / ! %3. M three dinensins, in the
quantum —<ritical regine, (!) / 1! logj!' j ie., In real
frequenciess Re / !logj'3 Im / ! (@ marginal
Fem i liquid behavior). The quantum —critical behavior
Ind= 2 and d= 3 hasbeen extens:yely studied recently
both theoretically i, 8,9,116, 11, 12, 116] and experin en—
tally 23 24 .25 and we refer the reader to the existing
literature on this sub Fct.

V. CONCLUSION

To conclude, in this paper we considered a m etalnear
an iinerant ferrom agnetic quantum —critical point. W e
assum ed that the residual interaction g betw een ferm ions
and low -energy ferrom agnetic collective goin excitations
is an aller than the fem ionic bandw idth W Er . The
din ensionless coupling constant is then amall away
from a ferrom agnetic quantum —critical point, at a.

W e argued that at d 3, the dim ensionless coupling
Increases as the system approachesa FQCP, and di-
verges at a FQCP. W e com puted ferm ionic selfenergy
and found that at weak coupling, ;!)= (), and
m =m = 1= ). Ifthisbehaviorextendedto = 0O (1),
the e ective m ass would diverge at som e distance away
from a FQCP.However, we found that already at sm all

@=W )¢ D=2 the selfenergy crossesover from (k)
to (!), and the result for the e ective m ass changes
tom = m (1+ ). This Inplies that the e ective m ass

10

does not diverge, and the Fem i liquid description re—
m ains valid everywhere in the param agnetic phase. W e
argued that the resultm = m (1+ ) remainsvald all
theway up the FQCP,wherem diverges together w ith

O ur consideration is com plim entary to the recent anal-
ysisofthe crossover from (k) to (!) in 2d isotropic sys—
tem snear a density-w ave instability at a nite gy [15
both cases, the crossover occurs at sn all g=W }= 2
ie., before the system enters into the strong ooup]jng
regin e. Still, the nite g case considered 1 I:_L-§'] and the
g = 0 case considered here are physically di erent. In
particular, the Landau dam ping term in  (g; ) scales
as atg o and as =g at vanishingly sn allg. Less
obviousbut physically relevant di erence isthat nearthe
transition at ¢, the crossoverto (!) occurs at vanish—
ingly am aJlooup]Jng ifwe set the ferm jonicbandw idth to
in niy El5 In other words the crossover near a Q CP
at a nite gy occurs at @MW ¥, where W liter—
ally has the m eaning of the bandw idth. At the same
tin e, near the ferrom agnetic transition, the crossover oc—
cursata nite even if one sets the bandw idth to in n—
ity and linearizes the fermm ionic spectrum , as we actually
did. In thiscase, W hasthem eaning ofthe Fem ienergy
W = Er = V¢ pr =2, rather than of the bandw idth.

T he present analysisdoesnot invalidate com pletely the
idea that the e ective m ass can diverge before the sys-
tem reaches a quantum —critical point. W e proved that
this does not happen as long as g=W is an all, and the
calculations in the crossover regin e are under control
W hathappensatg W isan open issue, and we refrain
from speculating what the system behavior m ay be. In
any event, for g com parabl to the bandw idth, one can-
not depart from the spin—ferm ion m odel as the very idea
that one can integrate out high energy ferm ions and ob—
tain an e ective m odel for low -energy degrees of freedom
becom es m eaningless.
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