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Ferm iliquid param eters in 2D w ith spin-orbit interaction
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W e derive analyticalexpressions for the quasiparticle lifetim e �,the e�ective m ass m
�
,and the

G reen’sfunction renorm alization factorZ fora 2D Ferm iliquid with electron-electron interaction in

thepresenceoftheRashba spin-orbitinteraction.W e�nd thatthem odi�cationsareindependentof

theRashbaband index �,and occurin second orderofthespin-orbitcoupling �.In thederivation of

these results,we also discussthe screening ofthe Coulom b interaction,aswellasthe susceptibility

and the self-energy in sm all�.

PACS:71.10.Ca,73.21.-b,71.18.+ y

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

The lifetim e of quasiparticle excitations determ ined
by electron-electron collisions is a crucial quantity of
the Ferm iliquid theory1 ofinteracting electron system s.
In particular, the quasi-particle lifetim e � for a two-
dim ensionalelectron gasasfound e.g.in sem iconductor
heterostructureshasbeen now studied in greatdetail2,3.
W hile � has been traditionally ofim portance for phe-
nom ena thatarebased on coherenttransportsuch asfor
exam ple conductance 
uctuations,weak-localization,or
the Aharonov-Bohm e�ect4,thisquantity isalso im por-
tantforthecurrentstrivetowardsquantum inform ation
processing in thesolid state,which requiresthecoherent
propagation ofe.g. entangled electrons. In thisrespect,
as wellas in the em erging �eld ofspintronics,the spin
degreeoffreedom isincreasingly being investigated5.

The e�ect of spin-orbit (s-o) interaction in low-
dim ensionalsystem shasconsequently becom ean im por-
tantissue,and hasuncovered new functionalitiessuch as
thespin-basedtransistor6,spin injection7 and theelectric
m anipulation ofspin in non-m agnetic sem iconductors8,
and has also led to new physics with the spin-Hall
e�ect9� 15. The consideration ofs-o interaction in the
fram ework ofFerm iliquid theory isthereforedesireable.
Existing work has investigated electronic transportand
plasm on excitations16,17,Friedel-like oscillations in the
screened potential18,and them odi�cation ofthes-ocou-
pling due to electron-electron interactions19. W hile the
spin relaxation and decoherence rateshave been widely
studied in such system s20, the relaxation rate of the
quasiparticleitselfhasnot,to ourknowledge,been stud-
ied so far.

An im portant contribution to the e�ective m ass m �

com es from the renorm alization of the electron band
m ass by electron-electron interactions. Sim ple expres-
sionsform � in 2D appearin early worksaddressing the
g-factor21 and thespin susceptibility22,and werefollowed
bynum ericalstudies23.Som erecentworkaddressed non-
analytic corrections24, the tem perature dependence25,
and thee�ectsofim purity scattering26.Anotherim por-
tant param eter ofFerm iliquid theory is the renorm al-
ization factorZ ofthe G reen’sfunction1. Thisquantity
m easuresthequasiparticlespectralweight,and givesthe

size ofdiscontinuity ofthe zero tem perature Ferm ioc-
cupation factor n(�) at the Ferm isurface. For a clean
2DEG withoutim puritiesand s-o interaction,ithas�rst
been studied for short-range potentials27,while the re-
alistic case with Coulom b interaction has been studied
num erically28 and analytically29,30.Recentrelated work
used Ferm iliquid theorytostudy plasm onscontributions
to thee�ectivem assin valley-degeneratesystem s41,spin
resonance and the spin-Hallconductivity42, as wellas
screening and plasm on m odes43

Thiswork presentsan analyticalstudy ofthe e�ectof
s-ointeraction on thequasiparticlelifetim e,theZ-factor,
and thee�ectivem assm � in atwodim ensionalFerm iliq-
uid,taking the speci�ccaseofthe Rashba interaction31.
W e consider the long-range Coulom b interaction, and
work within the random phase approxim ation1 (RPA)
valid forsm allrs � 1 (high densities). Forthe lifetim e,
we�nd thatthespin-orbitcontribution appearsin second
order ofthe s-o coupling �,and contains a logarithm ic
term sim ilarto the standard lifetim e2,wherethe excita-
tion energy� isreplaced by theRashbasplitting2�kF =~.
A sim ilar result is found for the e�ective m ass,with a
m odi�cation ofthe form �2 log�. For the Z-factor,we
�nd a quadraticterm withoutlogarithm icenhancem ent.
In allthesecasesthem odi�cationsareindependentofthe
Rashba band index � denoting the two directionsofthe
eigenspinorsoftheRashbaHam iltonian.W ealso discuss
brie
y thescreening oftheCoulom b interaction,and de-
riveexpressionsboth therealand im aginary partsofthe
susceptibility �,com plem enting theexpressionsfound in
Refs.16,17,18. W e also give generalargum ents showing
thatthe self-energy and,consequently,the Ferm iliquid
param eters,cannot have any m odi�cation linear in �.
Throughoutthiswork weconsidera clean system atzero
tem perature.

II. 2D FER M I LIQ U ID W IT H R A SH B A S-O

IN T ER A C T IO N

A . R ashba eigenstates

W e consider an electron in a 2D Ferm iliquid in the
presence ofthe Rashba spin-orbit interaction restricted

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504661v2
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to the z = 0 plane,described by the Ham iltonian H =
p2=2m + H so with31

H so =
�

~

(px�
y
� py�

x): (1)

Expressed in the �z-spin basisj� i
z
,the eigenstatesare

jk;�i=
1
p
2

�
1

i�ei�(k)

�

jki; (2)

with the polarangle �(k)= \(k;O x)and the m om en-
tum eigenstates jki. The index � = � de�nes the two
Rashba bands.W e de�ne the s-o strength


 =
kR

kF
=
�kF =~

2E F

=

r
E R

2E F

(3)

from the Rashba m om entum

kR = m �=~; (4)

the Rashba energy E R = m �2=~2, and the Ferm ien-
ergy E F = k2F =2m . W e de�ne the excitation energy by
�k� = E k� � EF ,with the dispersion relations for the
two branchesE k� =

�
k2 + 2�kR k

�
=2m .Setting �k�� = 0

yieldsthe two Ferm im om enta

k� = � � �kR with � = kF

p
1+ 
2: (5)

Note thatboth k� and � willreplace kF in a num berof
theexpressionsvalid withouts-o interaction .W ede�ne
the unperturbed M atsubara1 G reen’sfunction

G �(k;ikn)=
1

ikn � �k�
(6)

corresponding to the Rashba eigenstates (2) without
electron-electron interaction. W e have introduced the
ferm ionic M atsubara frequency kn = (2n + 1)�kB T;n 2

IN.

B . R enorm alization due to the electron-electron

interaction.

W ithin Ferm iliquid theory,the presence ofelectron-
electron interaction m odi�es the retarded G reen’s
function1

�G R
� (k;�) = �G �(k;ikn ! � + i0+ )=

1

� � �k� � �R� (k;�)

’
Z�

� � ��
k�
+ i(~=2)��(k)

(7)

describing a quasiparticlebelonging to the Rashba band
� with a m om entum k. To derive the expression above,
onehasexpanded forsm allfrequencies� and sm allexci-
tation energies�k� abovetheFerm isurface,i.e.� � EF ,
0 < �k� � E F , k � k� � k�. In this procedure,one
�rstshiftsthe Ferm im om entum k� via the requirem ent

�k��+ IRe�
R
� (k�;0)= 0.Thelifetim eofthequasiparticle,

��(k)= 1=��(k),isgiven via

��(k)= �
2

~

IIm �R
� (k;�k�); (8)

where the self-energy � contains the e�ect of the
Coulom b electron-electron interaction.
TheG reen’sfunction acquiresa renorm alized weight

Z� =
1

1� A
; (9)

with A :=
@

@�
IRe�R

� (k�;� = 0) (10)

which givesthesizeofthejum p in theFerm ioccupation
factorn(�)atthe Ferm isurface.
The e�ective m ass enters in the renorm alized excita-

tion energy ��
k�

=
�
k2 + 2�kR k � k2F

�
=2m �,and is de-

�ned by

m �

�

m
=

1

Z�

1

1+ B
; (11)

with B :=
m

�

@

@k
IRe�R

� (k = k�;0): (12)

As the excitation energy m ust vanish at the Ferm isur-
face,one has ��k�� = 0 and thus kF is also shifted with
k�. Note that it is �,not k�,that enters in the factor
m =� appearing in B .
In orderto study the m odi�cationsintroduced by the

Rashbainteraction,we�rstpresentheretheresultsfound
withouts-o interaction.The inverselifetim e reads2,3,32

�0(k)=
�2
k

E F

�

log
�k

E F

+ O (rs)

�

: (13)

The rs-factor is de�ned here33 as rs = kT F=2kF =
m e20=~

2
p
2�n,wheren istheelectronicsheetdensity (in

the absence ofs-o interaction),and kT F isthe Thom as-
Ferm iscreening m om entum . The two im portant char-
acteristics of(13) are: (i) �0 ! 0 when �k ! 0,corre-
sponding to long-lived quasiparticleexcitationsnearthe
Ferm isurface;(ii)the vanishing of� isslowed down by
a logarithm icfactor.
The e�ective m asscontainsa term � rslogrs,and is

given by21

m �

0

m
� 1=

rs

�
[logrs + 2� log2+ O (rs)]: (14)

The deviation ofthe renorm alization weightZ from 1
islinearwith rs,and reads29

Z0 � 1 = �
rs

�

h

1+
�

2
+ O (rs)

i

: (15)

Taking a G aAs2DEG with34 n = 4� 1015 m � 2,one has
rs = 0:614,Z0 = 0:50,and m �

0=m � 1 = 0:16. An InAs
2DEG with e.g.35 n = 10� 1015 m � 2,m = 0:03m e and
rs = 0:18 hastheparam etersZ0 = 0:83 and m �

0=m � 1 =
0:019.
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Figure 1: The diagram atic representation ofthe self-energy

� �(k)(23)in RPA.Thefulllinesdenotetheelectron G reen’s

functions (6),the dashed lines the Coulom b interaction,the

circles are the susceptibility bubble diagram (18), and the

double dashed line isthe screened Coulom b interaction (17).

TheRashba bandsaredenoted by the�’s,and yield theover-

lap factorF 0 (19).

C . Screening ofthe C oulom b interaction

In order to build a Ferm iliquid theory including the
s-o interaction,wem ustconsiderthe m atrix elem entsof
thebare2D Coulom b interaction VC (q)= 2�e20=q~ in the
Rashba eigenstatesbasis.Thesem atrix elem entsinvolve
the overlap

F =
1

4

h

1+ �1�
0

1e
i(�

0

1
� �1)

ih

1+ �2�
0

2e
i(�

0

2
� �2)

i

(16)

ofthe eigenspinors(2),which dependson the directions
f�1;�2;�

0

1;�
0

2g ofthescattered statesand on theirband
indices f�1;�2;�01;�

0

2g. In RPA 1,we �nd the screened
Coulom b potential

V (q;!)=
VC (q)

"(q;!)
F ; (17)

where"= 1� VC � isthedielectricfunction.In M atsub-
ara form alism 1,the susceptibility isgiven by the bubble
diagram

�(q;iqn)= kB T
X

�;�0

X

k;ikn

G �(k;ikn)G �0(k
0
;ik

0

n)F
0
;

(18)
where k0 = k + q, ik0n = ikn + iqn, � = \(k;k0),
(2�)2

P

k
!

R
dk and qn = 2n�kB T is a bosonic M at-

subara frequency. The corresponding diagram sare rep-
resented in Fig.1.The lastfactor

F
0=

1+ ��0cos�

2
(19)

istheoverlap F forstateswith oppositem om enta.After
sum m ing overikn and perform ing the analyticalcontin-
uation iqn ! ! + i0+ ,one �nds

IRe�(q;!)=
X

k;��0

n(�k�)� n(�k0�0)

! + �k� � �k0�0
F
0
; (20)

IIm �(q;!) = � �
X

k;��0

� (! + �k� � �k0�0)

� [n(�k�)� n(�k0�0)]F
0
; (21)

which isthestandard form with theadditionalF 0factors.
Aswe considerzero tem perature,the Ferm ioccupation
factor reads n(�) = �(� �). Note that the e�ect ofthe
spin-orbitinteraction m anifestsitselfin theenergies��k,
while the factorsF 0

alone justdescribe a change ofthe
spin basis. In particular,such a basischange could also
be considered in the absence ofs-o interaction. For in-
stance,the scattering cross-section for two electrons36,
given in Born approxim ation by

� =
1

2�k

�
�
�
m

~
2
V (q)

�
�
�
2

; (22)

vanishes for di�erent Rashba bands in case offorward
scattering (e.g �01 = � �1,k01 = k1),while itvanishesfor
sam e bands in the case ofbackscattering (k01 = � k1).
Thisonly re
ectsthefactthattherealspin isconserved
by the Coulom b interaction. Forforward scattering the
spin basisdoesnotchange,so thatthe band index m ust
be the sam e. The opposite happens for backscattering,
wherethespin basisisinverted and theband index m ust
bechanged in orderto preservetherealspin.Thisisthe
sam ereason whythetwoconjugatestatesoftheK ram ers
doubletbelong to the sam eRashba band37.

D . Self-energy

Theself-energy isthecentralquantity thatdeterm ines
theotherFerm i-liquid param eters.In lowestorderin the
screened intraction (RPA),itisgiven by1

��(k;ikn)= � kB T
X

�0

X

q;iqn

G �0(k
0
;ik

0

n)V
0(q;iqn);

(23)
and isrepresented in Fig.1.Herethescreened potential
(17) V 0 = F 0VC =" involves F 0 because of m om entum
conservation. At zero tem perature the inverse lifetim e
1=�� = �� isgiven by

��(k;�k�)=
2

~

X

q�0

�(�k0�0)�(!)IIm V
0(q;!); (24)

with ! = �k� � �k0�0.W e now introducethe param eters

x
00=

q

2k�
and y0=

m !

q�
; (25)

which are relevant for the susceptibility � entering in
V (see Sec. III). W e considersm allexcitation energies
abovethe Ferm isurface

0< �k� ’
� �

m
� E F , � := k� k� � k�: (26)

Using ! =
�
k2 � k02 + 2kR (�k � �0k0)

�
=2m ,we see that

the � functionsin (24)yield

0< y
0
< �y0�

m axf�;kR g

q
: (27)
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Note that a priori,neither x00 nor y0 have to be sm all;
however,one can check num erically that the dom inant
contributionsto (24) com e from forward scattering,i.e.
for

q. � � k� , x
00
� 1: (28)

Forthe lifetim e,one can also assum e y0 � 1. Forthese
reasonswe shallcalculate the susceptibility in the lim it
x00� 1,before taking y0� 1.

III. SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y

The susceptibility � (or, equivalently, the dielectric
function � = 1� VC �)fora2DEG with s-ointeraction has
been partially studied in Refs.16,17,18 in thesm allq� kF
lim it.Expressionsfortheim aginarypartof� in thelim it
q � kR ;kF have been given in Refs.16,17 in the context
oftransport. Ref.18,which addressed non-analytic con-
tributionsto therealpartof�,only givesexpressionsfor
q ! 0 for the interband case (di�erent Rashba bands),
while the intraband caseisstudied in the q! 2kF case.
Therefore,it is desireable to com plem ent these studies
by deriving expressions for both IRe� and IIm � in the
q! 0 lim it.
W e�rstwritethe2D susceptibility �0 withoutRashba

interaction38.Introducing the param eters

x =
q

2kF
and y =

m !

qkF
; (29)

the susceptibility reads in the M atsubara form alism
(iyn ! y+ i0+ )

�0(x;iyn)= �
m

�

�

1�
1

x
R

h

s(z)
p
z2 � 1

i�

; (30)

where z = x + iyn, z� = x � iyn, R [f(z)] =
[f(z)+ f(z�)]=2, and s(z) = sgn[IRe(z)]arising from
the choiceofthe (� 1 ;0]branch cutfor

p
z.

W e now derive the susceptibility (20)-(21) in the
lim it of sm all q;kR � k�. W e �rst write �(q;!) =P

��0
��;�0. W e de�ne ’ = \(k;q), and expand k0 =

k
p
1+ 2cos’ (q=k)+ (q=k)2 in sm allqto gettheenergy

di�erence

�k� � �k0�0 ’
k

m
kR (� � �

0)�
q

m
(k+ �

0
kR )cos’: (31)

W e also expand the Ferm ifunction

n(�k0�0)� n(�k�)’ (�k� � �k0�0)�(�k�); (32)

which selectsk = k�,and the spinoroverlap

1� cos�

2
=
1

2

�

1�
k+ qcos’

k0

�

’
1

2
�

�
1

2
�

�
q

2k
sin’

�2
�

:

(33)
Theseexpansionsarevalid forq;kR � k�.

A . Intraband contributions (�
0
= �)

W e �rst consider transitions within a given Rashba
band. W e can neglect(q=k)2 in the spinoroverlap,and
integrateover’ and k.W e �nd

IRe��;� = �
m

2�

"

1�
jy0j

p
y02 � 1

�(jy 0
j� 1)

#�

1� �
kR

�

�

:

(34)
For the im aginary part,�(! + �k� � �k0�0) selects ’ =
Arccos(y0)ifjy0j< 1,and we get

IIm ��;� = �
m

2�

y0

p
1� y02

�(1� jy
0
j)

�

1� �
kR

�

�

; (35)

whichagreeswith Eq.(35)ofRef.16.Sum m ingover�,we
seethattheintraband contributionsto� areindependent
ofthe band index �.

B . Interband contributions (�
0
= � �)

Fortransitionsbetween two di�erentRashba bands,it
isnecessary to distinguish between two cases.
(a)kR � q� k�.W e �nd

IRe��;� � = �
m

2�
x
2

�
1

2
+
�

jyj
p
y2 � 1� y

2
�

�(jyj� 1)

�

;

(36)

IIm ��;� � = �
m

2�
x
2
y
p
1� y2�(1� jyj); (37)

wherewehavealso expanded in y0’ y.
(b)q� kR ;k�.W e get

IRe��;� � =
1

16�

q2

!
log

�
��=kR + 4E F =! � 1

��=kR + 4E F =! + 1

�

’ �
m

4�
x
2 1

1+ m !=2�kR kF
; (38)

where we have expanded in sm allkR � � in the second
equality.Notetheunusalterm m !=kR kF .Setting ! = 0
and sum m ing over� yieldsthestaticresult(24)ofRef.18

in the lim itkB T ! 0.Forthe im aginary partwe�nd

X

�

IIm ��;� � = �
m

8

x

y
�(! � < j!j< !+ ); (39)

with !� = 2(� � kR )kR =m . Thisexpression (39)agrees
with Eq.(37)ofRef.16 and Eq.(10)ofRef.17,which are
relevantfortheopticalconductivity.O necan neglectthis
contribution when calculatingthelifetim e,asin thiscase
q � �;! � kR kF =m ) x=y � y. The other interband
contributionsare negligible com pared to the intrabands
ones,asthey aresm allerby the factorx2 � 1.
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C . Totalsusceptibility �

Adding the two intrabands branches,we �nd for the
susceptibility

IRe�(q! 0;!)= �
m

�

"

1�
jy0j

p
y02 � 1

�(jy 0
j� 1)

#

(40)

IIm �(q! 0;!)= �
m

�

y0
p
1� y02

�(1� jy
0
j) (41)

which corresponds to the case without Rashba interac-
tion (30)in thelim itx ! 0,whereonereplacesy by the
new param eter y0. W e can now take the lim it ofsm all
energy,y0 � 1,and we �nally �nd the susceptibility in
the presenceofRashba s-o interaction

�(q! 0;! ! 0)= �
m

�
(1+ iy

0); (42)

which weshallusein thecalculationsoftheFerm i-liquid
param eters below. Note that in generalEqs. (20) and
(21) yields that �(q;� !) = ��(� q;!). In particular,
IRe� and IIm � arerespectively even and odd in y in the
lim itq= 0,asseen in ourexpressionsabove.

IV . SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y A N D SELF-EN ER G Y

FO R SM A LL �

In this section we show on generalgrounds that the
expansion of� and � in sm all� have no term linearin
�.

A . Susceptibility

Thesusceptibilityhasonlyasecond-ordercontribution
from the s-o interaction,

� = �0 + O (�2); (43)

because � isan even function ofkR = m �=~. Thiscan
be seen by expanding � around � = 0 via the function
h(�k�;�k0�0) := [n(�k�)� n(�k0�0)]=(i!n + �k� � �k0�0).
W e use d�k�=dkR = �k=m and �k = k2=2m � EF ,and
�nd

�(q;i!n) =
1

2

X

��0

X

k

(1+ ��
0cos�)

�
X

j� 0

1

j!

�
kR

m

� j�

�k
@

@�k
+ �

0
k
0
@

@�k0

� j

h(�k;�k0);(44)

and noticethatthesum sover�;�0cancelforodd powers
j. This result is consistent with Eqs. (34)-(39),where
the term slinearin kR vanish aftersum m ing over�;�0.

B . Self-energy

W e�rstperform thesum overthe Rashba band index
�0 in the self-energy (23)

��(k;ikn)= � kB T
X

q;iqn

H (q;ik0n)
VC (q)

"(q;iqn)
; (45)

where

H (q;ik0n)=
� + ��(k + qcos�)

�2 � (�k0)2
; (46)

and � = ik0n � �k0.W e expand in sm all� and �nd

H (q;ik0n)’
1

�0
+ O (�2)

�
1

�20
+

1

�30

�

: (47)

where �0 = �(� ! 0). (W e recallthatk,being close to
k�,dependson �.)
The integrations ofthe �rst and third term s do not

yield any logarithm icterm in � becausetheirdivergence
at �0 = 0 is odd with respect to q. O n the contrary,
the term O (�2)=�20 brings logarithm ic contributions,as
willbe seen in thelifetim e and the e�ectivem assbelow.
Because " = 1� VC � has also no term linear in �,we
�nd that the m odi�cation ofthe self-energy due to the
s-o interaction can only appearin second order.

V . LIFET IM E

In this section we calculate the lifetim e as given by
Eq.(8).W e �rstde�nethe Thom as-Ferm im om entum

kT F =
2m e20
~

= 2rskF ; (48)

and assum ethatthesm allqcontributionsdom inatesuch
that m V (q)=� = kT F=q � 1 (this is justi�ed in G aAs
whereks ’ 1:2kF ).W e �nd

IIm V
0(q;!) =

V 2
C (q)

(1+ kT F=q)2 + (kT F=q)2y02

�

�
m

�
y
0

�

F
0

’ �
�

m
y
0
F
0
: (49)

Note thatitisF 0 {and notF 02{ thatappearshere with
V 2, because the screening involves only �V , without
F 0.W riting ��(k)=

P

�0
��;�0(k)and changingvariablesP

q
!

P

k0,wehave

��;�0(k)=
1

8�~m �

Z �k

k
�
0

dk
0
k
0(�k0�0 � �k�)I�0; (50)

where

I�0 =

Z 2�

0

d�
1+ ��0cos�

q(k0;�)
: (51)

Here �k = k + kR (� � �0),� = \(k;k0),and q(k0;�) =
p
k2 + k02 � 2kk0cos�. W e distinguish intra-and inter-

band contributions.
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A . Intraband case (�
0
= �).

W e �nd

I� =
2

kk0jk� k0j

�
(k+ k

0)2K (� z)� (k � k
0)2E (� z)

�
;

(52)
where z = 4kk0=(k � k0)2,and K and E are the com -
plete Elliptic integrals ofthe �rst and second kind,re-
spectively.W e usetheirasym ptotics39 E (� z)�

p
z and

K (� z) � log(4
p
z)=

p
z for large z � 1,as k � k0 �

� � k ’ k�. Afterperform ing the k integration and ex-
panding in sm all� � k� up to second order,we �nally
get

��;�(k) = �
�2

2�~m

�

log

�
�

8k�

�

+
1

2

�

’ �
�2

2�~m

�

log

�
�

8kF

�

+
1

2
+ �


�

: (53)

W e also expanded in sm allkR � kF in the second line.

B . Interband case (�
0
= � �).

W e �nd

I� � = �
2jk� k0j

kk0
[K (� z)� E (� z)]: (54)

W erepeatthesam eprocedureand expand in �;kR � kF .
W e get

��;� �(k)=
�2

2�~m

n

1+ �
 + 

2 log




4

o

: (55)

W enow add thetwoRashbabranches.Theterm linear
in kR vanishesand we�nallygetforthelifetim eincluding
the Rashba s-o interaction

��(k) = �
�2

2�~m

�

log

�
�

8kF

�

�
1

2
� 


2 log



4

�

(56)

= �
�2
k�

4�~EF

�

log

�
�k�

16E F

�

�
1

2
�
E R

E F

log
E R

8E F

�

;

valid up to �=(~m )� O
�
�;
2

�
.W e recognizein the �rst

term thestandard lifetim efora 2D Ferm iliquid without
Rashbainteraction2,3,with thelogarithm icenhancem ent
log(�=kF )� log(�k=E F ).
The m odi�cation to the lifetim e due to the spin-

orbit interaction also contains a logarithm ic factor
log(kR =kF ) � log(�R =E F ) involving the Rashba split-
ting atthe Ferm isurface,� R = 2�kF =~. W e note that
fortypicalG aAs2DEG sthism odi�cation isratherweak,
becauseofthefactor
 = kR =kF � 1,and thereforedoes
notm odify signi�cantly theusualterm valid withouts-o
interaction.

V I. R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N FA C T O R Z

W e now derive the expression forthe renorm alization
factorZ (9).W e givesom e detailsofthe calculation,in
order to show the cancellation ofthe � logrs term ,as
wellas to introduce integrations that willalso be use-
fulfor the calculation ofthe e�ective m ass. O ur start-
ing point is the realpart ofthe self-energy entering in
Eq. (10). At kB T = 0, one can replace1 the sum
overthe M atsubara frequenciesappearing in (23)by an
integralalong the im aginary axis, kB T

P

iqn
f(iqn) !

(1=2�)
R
duf(iu).Thusweneed to evaluate

A = �
@

@�
IRe

X

q�0

1

2�

Z
1

� 1

duG �0(k
0
;ikn + iu)V 0(q;iu);

(57)
where k0 = k + q, k = k� and one sets � = 0 after
taking the derivative.W hile the analyticalcontinuation
ikn ! �+ i0+ m ustbetakenaftertheintegration,onecan
reversethisorder(i.e.,m akethe analyticalcontinuation
�rst),1

A = A
res
�
X

q�0

IRe

�

Z
1

0

du
@

@�
G �0(k

0
;� + iu)V0(q;iu)

�
�
�
�
�= 0

;

(58)
provided that one com pensates for the contributions of
the polesofG by adding the \residue" term

A
res = � IRe

X

q�0

@

@�
[�(� �k0�0)� �(� � �k0�0)]

� V
0(q;�k0�0 � �)

�
�
�
�= 0

=
X

q�0

�(�k0�0)V
0(q;0): (59)

W e have used in Eq. (58) the fact that the integrated
function iseven in u.Forthe rem aining term ,wenotice
that� @�G �0(k0;� + iu)= i@uG �0(k0;iu)when � = 0 and
integrateby partsoveru.Theboundary term with u !
1 vanishes,whilethe term with u ! 0+ gives

A
(u! 0+ )

boundary
= IRe i

1

�

X

q�0

G �0(k
0
;i0+ )V

0(q;i0+ )

= �
X

q�0

�(�k0�0)V
0(q;0); (60)

where we have used � IIm G�0(k0;i0+ )= � ��(�k0�0). W e
seethatthisboundary term cancelwith theresidueterm
A res
� . Thisisim portant,asthese term sactually contain

a term that is logarithm ic in rs [see Eq. (70) in the
calculation ofm � below].Thuswehave

A = IIm
1

�

X

q�0

Z
1

0

duG �0(k
0
;iu)

@

@u
V
0(q;iu) (61)

= �
r00

2�2
X

�0

IIm

Z
1

0

dy
00

Z 2�

0

d�

Z
1

0

dx
00
f(x00;y00;�): (62)
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W e have de�ned r00 = m e20=k�~ = kT F=2k�, y00 =
m u=qk�,and x00= q=2k�.The integrand is

f(x00;y00;�)=
F 0

iy00� �

1

x00"2

@"

@y00
; (63)

where F 0(x00;�) = 1=2 + ��0(1 + 2x00cos�)=2‘
is the overlap of the eigenspinors, ‘(x00;�) =
p
1+ 4x00cos� + 4x002 = k0=k,�(x00;�) = cos� + x00+

(��0‘� 1)
00=2x00 is the dim ensionless energy �k0�0,and

00= �kR =k� isa m odi�ed s-o strength.
W enow considertheRPA lim itofhigh density,which

correspondsto sm allr00� 1.In thiscase,the dom inant
contribution com esfrom theintraband case(�0= �)with
x00 � 1, where we can use the approxim ations F 0 ’

1+ O (x002),x00"’ x00+ r00a(y0)+ O (x002),� ’ cos�(1+

00)+ O (x00),and wehavede�ned a(y0)= 1� y0=

p
y02 + 1

and y0= m u=q� = y00=(1+ 
00).De�ning r0= m e20=�~ =
r00=(1+ 
00),wehave

A ’ �
r0

2�2
IIm

Z
1

0

dy
0
@

@y0
a(y0)

Z 2�

0

d�
1

iy0� cos�

�

Z
1

0

dx
00
@

@x00

� r00

x00+ ra(y0)

= �
r0

�

Z
1

0

dy
0

1

(y2 + 1)2
1

a(y0)

= �
r0

�

�

1+
�

2

�

+ O (r02): (64)

The rem aining term s (in particular, the contribution
from theinterbandtransition with �0= � �)areneglected
asthey areO

�
r02
�
.W e now use

r
0= rs

�
1+ 


2
�� 1=2

’ rs

�

1�
1

2


2

�

; (65)

and the renorm alization factorreads

Z� = 1�
rs

�

�

1+
�

2

��

1�
1

2


2

�

= 1�
rs

�

�

1+
�

2

��

1�
E R

E F

�

: (66)

Thisresultisvalid up to O (r2s;rs

3),so thatthem odi�-

cation from theresult(15)withouts-o disappearsin the
case 
 �

p
rs � 1. Sim ilarly to the inverse lifetim e,we

seethattheZ-factorisindependentoftheRashba band
index �,and thatitsm odi�cation appearsonly in second
orderin thestrength ofthe s-o interaction.Thism odi�-
cation can betraced back to thesm allshiftoftheFerm i
surfaceduetothes-ointeraction.W ithouts-ointeaction
(
 = 0),Eq.(66)correspondsto the resultpresented in
Refs.29,30.

V II. EFFEC T IV E M A SS

Thecalculation forthee�ectivem ass(11)issim ilarin
spiritto the Z factor calculation,but is m ore involved.

W e startwith

B = �
m

�

@

@k
IRe

X

q�0

1

2�

Z
1

� 1

duG �0(k
0
;ikn + iu)V 0(q;iu);

(67)
where k ! k� after taking the derivative. Again, we
�rstperform the analyticalcontinuation ikn ! � + i0+
by adding a residue term � �(� �k0�0)� �(� � �k0�0).
Contrary to the case forZ,thisresidue term identically
vanishesoncewetake� = 0.Hence wehave

B = � IRe
m

�

X

q�0

1

�

Z
1

0

du
@

@k
G �0(k

0
;iu)V 0(q;iu)

�
�
�
�
k= k�

;

(68)
which weintegratebyparts.W ith thechangeofvariables
q ! k0,the boundary term reads

B
(u! 0+ )

boundary
=

m

�

X

k0�0

�(�k0�0)V
0(q;0)

@�k0�0

@k
(69)

=
r0

8�

X

�0

k�0

k�

Z 2�

0

d�
cos�

x00
��0
(�)+ r00

(1+ ��
0cos�);

where x00��0(�) = (1=2k�)
q

k2
�0
� 2k�0k� cos� + k2� and

werecallthatr0= m e20=�~.W econsiderthecasers;
 �

1 and �nally get

B
(u! 0+ )

boundary
= �

rs

�

�

log
�
rs

2

�

+ 2+
4�


3
�

2

2
log
 + O (rs;


2)

�

:

(70)
Therem ainingintegratedterm oftheintegrationbyparts
in (68)containstwo term s.The �rstonereads

B
(1)

int
= � IIm

m

��

X

q�0

Z
1

0

duG �0(k
0
;iu)

@

@u
V
0(q;iu)

@�k0�0

@k
:

(71)
W e see thatthe integrand is identicalto the expression
(61)appearing in thecalculation m adeforZ,apartfrom
the factor @�k0�0=@k ’ (k=m )(1 + �0
00 + 2xcos�) for
x � 1.W e proceed asbefore,and getin lowestorder

B
(1)

int =
r0

�

�

1+
�

2

�

: (72)

Thesecond term reads

B
(2)

int
= � IRe

m

��

X

q�0

Z
1

0

duG �0(k
0
;iu)

VC (q)

"(q;iu)

@F 0

@k
; (73)

where @F 0=@k = ��0q2 sin2 �=2k03:The analysis ofthis
integral is rather dem anding, as no approxim ation is
accurate and only a num ericalsolution seem s possible.
However, a carefulexam ination of the di�erent term s
showsthatthereisno logarithm iccontribution | in par-
ticular,the sm allx contributionsare suppressed by the
overall� x3 dependence. W e can now use the general
argum ent about the self-energy (see Sec. IV B),which
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states that no term linear in 
 can be present in the
e�ective m ass.Thisim pliesthatthisintegralB (2)

int
com -

pensatesforthe linearterm appearing in (70),which is
con�rm ed by num ericalintegrations.
Finally,weobtain the e�ective m ass(11)

m �

�

m
� 1 =

rs

�

�

logrs + 2� log2�
1

2


2 log


�

; (74)

where we used the expression (66)forZ. W e recognize
in the�rstthreeterm stheunperturbed result(14).The
m odi�cation induced by thes-o interaction hastheform

2 log
,sim ilarly to the lifetim e,Eq. (56)W e see that
particlesindi�erentRashbaspin eigenstateshave,tolow-
estorder,the sam ee�ectivem ass.

V III. C O N C LU SIO N

W ehavecalculated them ain quasiparticleparam eters
(the inversequasi-particlelifetim e 1=�,the renorm aliza-
tion factor Z, and the e�ective m ass m �) due to the
Coulom b electron-electron interaction in a 2D Ferm iliq-
uid with Rashba interaction. The m odi�cations due to
s-ointeraction arefound tobeindependentoftheRashba
band index �,and to appearonly in second orderin the
s-o strength 
 �

p
E R =E F with som e logarithm ic en-

hancem entforthe lifetim e and the e�ective m ass.
The spin-orbit constant being rather sm all in typi-

cal sem iconductor 2DEG s, these m odi�cation will be

very sm all,around 10� 3. For instance,a G aAs 2DEG
with40 � = 0:5 � 10� 12 eV m , n = 4 � 1015 m � 2 yields
kR = 0:43�m � 1.Thisgivesarathersm all
 = 2:7� 10� 3,
so thatone getsonly very sm allm odi�cationsEven for
an InG aAs 2DEG s with larger s-o coupling and with35

� = 30� 10� 12 eV m forn = 10� 1015 m � 2,m = 0:03m e

and rs = 0:18,onehasa m odest
 = 0:051.

W e note thatreplacing the Rashba interaction by the
Dresselhausinteraction H D = �(� px�x + py�y)=~ yields
exactly the sam e results.Indeed,the only di�erence lies
in the eigenspinors (the phase is decreased by �=2),so
thattheiroverlapF 0,Eq.(19),isunchanged and theener-
gieshavethesam eform .Naturalextensionsofthiswork
arethe studiesofthe e�ectofthe s-o interaction on the
renorm alized g-factor21,theconsideration ofshort-range
potentialinstead oftheCoulom b interaction,�nite tem -
peratures,and thepresenceofaperpendicularorparallel
m agnetic �eld as used to m easure the m obility and the
e�ectivem assorto m anipulate electron spins.
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