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W e derive analytical expressions for the quasiparticle lifetim e

, the e ective massm , and the

G reen’s function renom alization factor Z fora 2D Fem iliquid w ith electron-electron interaction in
the presence of the R ashba spin-orbit interaction. W e nd that them odi cations are independent of

the R ashba band index

, and occur in second order of the spin-oro it coupling

. In the derivation of

these resuls, we also discuss the screening of the Coulom b interaction, as well as the susceptibility

and the selfenergy In am all
PACS:7110Ca, 7321, 7118+ y

I. NTRODUCTION

The lifetin e of quasiparticlke exciations determm ined
by elctron-electron collisions is a crucial quantity of
the Femm i liquid theory* of interacting electron system s.
In particular, the quastparticle lifetin e for a two—
din ensional electron gas as found eg. In sem iconductor
heterostructures has been now studied in great detail-=.
W hile has been traditionally of in portance for phe-
nom ena that are based on coherent transport such as for
exam ple conductance uctuations, weak-localization, or
the Aharonov-Bohm e ect?, this quantity is also in por—
tant for the current strive tow ards quantum nform ation
processing in the solid state, which requires the coherent
propagation of eg. entangled electrons. In this respect,
aswell as In the em erging eld of spintronics, the soin
degree of freedom is increasingly being investigated®.

The e ect of spih-orbit (so0) Interaction in low-—
din ensional system s has consequently becom e an In por—
tant issue, and has uncovered new flinctionalities such as
the spindbased transistor?, spin inection? and the electric
m anipulation of spin in non-m agnetic sem iconductors?,
and has also ld to new physics wih the soinHall
e ect’ 1. The consideration of so interaction i the
fram ew ork of Ferm i liquid theory is therefore desireable.
E xisting work has Investigated electronic transport and
plasm on excitationst®??, Friedetike oscillations in the
screened potential?, and them odi cation ofthe s-o cou-
pling due to electron-electron interactionst2. W hile the
soin relaxation and decoherence rates have been w idely
studied In such system 2%, the relaxation rate of the
quasiparticle itselfhas not, to our know ledge, been stud-
ied so far.

An inportant contribution to the e ective mass m
comes from the renom alization of the electron band
m ass by electron-electron interactions. Simple expres—
sions form In 2D appear in early works addressing the
g-factor?! and the spin susceptibility?2, and were Hllow ed
by num ericalstudies?3 . Som e recent w ork addressed non—
analytic corrections??, the tem perature dependence??,
and the e ects of In purity scattering?®. A nother in por—
tant param eter of Femm i liquid theory is the renom al-
ization factor Z ofthe G reen’s fiinctiont. T his quantity
m easures the quasiparticle spectralw eight, and gives the

size of discontinuiy of the zero tem perature Fem i oc—
cupation factor n( ) at the Femn i surface. For a clean
2DEG w ithout In purities and s© Interaction, it has rst
been studied or short-range potentials’, whil the re—
alistic case wih Coulomb interaction has been studied
num erically?® and analytical?22% . R ecent related work
used Ferm iliquid theory to study plasn ons contributions
to the e ective m ass in valley-degenerate system s2t, spin
resonance and the spin-Hall conductivity??, as well as
screening and plasn on m odes?3
T his work presents an analytical study ofthe e ect of

s© Interaction on the quasiparticle lifetim e, the Z —-factor,
and thee ectivem assm 1In atwo din ensionalFem ilig—
uid, taking the speci ¢ case of the Rashba interaction3t.
W e consider the longrange Coulomb interaction, and
work within the random phase approxin ationt! RPA)
valid for sm all rg 1 (high densities). For the lifetin e,
we nd thatthe spin-orbit contribution appears In second
order of the s0 coupling , and contains a logarithm ic
term sin ilar to the standard lifetin €2, w here the excita—
tion energy  isreplaced by theR ashba splitting 2 k =~.
A sin ilar result is found for the e ective m ass, wih a
modi cation ofthe ®m 2 log . For the Z -factor, we

nd a quadratic tem w thout logarithm ic enhancem ent.
In allthese casesthem odi cationsare independent ofthe
Rashba band index denoting the two directions of the
eilgengoinors ofthe R ashba H am iltonian. W e also discuss
brie y the screening ofthe C oulom b interaction, and de—
rive expressionsboth the realand in aginary parts ofthe
susceptbility , com plem enting the expressions found in
Refsild?d8 W e also give general argum ents show ing
that the selfenergy and, consequently, the Fem 1 liquid
param eters, cannot have any m odi cation linear in
T hroughout thiswork we consider a clean system at zero
tem perature.

II. 2D FERM ILIQUID W ITH RASHBA S-O
INTERACTION

A . R ashba eigenstates

W e consider an electron n a 2D Fem i liquid in the
presence of the Rashba spin-orbit interaction restricted
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to the z = 0 plane, described by the Ham ittonian H =
pP=2m + H o with3!
Ho=—@ ' B ") )

Expressed In the ,-spin basis j j, the eigenstates are

.1 1 .
ki i= p_z i ®) *ki; @)
w ith the polarangle (k) = \ (k;0 x) and the m om en-—
tum eigenstates ki. The index = de nes the two
R ashba bands. W e de ne the so strength

r
= k_R = kF = = ER (3)
kg 2Ef 2Ef
from the Rashba m om entum
kg =m =~; 4)
the Rashba energy Ex = m ?=~?, and the Fem i en-

ergy Er = kZ=2m . W e de ne the excitation energy by
Er , wih the dispersion relations for the
twobranchesEy, = k?+ 2 kk =2m .Settihg x = 0
yields the two Ferm im om enta

x = Ex

p
k = k with =k 1+ 2: (5)
Note that both k and willreplace k¢ in a num ber of
the expressions valid w ithout so interaction . W e de ne
the unperturbed M atsubara® G reen’s fiinction

1
;ikp )= ——
G k ) i, k (6)

corresponding to the Rashba eigenstates [) without
electron-electron interaction. W e have introduced the
ferm onic M atsubara frequency k, = @n+ 1) ks T;n 2
N.

B . Renomm alization due to the electron-electron
interaction.

W ithin Fem i liquid theory, the presence of electron-—
electron Interaction modies the retarded G reen’s
fiinctiont

GRk; ) =G kiik, ! +i0)=

Z
Lt ie=2) ®)

descrbing a quasiparticlke belonging to the R ashba band
wih a momentum k. To derive the expression above,
one has expanded for am all frequencies and sm allexci-
tation energies y above the Ferm isurface, ie. Er ,
0< i Er , k k k . In this procedure, one
rst shifts the Ferm im om entum k via the requirem ent

x +Re R ;0)= 0. T he lifetin e ofthe quasiparticle,
k)= 1= (), isgiven via

2 R
k)= —Im ki x )i 8)

where the selfenergy contains the e ect of the
Coulomb electron-electron interaction.
T he G reen’s finction acquires a renom alized weight

Z = i 9)

wih A :

n

|
o
o

10)

w hich gives the size of the Jum p in the Fem ioccupation
factorn ( ) at the Fem isurface.
The e ective m ass enters in the renom alized excita—

tion energy , = k*+ 2 kkk ¥ =2m , and is de-
ned by
m 1
— = — ; 11)
m Z 1+ B
. m @ R
wih B = —@Re k=%k ;0): 12)

A s the excitation energy m ust vanish at the Fermm i sur-
face, one has | = 0 and thus kr is also shifted w ith
k . Note that it is , not k , that enters in the factor
m= appearingnB.

In order to study the m odi cations introduced by the
R ashba interaction,we rstpresentherethe resuls found
w ithout s-o Interaction. T he hverse lifetin e reads?=3:32

2
k k
= — lIog— + O (. 13
o k) E, gEF (rs) @13)
The rs=factor is de ned here®® as ry = krp=2kp =

m =~ 2 n,wheren is the electronic sheet density (in
the absence of so Interaction), and kry is the Thom as—
Fem i screening mom entum . The two In portant char-
acteristics of [[3) are: @) ! Owhen i« ! 0, corre
sponding to long-lived quasiparticle excitations near the
Fem isurface; (il the vanishing of is slowed down by
a logarithm ic factor.

The e ective m ass contains a term
given byt

r ogrs, and is

Mo

1= il fogrs+ 2 Iog2+ O (g)]: 14)

m

T he deviation of the renom alization weight 2 from 1
is Inear w tth r,, and reads?®

rsh i
Zog 1= — 1+ E+O(rs) @5)

Takinga GaAs2DEG wih3* n= 4
rs = 0:614,Zy = 050, and m j=m 1= 016.An InAs
2DEG witheg3 n=10 ®¥m 2, m = 003m. and
rs = 018 hastheparametersZ, = 0:83 and m ,=m 1=
0:019.

O m 2, one has
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Figure 1: The diagram atic representation of the selfenergy

k) B3) in RPA .The fi1ll lines denote the electron G reen’s
filnctions [@), the dashed lines the Coulomb interaction, the
circles are the susceptibility bubble diagram [J), and the
double dashed line is the screened Coulomb interaction [[A).
T he R ashba bands are denoted by the ’s, and yield the over-
lbp factorF ° [[3).

C . Screening of the Coulom b interaction

In order to build a Fem i liquid theory including the
s-0 Interaction, we m ust consider the m atrix elem ents of
thebare 2D Coulomb interaction Ve (@) = 2 €=g~ in the
R ashba eigenstates basis. T hese m atrix elem ents involve
the overlap

1h o ih o i

F=g 1+ tetls )14 5 Jetlz ) (16)

of the eigenspinors (), which depends on the directions
£ 1; 27 % 99 ofthe scattered states and on their band
indices £ 1; 2; 9; 3g. T RPAL, we nd the screened
Coulomb potential

Ve @) F; a7
"@!)

where"= 1  isthe dielectric function. In M atsub—
ara form alisn?, the susceptibility is given by the bubble
diagram

Vi!)=

X X
@iin) = ke T G k;iikn)G o k%ikIF %
i Ok jiky
18)
wherv\—:‘Pk0 = k+ q, ik ke + i, = \ &K,

@)Y ! dkandq = 2n kT is a bosonic M at-
subara frequency. T he corresponding diagram s are rep—
resented in Fig.[l. T he last factor
o 1+ Pcos
= — 19)
2
isthe overlap F' for statesw ith oppositem om enta. A fter

sum m ing over ik, and perform ing the analytical contin—

uation ig, ! ! + i0", one nds
Re (q;!)= fnle) e g
K; o I+ k k0 ©
X
Im @;!) = 0+ x ko0 0)
k; ©
h(x) n(w)FY% @1)

which isthe standard m w ith the additionalF ° factors.
A s we consider zero tem perature, the Fem i occupation
factor readsn( ) = ( ). Note that the e ect of the
soin-orbit interaction m anifests itself in the energies ,
while the factors F © abne jist descrioe a change of the
spin basis. In particular, such a basis change could also
be considered in the absence of so Interaction. For in—
stance, the scattering cross-section fr two electrons®®,
given in Bom approxin ation by

1 m 2
>k jV @ 7 (22)

o~

vanishes for di erent Rashba bands In case of forward
scattering g 9= 1, k9 = k1), whil i vanishes for
sam e bands in the case of backscattering k° = k).
Thisonly re ects the fact that the real spin is conserved
by the Coulomb interaction. For forward scattering the
spin basis does not change, so that the band index m ust
be the sam e. T he opposite happens for backscattering,
w here the soin basis is Inverted and the band index m ust
be changed in order to preserve the realsoin. T his is the
sam e reason w hy the tw o con jigate states ofthe K ram ers
doublet belong to the sam e R ashba band3’ .

D . Selfenergy

T he selfenergy is the centralquantity that determ ines
the other Ferm iHiquid param eters. In low est order in the
screened intraction ®RPA), it is given byt

X X
kidkn) = JgT G o k% ik IV *(@iiam);
0 gjign
@3)
and is represented in F ig.[l. H ere the screened potential
[ v° = F%.=" nvolves F ° because of m om entum
conservation. At zero tem perature the inverse lifetin e

1= = is given by
2X 0
ki x)=— (xoo) ()InV “(@!); (24)
~ o
wih ! = ko o W e now introduce the param eters
® q 0 !
X'= — andy = —; 25
ok y . (25)

which are relevant for the susogptibility entering in
V (see Sec. [M). W e consider sm all excitation energies
above the Fem isurface

0< ' — Er , =k k k : (26)
m

Ushg ! = k* K+ 2k (k%% =2m, we see that

the finctions n (B4) yied

maxf jlkkg.
< :

0< yP< y° @7)



N ote that a priori, netther x® nor y° have to be sm all;
however, one can check num erically that the dom inant
contributions to P4) com e from forward scattering, ie.
for

q. k , x% 1: (28)
For the lifetin e, one can also assum e yO 1. For these
reasons we shall calculate the susceptibility n the lim it
x®  1,bePre takingy® 1.

ITII. SUSCEPTIBILITY

T he susceptibility (or, equivalently, the dielectric
function =1 ¥ ) fPra2DEG with so interaction has
been partially studied in Refs8A728 in thesmallg kg
lim it. E xpressions for the In agihary part of in the lim it
g kg jkr have been given in Refs®d? i the context
of transport. Refl®, which addressed non-analtic con—
tributions to the realpart of , only gives expressions for
g ! 0 for the interband case (di erent R ashba bands),
w hile the intraband case is studied In the g ! 2kg case.
T herefore, it is desireable to com plem ent these studies
by deriving expressions for both Re and Im in the
a! 0 lmi.

W e rstwriethe2D susogptibility ¢ withoutRashba
interaction38 . Introducing the param eters

9 angy= 29)
X = —— an = —;
2ke YT g
the suscgptbility reads in the M atsubara form alisn
iy, ! y+ i07)
. m 1 h P i
o®;iyn)= — 1 =R s(@) z2 1 ; (@30)
X
where z = x + iy,, z = X v, RIE =) =

@)+ £z )]=2, and s(z) = sgn Re (Zﬁ] arising from
the choice ofthe ( 1 ;0]branch cut for =z.

W e now derive the susceptbilty RO)-EI) in the
g;'mjtofsnallq;kR k. We rstwrie (!) =
Wedene’ = \ k;q), and expand k° =

0 ;0.

p
k 1+ 2cos’ (k) + (k)? in sm allgto get the energy
di erence

k
koo’ ke () S+ %ke)oos’: (1)
m m
W e also expand the Femm i fiinction
n(xoo) nix )" (x ko o) (x )i (32)
which selectsk = k , and the spnor overlap
1 cos 1 k + gcos’ 1 1 a . 2
- = — 1 - - @ r o __ _ _Sm’
2 2 k0 2 2 2k
(33)

T hese expansions are valid for g;kg k.

A . Intraband contributions ( 0= )

W e rst consider transitions within a given Rashba
band. W e can neglect (g=k)? 1 the spinor overlap, and
Integrate over’ and k. W e nd

A\ #
m 1% k;
Re , = — 1 p2o (3% 1 1 =
(34)
For the In aghary part, (! + x ko o) selects /' =
Arccos(y?) if ¥°j< 1, and we get
0
m Yy .. 0 kR
m = —p—— 0 ¥ 1 = ; @35
2 1 P

which agreesw th Eq. (35) ofRefl®. Summ ingover ,we
see that the Intraband contrbutionsto are independent
of the band index

B . Interband contributions ( °= )

For transitions between tw o di erent R ashba bands, it
is necessary to distinguish between two cases.

@) kg qg k.We nd
m 1 p
Re ;, = ¥ -+ ¥y 1 ¢ &I D
(36)
m IS
W, = ¥y 1 ¥ Q ¥ 6D
where we have also expanded In y°’ y.
b)g krj;k .Weget
1 =k + 4Ep=! 1
Re . = —ib s £
! 16 ! =k + 4dE¢=! + 1
m 1
! —X (38)
4 7 1+ m!=2 knkp

w here we have expanded in an all kg in the second
equality. N ote the unusalterm m ! =kg kr . Setting ! = 0
and summ ing over yieldsthe static result (24) ofRef:®
nhthelimi kg T ! 0.Forthe In aginhary part we nd

X

m
W, o= oo <3< g 39)

X

wih ! = 2¢ k )kg =m . T his expression [39) agrees
with Eq. 37) ofRef!® and Eq. (10) ofRefl?, which are
relevant forthe opticalconductirity. O ne can neglect this

. contrbution when calculating the lifetin e, as in this case
" q P!

Kkp=m ) x=y y. The other interband
contrbutions are negligble com pared to the intrabands
ones, as they are am aller by the factor x? 1.



C . Total susceptibility

A dding the two Intrabands branches, we nd for the
suscegptibility

w #
. Oz
Re @! 0;1)= — 1 p—=2L_ (% 1) @0)
y 1
0
_ I Y )
Im @@! 0;!)= —Plijz 1 Y 41)

which corresponds to the case w ithout R ashba interac-
tion B0) n the limitx ! 0, where one replacesy by the
new param eter y’. W e can now take the lim it of sm all
energy, y° 1, and we nally nd the susoeptbility in
the presence ofR ashba s© Interaction

m . 0
— 1+ iy); 42)

! 0;!'! 0)=
which we shalluse in the calculations ofthe Ferm i-liquid
param eters below . Note that in generalEgs. [20) and
) yieds that (@ !') = ( qg;!). In particular,
Re and Im are respectively even and odd in y in the
Im it g= 0, as seen In our expressions above.

IVv. SUSCEPTIBILITY AND SELFENERGY
FOR SM ALL

In this section we show on general grounds that the
expansion of and in snall have no tem linear in

A . Susceptibility

T he susogptibility hasonly a second-order contribution
from the s-o interaction,

= o+0(?%); (43)
because is an even function ofkg = m =~. This can
be seen by expanding around = 0 via the function
h(x 7 x00) = h(x) n(eol=a,+ K0 0).
Weusedy =dkg = k=m and yx = k’=2m  Ez, and
nd

1X X
@iln) = < A+ Ycos )
2 .
X 1 kg ) @ e
- = k— + %° h(x; x0)i(44)
3! @ x @ xo

and notice that the sum sover ; 0 cancel or odd pow ers
j. This result is consistent with Egs. [B4)-[39), where
the temm s linear in kg vanish affer summ ing over ; 0,

B . Selfenergy

W e rstperform the sum over the R ashba band index
° in the selfenergy 3

X
ki) = kT H (@)D, us)
qiigm i)
where
L0y k+ gcos )
H (q;ik)) o 46)
and =i jo.Weexpand nsmall and nd
ol 1 , 1 1
H @iik,)" —+0(") + = @)
0

0 5
w here 0= ( ! O)-
k ,dependson .

T he integrations of the rst and third temm s do not
yield any logarithm icterm In  because their divergence
at o = 0 is odd wih respect to g. On the contrary,
the tem O ( ?)= ¢ brings logarithm ic contrbutions, as
w illbe seen In the lifetin e and the e ective m ass below .
Because " = 1 V¥ hasalso notem lnearin , we

nd that the m odi cation of the selfenergy due to the
so interaction can only appear in second order.

W e recall that k, being close to

V. LIFETIM E

In this section we calculate the lifetin e as given by
Eq.[B).W e rstde nethe Thom asFermm im om entum

and assum e that the sm allg contributions dom inate such

that mV (@)= = krr=q 1 (this is jastied n GaA s
whereks’ 12k ).We nd
v 2 m
I vog!) = <@ 5y F°
I+ krrp=q)* + Kkrp=9)°y
Ty 49)
m

Note that i isF ° {and not F & { that appears here w ith

V2, because the ing involves only V, without

go.w ring k) = o ;0 (k) and changing variables
|

q ! xor we have
Z
_ 1 07,0 .
;o(k)— dk"k" (xo o x )Io; (50)
8 ~m k o
w here
Z
2 1+ Ocos
To= d—"p—: (51)
0 ak® )
erek = k+ kg ( 9, =\ k;k), and qk% ) =
k?+ k® 2kK¥cos . W e distinguish intra— and inter-

band contributions.



A . Intraband case ( 0= ).

We nd

2
I = 5% 165 k+ k9K (z2) & RE( 2);
(52)
where z = 4kk%=k ¥)?, and K and E are the com —
plte E llptic integrals of the st and second kind, re—
qaectjyeL/.WeL?eﬂl ir asym ptotics®® E ( z) z and
K ( z) log (4 z)= z fr lamge z l,ask ¥
k' k . A fter perform ing the k Integration and ex-—
panding In an all k up to second order, we nally
get

. = g —
;) 2 ~m g8k

+

N
+
NI NI

+ : 63)
2 ~m 8kF

W e also expanded in an all kg kr In the second line.

B . Interband case ( 0= ).

We nd

2 K5
1= 2 Mg, B

K0 z)]: (54)

W e repeat the sam e procedure and expand in  ;kx kr .
W e get

2 N @)

, = 1+ + 2g— 55
;oK)= o 97 (55)

W enow add the two R ashba branches. The temm linear
In kg vanishesandwe nally get forthe lifetin e ncluding
the R ashba s-o interaction

2

1 2
= o = Iog— 56
k) > m g 8ke > 93 (56)
2
K K 1 Eg Eg
- by > —— kg ;

valdupto =(m) O ;? .W e recognize in the rst
term the standard lifetin e fora 2D Femm iliquid w ithout
R ashba interaction?2, w ith the logarithm ic enhancem ent
bg( =k) Dg(x=Er).

The modi cation to the lifetine due to the spin—
orbi interaction also contains a logarithm ic factor
log kg =kg ) log( g =Ef ) Involring the Rashba split-
ting at the Fem isurface, g = 2 kg =~. W e note that
fortypicalG aA s2D EG sthism odi cation is ratherweak,
because ofthe factor = kg =kg 1, and therefore does
notm odify signi cantly the usualtem valid w thout so
Interaction.

VI. RENORMALIZATION FACTOR Z

W e now derive the expression for the renom alization
factor Z [@). W e give som e details of the calculation, in
order to show the cancellation of the logxr tem, as
well as to introduce Integrations that will also be use-
ful for the calculation of the e ective m ass. O ur start-
Ing point is the real part of the selfenergy entering In
Eq. M. At kg T = 0, one can replace! the sum
over the M atsubara frequencies appear:ing in 23) by an
J'ntegraﬂ{along the Im aghary axis, kg T i f (@dg) !
(1=2 ) duf (u). Thuswe need to evaluate

X Z
- Re R
@ . 2 1

q

A= duG o k%ik, + )V O(g;iu);
67
where k= k+ g, k = k and one sests = 0 after
taking the derivative. W hilk the analytical continuation
ik, ! + 10, m ustbetaken after the integration, one can
reverse this order (ie., m ake the analytical continuation
rst) 2
Z
¢ 0 P
du —G o k’; + i)V (g;in) i
0 @ =0
(58)
provided that one com pensates for the contributions of
the poles 0of G by adding the \residue" tem
§ e [«
@

aq 0

X
A=A7AT Re

a 0

AT = Re k0 0) (

VO o o )

X
= (x0 o)V (@ 0): 59)

q 0

W e have used in Eq. [B8) the fact that the integrated
function iseven in u. For the ram aining tem , we notice

that @G o k% + iu)= iQG o k%in) when = 0and
Integrate by parts over u. The boundary term wih u !
1 wvanishes, while theterm wih u ! 0, gives
@ o) _ 1X 0., 0, .
Aboundary = Re i— G O(k rlO+ )V (quo+)
a 0
X 0
= (ko 0)V " (@;0); (60)

q 0

where we have used Im G o k%10, ) = koo). We
see that thisboundary term cancelw ith the residue term
A ™, This is in portant, as these tem s actually contain
a tem that is logarithmic n ry [see Eq. [[0) i the
calculation ofm below ]. Thus we have

A

Il
2)
!

duG o(ko;m)iv(’(q;m) 61)
Qu

Z 2, Z,

ay® 4

> dx®f =%;v% ): (62)
2 0 0 0



We have de ned r® = med=k ~ = kpp=2k , y¥ =
mu=gk , and x®= g=2k . The integrand is
FO 1 a@"

£ &%y% )= —

_— 63
iy X(Duz @y(IJ ( )

where FO&% ) = 1=+ %0 + 2x®cos )=2°
the overlap of the eigenspinors, ‘&% ) =
1+ 4xPc0s + 4x® = k%%, ®%; )= cos + xP+
( % 1) ®=2x% is the din ensionless energy o o, and
®= Kk =k isamodied so strength.

W e now consider the RPA Iim it ofhigh density, which
corresponds to anallr® 1. In this case, the dom inant
contribution com es from the ntraband case ( °= ) with
x® 1, where we can use the approxin ations F ° ’
1+ 0 &%), xP 7 %P+ P53 % + 0 ®@®), 7 cos @+

P+ 0 ®P),andwehavede neday®) =1 = yZ+ 1
andy’=mu=q = y?=1+ 9.Deningr’=mel= ~=
=1+ 9, wehave

0 Z Z ;
A ! L]m d Oi 0 d 1
2 y =52 ;0
2 0 y 0 iy cos
Z 4 o
0o & T
g 0 @xPxP+ ra(y°)
R | 1

d -
o g+ 12ag?)

= = 1+E +0 (%) (64)

The rem aining tem s (In particular, the contribution

from the interband transition with %= ) are neglected
asthey are0 r® .W enow use
- 1
P=r 1+ 2 TCrno1 2% ;65
and the renom alization factor reads
1
z =1 = 1+- 1 >°?
2 2
r. E
=1 =2 1+- 1 = (66)
2 EF

This result isvalid up to O (Z;rs ), so that them odi —
cation from the resul [[3) without so disappears in the
case I 1. Sim ilarly to the inverse lifetin e, we
see that the Z -factor is independent of the R ashba band
Index ,and that itsm odi cation appearsonly in second
order in the strength of the so interaction. Thism odi —
cation can be traced back to the an all shift ofthe Fem i
surface due to the so Interaction. W ithout so inteaction
( = 0),Eq. B8 corresponds to the result presented in
Refs2230

VII. EFFECTIVE M ASS

The calculation Prthe e ectivem ass {Il) is sin ilar in
spirit to the Z factor calculation, but is m ore nvolved.

X 21
m @ 0, : 0/ .z
= ——Re — duG o k’;ik, + )V S (g;iu);
@k . 2 1
a
(67)
where k | k after taking the derivative. Agaln, we

rst perform the analytical continuation ik, ! + 10
by adding a residue temm ( xoo0) ( K0 0).
Contrary to the case for Z , this residue term identically
vanishesonce we take = 0. Hence we have

Z
m X !

Re— —

O du %G oWV (i)
q

0 k=k

(68)
w hich we Integrate by parts. W ith the change ofvariables
g ! k9 the boundary term reads

X
@! 04) m 0 @ goo
Bboundary - (ko 0)V (7 0) Rk ©9)
kOO
Z
X ko2 g cos a4 O )
= — — ¢ cos );
8 , k xP0,( )+ 2
q
where x©,( )= (1=2k) k% 2kok cos + kK and

werecallthat r’= m el= ~.W e considerthe case r;
1 and nally get

2

+2+-— —lbg +0(@®;?
3 5 9 i )

gt 0 _ Is Is
2

boundary log
(70)
T he rem aining integrated tem ofthe Integration by parts

in [FA) containstwo tem s. The rst one reads

Z
m X !
]ﬁrn_

a

1
B _

int

TR N
. duG o(k,lu)@uV (g7 i) ax
(711)
W e see that the integrand is identical to the expression
[&ll) appearing in the calculation m ade for Z , apart from
the factor @ yo o=@k ’ &=m )@l + ° P+ 2xcos ) Pr
b 4 1. W e proceed as before, and get in lowest order

0

0
1)

Bue= — 1+ 5 (72)
T he second term reads
Z
X 1 0
m V QF
BZ = Re— QG o (&)~ D EF g3
0 "(@rin) @Rk

q 0

where @F =@k = % sin® =2k®: The analysis of this
Integral is rather dem anding, as no approxim ation is
accurate and only a num erical solution seem s possble.
However, a careful exam ination of the di erent temm s
show s that there is no logarithm ic contribution | in par-
ticular, the an all x contributions are suppressed by the
overall ¥ dependence. W e can now use the general
argum ent about the selfenergy (see Sec. [ Bl), which



states that no tem lnear in can be present in the
e ective m ass. This in plies that this iIntegral B th) com —
pensates for the lnear term appearing in [70), which is
con m ed by num erical integrations.

Finally, we obtain the e ective m ass (Il

m

Is

1
1= grs+ 2 Iog2 Ezlog ;o (74)

where we used the expression [Gd) for Z . W e recognize
in the rstthree tem sthe unperturbed result {I4). The
m odi cation induced by the so interaction has the form

2log , sinilarly to the lifttine, Eq. BA) W e see that
particles in di erentR ashba soin eigenstateshave, to low —
est order, the sam e e ective m ass.

V III. CONCLUSION

W e have calculated the m ain quasiparticle param eters
(the inverse quasiparticlk lifetim e 1= , the renom aliza—
tion factor Z, and the e ective mass m ) due to the
Coulomb electron-electron interaction in a 2D Ferm ilig—
uid w ith Rashba interaction. The m odi cations due to
s© Interaction are found to be independent ofthe R ashba
band index , andlgo appear only in second order In the
so strength Ex=Er wih some logarithm ic en—
hancem ent for the lifetin e and the e ective m ass.

The spin-orbit constant being rather small n typi-
cal sem iconductor 2DEG s, these m odi cation will be

For instance, a GaAs 2DEG
withi® = 05 10%eVm,n = 4 10m ? yids
kp = 043 m !.Thisgivesarathersmall = 27 10,
so that one gets only very sm allm odi cations Even for
an nGaA s 2DEG s w ith larger so coupling and w ith32

=30 10%eVm Hrn=10 I0m ?,m = 0:03m.
and rs = 048,onehasamodest = 0:051.

W e note that replacing the R ashba Interaction by the
D ressehaus interaction Hp = ( R x+ py y)=~yields
exactly the sam e results. Indeed, the only di erence lies
In the eigengpinors (the phase is decreased by =2), so
that theiroverlap F %, Eq.[[d), isunchanged and the ener-
gies have the sam e form . N aturalextensions ofthis w ork
are the studies of the e ect of the so Interaction on the
renom alized g-factor?!, the consideration of short-range
potential nstead ofthe Coulomb interaction, nite tem -
peratures, and the presence of a perpendicular orparalel
m agnetic eld as used to m easure the m obility and the
e ective m ass or to m anipulate electron spins.

very amall, around 10 3.
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