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By theoretically calculating the interacting spin susceptibility ofa two dim ensionalelectron sys-

tem in the presence of�nite spin-polarization,we show that the extensively em ployed technique

ofm easuring the 2D spin susceptibility by linear extrapolation to zero-�eld from the �nite-�eld

experim entaldata istheoretically unjusti�ed dueto thestrong nonlinearm agnetic�eld dependence

of the interacting susceptibility. O ur work com pellingly establishes that m uch of the prevailing

interpretation ofthe2D susceptibility m easurem entsisincorrect,and in generalthe2D interacting

susceptibility cannot be extracted from the criticalm agnetic �eld for fullspin polarization,as is

routinely done experim entally.

PACS num bers:72.25.D c;75.40.G b;71.10.Ca;72.25.Ba;

The spin susceptibility,also called the Paulisuscepti-

bility forthenon-interactingcase,isafundam entalprop-

erty ofgreat signi�cance in condensed m atter physics.

For exam ple, its behavior (e.g. tem perature depen-

dence) could distinguish between Ferm iand non-Ferm i

liquids.The electron interaction induced density depen-

dent enhancem ent ofspin susceptibility is a key signa-

ture ofm any body e�ects in interacting Ferm iliquids,

which has been extensively studied during the last�fty

years [1, 2, 3]. In fact, the m agnetic susceptibility of

an itinerant electron system is one ofthe key (as well

as m ost-studied) therm odynam ic properties of m etal-

lic system s. In this Letter,we show theoretically that

them etallicm agneticsusceptibility could depend rather

strongly (and non-trivially) on the spin polarization of

thesystem ,and such a nonlinearpolarization (orequiva-

lently m agnetic�eld)dependentspin susceptibility could

have profound e�ects on the interpretation ofm any re-

centexperim entalm easurem ents [4,5,6,7,8,9]of2D

m agneticsusceptibility in con�ned sem iconductorstruc-

tures.In fact,webelievethatourtheoreticalwork inval-

idatesm ostofthe recentinterpretationsofthe 2D spin

susceptibility m easurem ents,particularlyatlowercarrier

densitiesand higher�eldswherethenonlineare�ectsare

strong.W e em phasize thatthe spin-polarization (orthe

nonlinear�eld)dependenceofthem agneticsusceptibility

ispurelyan interaction e�ect{ a strictly 2D noninteract-

ing system has only the usuallinear free electron Pauli

spin susceptibility.

Thekey theoreticalidea introduced in thiswork isthe

observation,alm ostobviouson hindsight(butroutinely

ignored in the extensive recent experim entalliterature

on the 2D susceptibility m easurem ent),that in a �nite

m agnetic�eld B thenetspin polarization ofan interact-

ing 2D system is m anifestly nonlinear in B,unlike the

corresponding linear noninteracting Paulisusceptibility

situation. Thisnonlinearity m akesthe experim entalex-

traction oftheinteracting2D susceptibility from a linear

extrapolation ofthe�nite-�eld spin-polarized datatothe

zero-�eld lim it,asisoften done,theoretically unjusti�ed.

Thespeci�crelevanceofourtheoreticalnonlinearsus-

ceptibilityto2D electronsystem sin sem iconductorstruc-

tures arises from the particular experim entalm ethods,

involving the application ofan externalm agnetic �eld

to spin-polarize the 2D system ,typically used to m ea-

sure the 2D spin susceptibility [4,5,6,7,8,9]. In one

technique,a tilted m agnetic�eld,with com ponentsboth

paralleland perpendicularto the 2D layer,isused,and

the coincidence ofthe spin-splitZeem an levelswith the

orbitally quantized Landau levels as m anifested in the

SdH oscillationsofthe 2D m agnetoresistence isused to

obtain the Zeem an energy and hence the susceptibility.

In the other m ethod,only an applied parallelm agnetic

�eld isused to fully spin-polarizethe2D system ,and the

observed kink in the m agnetoresistence asa function of

the applied �eld is identi�ed as the saturation �eld B c

to com pletely polarize the system ,leading to the m ea-

sured m agnetic susceptibility. W e �nd that the strong

nonlinear dependence ofthe interacting 2D susceptibil-

ity on the applied m agnetic �eld m akes it essentially

im possible to extractthe susceptibility from a m easure-

m ent ofB c, and som e ofthe controversialconclusions

in the literature about the low-density behavior ofthe

2D susceptibility m ay have arisen from B c-based m ea-

surem ents. W e note that both experim entaltechniques

involve spin-polarizing the 2D system , and only when

this spin-polarization is rather sm allin m agnitude,the

susceptibility m easurem entissensible.

For absolute theoreticalclarity,we consider only the

strict 2D lim it neglecting the quasi-2D layer thickness

e�ect com pletely since the �nite layer thickness brings

in the nonessentialcom plicationsofthe parallel�eld in-

duced m agneto-orbitalcoupling [10,11]already at the

noninteracting level,leading to a rather com plex varia-

tion ofthe 2D susceptibility (due to the parallel�eld-

induced m agneto-orbitalcoupling form otion perpendic-
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ular to the 2D layer) with the carrier density and the

applied �eld, m ost particularly at low (high) 2D den-

sities (m agnetic �elds) when the �eld-induced m agnetic

length iscom parable to the �nite layerthickness. Since

thisisa conceptually sim ple (butnum erically intricate)

one-electron band-structure e�ect,com pletely indepen-

dentofthe m any-body nonlineare�ectofinterestto us,

we leave this out,considering only the strict 2D theo-

reticallim itwhere the m agneto-orbitalcoupling is,buy

de�nition,absent. W e neglecttherm ale�ectsalso,con-

centrating on T = 0,in order to focus entirely on the

nonlinearity in the susceptibility.

A naive quasi-particle picture to determ ine the spin-

polarization � = (n" � n#)=n (where n"(#) is the spin

up (down)electron density and n = n" + n# isthe total

electron density)ofthe2D electron system in an applied

m agnetic�eld B ,istoseparatethespin-up quasiparticles

and spin-downquasiparticles,and touseasim plerelation

E �

F "
� �B B = E �

F #
+ �B B ,whereE

�

F "(#)
istherenorm al-

ized Ferm ienergy forthe spin up (down)quasiparticles,

which isdependenton the up (down)Ferm iwavevecter

kF " = kF
p
1+ � (kF # = kF

p
1� �) with kF being the

Ferm iwavevecterin theunpolarized state.Through this

relation one can determ ine �,and then obtain the sus-

ceptibility.Thisnaivepictureissuitableforderiving the

zero-�eld susceptibility in the lim it � (or B ) ! 0,and

also for all�elds in the noninteracting electron m odel,

but for the interacting system and at �nite �elds,this

sim ple relation does not hold. A m ore com plete theo-

reticaltreatm ent is then needed in considering the �-

nite �eld situation when eventually atsom e density de-

pendentcritical�eld B c(n),the 2D system willundergo

a �rst ordertransition to a fully spin-polarized system .

(At�nite tem perature,this�rstordertransition willbe

rounded,butthe basicphysicsrem ainsthe sam e.)

W e study the m agnetization by calculating the to-

talenergy per particle ofthe 2D system as a function

ofdensity,spin-polarization,and m agnetic �eld within

the ring diagram approxim ation [12,13]which is exact

at high density. In an applied m agnetic �eld B , the

polarization �� which m inim izes the energy then cor-

responds to the m agnetization ofthe system . The to-

talenergy per particle ofthe system can be written as

E (rs;�;B )= EK (rs;�)+ EZ (B )+ E C (rs;�)whereEK is

thekineticenergy,E Z istheZeem an energyduetothe�-

nitem agnetic�eld,and E C istheinteraction (Coulom b)

energycalculatedwithin them any-bodyringdiagram ap-

proxim ation.Itisusefultom ention herethatthe2D spin

polarization properties(butnotthe nonlinearaspectsof

im portance in our work) have been theoretically stud-

ied with num ericalquantum m onteCarlotechniques[14]

which are in principle m ore sophisticated than ourana-

lytic m any-body approxim ation,but the essentialqual-

itative features (i.e. the nonlinearlity in the m agnetic

�eld) that are relevant for the present purpose are al-

ready presentin ourring-diagram calculation which be-

com esexactin the high-density lim it.W ehaveused the

notation ofthe interaction param eter rs,the so-called

W igner-Seitz radius, which is the dim ensionless inter-

particleseparation m easured in theunitsofthee�ective

BohrradiusaB :rs = (�n)�1=2 =aB .Itiseasy to obtain

E K =
1

2
(
k2
F "

2m

n"

n
+
k2
F #

2m

n#

n
)=

1+ �2

4�2r2
s

(m a2
B
)�1 ;

E Z = � �B B
n"

n
+ �B B

n#

n
= � �B B �; (1)

wherem istheelectron m ass,� =
p
1=2,�B istheelec-

tron m agnetic m om ent (i.e. the Bohr m agneton). The

Coulom b energycan bewritten asE C = E ex+ (E C � Eex)

whereE ex,the exchangeenergy,can be written as

E ex = �
2

3��rs
[(1+ �)3=2 + (1� �)3=2](m a2

B
)�1 : (2)

Therest,the correlation energy,isthen

E C � Eex =

Z
d2qd!

2n(2�)3
[ln("(q;i!))� "(q;i!)+ 1]

=
2(m a2

B
)�1

�4�r2
s

Z 1

0

xdxdz[ln"(x;iz)� "(x;iz)+ 1](3)

where"(q;i!)isthe dynam icdielectric function [3,13].
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FIG .1: (Color online.) Calculated energy E (in arbitrary

units) per particle as a function ofspin polarization � in an

applied m agnetic �eld B ranging from 0 to B c with steps

0:2B c for rs = 5 2D electron system . (Note that B c is a

function ofrs.) Inset:the corresponding rs = 1 results.

In Fig.1wepresenttheenergyperparticleE asafunc-

tion ofspin polarization � in di�erentapplied m agnetic

�eld B . Aswe can see from Fig.1,forsm allenough rs

(rs < r�
s
� 5:5,thevalueofwhich isobviousfrom Fig.2),

the system prefers zero spin polarization at B = 0. As

B increases,theenergy curveshiftsdown whilethem in-

im um energy correspondsto a non-zerospin polarization

��. W hen B increases to B c,there exist two �� values

which m inim ize the energy.Forexam ple,in rs = 5 case

asshown in Fig.1,when B = B c one energy m inim um

corresponds to �� = 0:15 and the other corresponds to
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�� = 1. For allB > B c cases, the energy m inim um

always corresponds to �� = 1. This m eans that as B

increasesfrom justbelow to justabove B c,�
� suddenly

jum psby �� � (�� � = 0:85 in rs = 5 case)from a value

lessthan 1 (0:15 in rs = 5 case)to 1,and thesystem un-

dergoesa �rstordertransition to a spin-polarized state.

Note from the insetofFig.1 thatwhen rs issm all,the

downwardtrend oftheenergycurveatlarge� valueisnot

strong,and itseem satB = B c,thereisonly oneenergy

m inim um .A closerinspection oftheenergy curveyields

the factthatthere actually existstwo m inim a,only too

closeto each otherto benoticed in the�gure.Therefore

the spin polarization transition in the presenceofthe �-

nite �eld B isstill�rstordereven fora sm allrs system ,

only with a sm all�� � value. The im portant point to

note here is thatthe �eld-induced transition to the full

spin-polarization atB = B c isalways�rst-order,accom -

panied by a �nite discontinuity in the spin polarization.
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FIG .2: (Color online.) Calculated fullpolarization critical

m agnetic �eld B c as a function ofrs in units ofthe corre-

sponding non-interacting value B c0.Inset:the discontinuous

jum p ofspin polarization �
�
atB c

The ground state energy perparticle asa function of

B and rs isan im portantresult,from which otherphys-

icalquantitiescan be derived. Forexam ple,the critical

polarization m agnetic�eld B c,which isa function ofrs,

can bedeterm ined through theaboveprocedureforeach

rs value. Using the polarization m agnetic �eld fornon-

interacting 2D electron gassystem B c0 = E F =�B asthe

unit,we plotthe B c forthe interacting 2D electron sys-

tem as a function ofrs in Fig.2. From this �gure we

seethatB c decreasesm onotonically asrs increases,and

that at rs = r�
s
(� 5:5),Bc decreases to zero,and the

system isspontaneously spin-polarized.Thisresultcon-

�rm sthoseofprevioustheoreticalcalculations[12,13]in

the ring diagram approxim ation. In the inset ofFig.2

we show the discrete jum p ofthe spin polarization at

B = B c asa function ofrs. W e em phasize thatthe ex-

act value ofr�
s
(� 5:5) here depends on the m odeland

the approxim ation schem e,and is m uch larger [13]for

realistic quasi-2D system s. Also at�nite T,the abrupt

discontinuity issm oothened som ewhat.
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FIG .3:(Coloronline.) Calculated spin polarization asafunc-

tion ofm agnetic �eld B forrs = 5.Inset:the corresponding

rs = 1 results.TherelevanceofO ,A,C,D in de�ningvarious

susceptibility are discussed in the text.

From theground stateenergy weareabletodeterm ine

the m agnetization curve ��(B ) (Fig.3),from which we

noticethatthem agnetization increasesasaconvex func-

tion ofB (theconvexityisseen clearlyin theincreasingof

thesusceptibility shown in Fig.4),and experiencesadis-

crete jum p atB = B c.ForB > B c,the system rem ains

fully polarized (�� = 1). As m entioned,the m agnetiza-

tion jum p in sm allrs system islesspronounced.
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FIG . 4: (Color online.) Calculated spin susceptibility �
�

(red solid curves)and sem i-linearspin susceptibility �
�
S
(blue

dashed curves) as a function ofm agnetic �eld B for rs = 1

2D electron system . (The tilted �eld m easurem ents essen-

tially obtain �
�
S
.) Inset:the corresponding rs = 5 results.

The nonlinearspin susceptibility �� = n(d��=dB )can

bederived from m agnetization �� shown in Fig.3.Since

them agnetization curvehasa jum p atB = B c,thespin

susceptibility �� is only m eaningfulfor m agnetic �eld

within the range of0 � B < Bc. In Fig.4 we present

calculated spin susceptibility (using the non-interacting

Paulisusceptibility � as the unit) as a function of B

for two di�erent rs values: rs = 1 and 5. It is worth
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m entioning that �� alwaysincreaseswith increasing B ,

i.e. the nonlinearity ofthe interacting 2D susceptibil-

ity is a m onotonically increasing function of B in the

0 < B < B c range.The quantitativebehaviorofnonlin-

ear ��(rs;B =B c) is also a strong function ofrs,as one

can see by com paring the m ain �gure and the inset in

Fig.4. The susceptibility rem ains�nite forallB up to

B c,afterwhich �
� isnotwell-de�ned.(In Fig.4 wealso

show the result for,what we call,the sem i-linear spin

susceptibility ��
S
,which isrelated to experim entalstud-

iesofthe susceptibility and isde�ned below.)

W e have also calculated the zero-�eld susceptibility

(n(d��=dB )jB ! 0), �nding precise agreem ent with our

earlier results [13]. W e em phasize, however, that the

experim entalm easurem ents[4,5,6,7,8,9]do nottypi-

cally m easurethenonlinearsusceptibility shown in Fig.4

orthezero-�eld susceptibility although m ostexperim en-

talinterpretationsautom atically (and asweshow in this

Letter,incorrectly)assum ethattheexperim entally m ea-

sured susceptibility isthe usualzero-�eld linearsuscep-

tibility.

O neexperim entalway to study thespin susceptibility

is to obtain the polarization �eld B c through m agneto-

resistance m easurem ents [4, 5, 6, 7, 9], and then ob-

tain the \spin susceptibility" from B c using the non-

interactingform ula.In factthisisnotreallythespin sus-

ceptibility �� = n(d�=dB )jB = 0,buta di�erentquantity

which we callthe linear spin susceptibility: ��
L
= n=B c.

In Fig. 3, the susceptibility �� is represented by the

derivativeofthecurveatpoint‘O ’,whilethelinearspin

susceptibility ��
L
isrepresented by theslopeofline‘O D’.

These two quantities ��(B = 0) and ��
L
(m easured ex-

perim entally from the slope ofthe line ‘O D’in Fig.3)

arecertainly very di�erentfrom each other,especially at

largerrs values. W e also note thatthe realcritical�eld

B c(D ) corresponding to the point ‘D’is m uch sm aller

than the extrapolated line ‘O C’would indicate! In par-

ticular,��
L
would alwaysbem uch largerthan ��(B ! 0),

and the experim entalconclusion based on the m easure-

m entofB c issim ply incorrect.Itshould benoted in this

contextthatthe sem i-linearsusceptibility ��
S
(shown in

Fig.4 and discussed below)isalwayssm allerin m agni-

tude than ��,and thereforein general,��
L
> ��

S
.

Anotherexperim entalm ethod (thetilted �eld m ethod)

to study the susceptibility isby m atching Landau levels

and Zeem an energy levels [8]. The experim entaldetail

boils down to m easuring,what we call,the sem i-linear

spin susceptibility ��
S
(B ) = n��(B )=B ,shown in Fig 4.

The easiestway to describe this quantity is by exam in-

ing Fig.3. The sem i-linear spin susceptibility ��
S
(B )at

point A is represented by the slope ofline ‘OA’,while

the susceptibility ��(B )isrepresented by the derivative

ofthe m agnetization curve atpoint‘A’.O fcoursethese

two quantities are di�erent, especially in a large m ag-

netic �eld, as shown in Fig. 4. However, the experi-

m ental m easurem ent of this sem i-linear spin suscepti-

bility ��
S
is stillreasonably m eaningfulin the following

ways. O ne is that for B = 0,��
S
and �� coincide with

each otherasshown in Fig.4,and thereforetheoretically

speaking,thism easurem ent[8]should beableto capture

thetruebehaviorofthezero-�eld susceptibility.Another

m eaningfulaspectofthisexperim entisthatthem easure-

m ent[8]showsthat,asB increases,��
S
also increases[8],

which suggests that the m agnetization curve is convex

even though ��
S
and �� are di�erent. This observation

agrees with our theoretical�ndings. W e therefore con-

clude thatthe tilted �eld m easurem entleading to ��
S
is

reasonable(butstillfarfrom perfect)form easuring the

2D susceptibility for B < B c,whereas the susceptibil-

ity ��
L
(extracted from the m easurem ent ofB c) is not

particularly m eaningful.

In conclusion,we have calculated the nonlinear m ag-

netization and spin susceptibility as a function ofm ag-

netic�eld and density for2D electron system swith long-

ranged Coulom b interaction in an applied m agnetic�eld.

W e�nd thatm ostm easurem entsof2D spin susceptibility

are incorrectbecause they do notincorporate the m ag-

netic �eld-induced nonlinearity. Because ofour neglect

ofsam ple details (e.g. �nite width e�ects),our general

theory isnotdirectly com parable to the existing exper-

im entaldata in any particularsystem ,butourwork es-

tablishesthatany experim entin a �nite m agnetic �eld,

cannotprovidea m eaningfulm easurem entofthe2D sus-

ceptibility,except at the lowest �elds and highest den-

sities (i.e. for B � B c) where our predicted nonlinear

e�ects are quantitatively sm all. In particular,we show

convincingly that an experim entalm easurem ent of B c

(e.g.theparallel�eld m agneto-transportdata)m ostcer-

tainly doesnotprovidea valueforthezero-�eld interact-

ing 2D susceptibility ashasbeen uncritically assum ed in

m ostearlierworkswhereasthetilted �eld m easurem ents,

particularly in thin 2D sam ples at low m agnetic �elds,

providean approxim atem easurem entofthe susceptibil-

ity.Finally,wenotethat�nitetem peraturee�ectswould

sm oothen thediscontinuity (atB c)in them agnetization

sincetherewillbesom e�nitetherm alpopulation ofboth

spin up/down bands, but the sam e physics willapply

qualitatively atlow tem peratures.

Thiswork issupported by O NR,NSF,and LPS.
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