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W e address at the mean eld lvel the em ergence of a Pom eranchuk instability in a unifomm
Fem i liquid with central particleparticle interactions. W e nd that Pom eranchuk instabilities
with all symm etrdes except 1 = 1 can take place if the Interaction is repulsive and has a nite
range ry of the order of the interparticle distance. W e dem onstrate this by solving themean eld
equations analytically for an explicit m odel interaction, aswellasnum erical results form ore realistic
potentials. W e nd in addition to the Pom eranchuk instability other, subtler phase transitions in
which the Fem i surface changes topology w ithout rotational sym m etry-boreaking. W e argue that
such Interaction-driven topologicaltransitionsm ay be asgeneric to such system sastheP om eranchuk

nstability.

I. NTRODUCTION

E xperin ental evidence of \hidden" phases of itin—
erant electron system st22 and the prospect of real
izing novel conditions in layered heterostructures and
ultra-cold gases have led to increased e orts to iden-—
tify unconventional phase transitions and predict their
m anifestations. To give three examples: the Fulde-
FerrellH.arkin-O vchinnikov state has been proposed in
organic superconductors?, superconductor-ferrom agnet
heterostructures® and in imbalanced m ixtures of ulk
tracold atom f/; a supersolid phase is a possibility
in Bose gases lbaded on optical lattices®; and a \d-
density wave" m ay be realized in ladder com poundstol
and possbly \hide" in the phase diagram of cuprate
superconductors?, where other hidden order param eters
have been proposed??48

In this context there has been a surge of interest in
the P om eranchuk Tnstability (P I)*2. Through it a Fem i
liquid m ay entera \nem atic" state characterized by a de—
form ed Fem i surface. Ik has been argued that such an
instability m ay take place in quantum H all system st344
and in the m etam agnets SrsRu,0+2 and URu,SHE2.
M oreover there is evidence that the Hubbard m odel has
a phase w ith a distorted Ferm isurfacet®27:4812:2021 ang
theEm ery m odelofa CuO ; plane hasbeen shown to have
a nem atic ground state in the strong coupling lin i22.

M ore generally the P I is an interesting candidate un-
conventional phase transition on account of its sub-—
tlety. Thus, considerable e ort is going into charac—
terizing it theoretically2324:252621282930 o the basis
of phenom enological m odels featuring anisotropic e ec—
tive interactions. This approach is proving very suc—
cessfiil in establishing som e generic features of the phase
diagram 232425 and describing collective excitations and
quantum critical uctuations?227282230 O the other
hand it sidelines the question of how the anisotropy
amerges in the rst place?® and what other’, perhaps
even subtler instabilities m ay generically arise in such
contexts. Tt is these questions that we address here.

In this paper we present a mean eld M F) theory
ofthe PI In a threedin ensional, uniform ferm ion liquid
with a central e ective Interaction potentialV (r). The
authors of Ref. 126 have pointed out that such Interac—
tion m ay lead to a P I. Here we show that the em ergence
of the anisotropic state from a G alilkan nvariant uid
requires repulsion w ith an intermm ediate range of the or-
der of the interparticle distance. This is con m ed by
explicit calculation for a m odel interaction potential for
which the theory can be solved analytically. However
we also nd that the Interm ediaterange repulsion lads,
quite generally, to a di erent instability n which there
is no symm etry breaking but the topology of the Ferm i
surface changes. W e discuss the nature of this subtler
quantum phase transition. A few Instances of the two
distinct types ofFerm isurface shape nstabilities that we

nd are pictured in F ig.[l. T hese tw o types of instability
com pete and we show that this conclusion is robust when
we considerm orem ore realistic nite range interactions.

II. MEAN FIELD THEORY

To m otivate a m icroscopic theory ofthe P Iwe start by
recalling the original, phenom enological theory due to
Pom eranchuk?. Like hin , we start w ith an unpolarized
Fem isphere and consider an in nitesin al change ofthe
occupation numbers, Ny; ! Ny; + Ny, ; arsig
from an angle-dependentm odulation ofthe Ferm ivector,
ke ! kp+ k (), ! kp+ Kk () inthesymm etric
or antisymm etric spin channel, respectively®?. W e then
use Landau’s expression for the corresponding change in
the ground state energy:E ! E + E;wih
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Figure 1: (color online) D i erent shapes and topologies of
the Fem 1 surface. From Zlft to right, in the st row: (@)
unpolarized, undeform ed Fem isphere; (o) Fem isurface w ith
an 1= 2 Pom eranchuk deform ation; (¢) 1= 3. In the second
row : (d) Fem i sphere surrounded by an additional sheet of
occupied states; (€) with a \holk" of vacated states at the
center; and (f) with a shell of vacated states.
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Here Ny = Ny, and Sf =3 . ' Ny

Requiring E < 0 leads to the P I conditions
1+ FJ 7= @1+ 1)< 0; @)

in temm s of the Landau param eters, de ned by>°
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where kr is the radius of the Fem i sphere, v is the
Fem ivelocity and P; (x) is the I Legendre polynom ial.
For 1= 0; Eq. [J) describes a quantum gas-liquid tran-—
sition (In the symm etric spin channel, s) or a Stoner in—
stability (in the antisymm etric channel, a). For 1> 0 it
describes a P om eranchuk nstability.

O ne crucial aspect of P om eranchuk’s theory is that it
describes the Instability in term softhe phenom enological
Landau param eters, F . Here we want to establish the
m echanism whereby the P T could take place in a system
w ith a given m icroscopic H am ittonian of the form

H = Jd&r & — -r &, @)
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where V (¥ 79 is a lcal, nonretarded, spin—
Independent and central interaction potential. W e ad-
dress this question using M F theory. OurM F Ham ilto—
nian is
X
H 0=
ki

"€, & )

2

where €. =2 RdDreﬂ“ré;; : This describes inde-
pendent electrons w ith an arbitrary dispersion relation
" (k) ;which wetreat asourvariationalparam eter. N ote
that this M F couples only to the occupation num ber in
k-space, Ny, = é}i; &; . Our theory thus preserves
translational and gauge sym m etry, but it can neverthe—
less break rotational sym m etry if the dispersion relation
becom es anisotropic. For exam ple, a nem atic Ferm 1 lig—
uld state m ay be entered through a P I. It is an exam plk
of an \elctronic liquid crystal state"33.

A though our m ain results refer to the ground state,
the derivation of the basic equations of the theory is
much sinpler at nite tem perature. W e thus approx—
In ate the free energy by F Jo's! Hi, + Fo, where

h:::j0=ZolTreH°::: with Zo = Tr e ®° and
Fo= I n7,. & takes the form
8
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whereV = Rd3RV (R J istheunifogn com ponent ofthe
interaction potentialand V K ) = JdRe ¥R v (R
is Fourder transform . The occupation numbers in k-
space are given by
h ig
Ng,s= 1+ e ) : )

Requiring that F be stationary yields
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and our M F theory is equivalent to trying variationally
the follow ing ground state:

Y
ji=

&, Pi: a1

Eq. [@) is ourM F approxim ation to the ground state
energy. Variation with respect to the occupation num -
bers yields an expression identicalto Eq. [), except that



the phenom enological functions " (k) Which here m ay
depend on the spin) and £52 (k;k°% are now derived from
our m icroscopic param eters via Eq. @) and

. 1
£ ik = —
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where = 1;0 in the s; a channels, respectively.

Let us pause brie y to note the follow ing subtlety.
Egs. [@0), from which all the subsequent results ©l-
JIow , could have been derived by m inin izing the energy of
the trial state given in Eq. [[l). H owever note this only
determ ines the Fem i surface, but i underdeterm ines
the dispersion relation " (k). The jisti cation of the
particular orm given in Eq. [@) thus relies on the as-
sum ption that the low -lying excitations correspond to re—
arrangem entsofthe electrons in m om entum space, whose
energy isgiven by Eq. [l) br, equivalently, that the equi-
IHbrim stateat nitetem peraturescan be adequately de—
scribed by themean eld Ham iltonian ofEq. [#).] This
is necessary to justify the language we use below , eg. In
de ning the Ferm ivelocity in tetm sof" (k). W e stress,
however, that the resuls them selves refer only to the
equilbriim shape of the Fermm i surface in the ! ground
state and are therefore m ore general, and independent of
the m eaning assigned to " ).

To study the P Iin ourm icroscopicm odelw e postulate
an unpolarized, spherical Fermm i surface

Ny, = &kr KkJ; 13)

com pletely described by the Ferm ivectorky > 0 Fig.[
@) ], and use the above equations to determ ine w hether
the system has a P I. In the state described by Eq. [3J),
the electron dispersion relation of Eq. [§) is given by
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T his yields the follow Ing expression for the Fem iveloc—

ty:

drrV (r) (14)

~ k2 21
—kp + —F
m ~ 0
2

= —ke ¥ —EV;
mee )

drr? vV ®) 31 ke r)2 15)

Vg =

w here In the second line we have expressed v In tem sof
one of the couping constants de ned by Eq. {I8), below .
N ote that the state descrdoed by Eq. [[J) requiresvy > 0.
TogetherEgs. [[J) and [[H) give the Landau param eters
nEq. ),
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In tem s of the m icroscopic param eters of the m odel.
This, n tum, allow s us to express the P I equations as
" #
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w here the strength ofthe interaction potential in a given
angularm om entum channell= 0;1;2;:::isgiven by
Z
2 2 . 2
Vi= @) drr'V (r) 1 ke )" : (18)
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For antisym m etric instabilities,
follow ing, explicit form :

= 0,Eq. [ takesthe
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Eq. [ is our m icroscopic expression of the P I con—

dition of Eq. ). @ is valid, within our MF ansatz

of Eq. [@), for any system whose Ham iltonian has the

form given by Eq. [). From it we can derive a serdes of

conclusions conceming a P om eranchuk instability in an
isotropic system w ith central interactions:

1. Purely attractive interactions can only lead to the
gasJiquid transition (L= 0; = 1)*!; conversely,
purely repulsive interactions can only lead to the
Stoner or P I.

2.There areno 1= 1 Pom eranchuk instabilities. This
isthe type of P 33138 y here rotationalsym m etry—
breaking isachieved by displacing the Fem isurface
so asto set up a charge (s) orsoin (@) current. This
is quite a general consequence of the well known
relation between the e ective m ass and the Lan-
dau param eter, F ¢, in a G alilan invariant system ,
which is captured by Egs. [[3) and [[@). On the
other hand for spin-dependent interactions (or in
lattice system s), not considered here, we m ay have
F{ 6 F{ and then the instabilities considered in
Refsd3313% could be realized.

3.ThePIPrl 2 is degenerate In the soin chan-—
nel. These instabilities break rotational symm etry
by changing the shape of the Fem i surface, w ith-
out generating any currents of charge or soin | See
Fig.0@,c). Our result in plies that, at the insta—
bility, i does not m atter w hether the lobes of the
soin-up and spin-down Fem i surface point in the
sam e direction®2 . Note this is quite di erent from
the situation at 1= 0 (see pont[l, above).

4.Fially, from Eq. [[8) we can also deduce that
V1 W cannotbe large and positive, as required by
Eq. [, ifthe repulsive part ofthe interaction isof
very short range r, k' :In e ect, r’3 (k 1)°
23 prr k' so forsuch shortranged inter-
actions Eq. [[8) gives V; Oro drr? & D %3
whence for smallry Eq. [[) can only be satis ed
for 1= 0. The extrem e case of this is the repulsive
contact potential V () = H1j @ @); for which
o= 0andVy= 4 J1j 1. For this potential, our
theory leads only to the Stoner instability.
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Figure 2: (color online) Phase diagram show ing zero—
tem perature instabilities of the types depicted in Fig.[l for
the repulsive delta-shell m odel. The Stoner instability oc—
curs above the solid line. The other instabilities describbed
in Fig.[dl occur above the long dash line (o), medium dash
line (c), short dash line (d), long dash-dot line (e) and short
dash-dot line (f). T he colors correspond w ith Fig[ll

III. DELTA-SHELL M ODEL

From point we conclude that repulsive interactions
w ith range at least of the order of the Ferm iw avelength,
r & kF1 ; are necessary forthe P I in an isotropic system
w ith isotropic interactions. W e investigate this further
by choosing a speci ¢ form of the central interaction po-—
tential, nam ely the \dela-shell" potential:

VE)=g® @i B): ©0)

T his isan idealization ofan interaction w ith a very sharp
peak at a particular interparticle distance, ¥j= rp:The
\coupling constant" g has din ensions ofenergy ~ length
and represents the product ofthe height and w idth ofthe
potential barrier.

For g < 0; this iInteraction potential can lead to super—
conductivity w ith unconventionalpairing®228 . L ikew ise,
we expect that or g > 0 i will lead to a PI. Indeed
Eq. [[8) gives

Vi= (4 ) g2 ke ;) @1)

50, depending on the value of kg ry; any value of 1m ay
becom e dom inant.

T he particularly sin ple form ofthe interaction poten-
tialin Eq. 20) allow s us to w rite the key expressions in
our theory of the P I analytically. In particular Eq. [[3)
giving the Fem ivelocity on the Fem i sphere reads

2 (kp 1p)°

Ve = —ke + g 3 ke o) 22)

Together with Eq. ) and V = g4 r? these equations
allow usto w rite the ollow ing, sin ple form ofthe Stoner

and P I equations:

2

——— 1= 0;1;2; :::
2m 17 gk

ke ) ke ) >
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If the interaction is very strong, gkg ~?=2m r3; this
gives a sequence of xed phase boundariesat j; kr rg) =

i &g 1p) : In the opposite lim it ofvery weak interaction
the unpolarized Fermm i sphere is, as expected, stabl.

The solid, long dash and m ediuim dash lines of Fig.[d
are the phase diagram obtained by solving Eq. [23) for
1 3. Note that there are e ectively only two, di-
m ensionless param eters in the theory2’=8: the \e ec—
tive range" kr ry and \coupling constant" g=ry,"g W here
"o = ~?=2m r7). The rstoftheseparam eters isthe range
of the Interaction m easured in units of 1=ky . The sec—
ond is the product of the w idth of the potential barrier
m easured In units of that range and its height m easured
n units of the corresponding \localization energy" "p.
A's expected, for small range, kr 1y 3; weonly nd
the Stoner Instability. For longer ranges or, equivalently,
higher densities, and su ciently large values of the di-
m ensionless coupling constant (which we note that de-
pends not only on g but also on m and 1rp), the PI can
take place.

Iv. TOPOLOGICAL TRANSITIONS

In addition to the anticipated P I, our analytic treat—
m ent of the delta-shell m odel also reveals a com peting
class of Femm i surface instabilities which, unlke the P I,
occurw thout sym m etry breaking. C onsider the electron
dispersion relation in the isotropic state, Eq. [[4). For
the delta-shell potential i takes the form

~2 2k2 12
"k = — xF ¥ r% £50 5 ke 1) (24)
Bo (ki) 9 &exo)l:

T his isplotted in F ig.[d or three di erent values ofkr 1y .
T he freeelectron dispersion relation ism odi ed by an os—
cillatory term due to electron-electron interactions. T he
period of the oscillations is 361 . Foranallg=ry"y the
e ect of these is the usual renom alization of the e ec—
tive massm = pr=v, which Dllows from Eq. B2J).
However at large g=ry"y the e ect of interaction on this
\bare" dispersion relation cannot be described sim ply as
a renom alization ofm . In fact it can lead to a dram atic
change of the state ofthe system asthe am plitude of the
oscillations becom es large enough that either

1. the dispersion relation dips below the Fem i level
som ew here outside the Fermm i sphere Fig.d @)],

2. it goes above the Fem i level at the center of the
Fem isphere Fig.d )] or

3. t peaksabove the Fem ilevelat som e interm ediate
k,0< k< kp Fig.d ©].
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Figure 3: Elctron digpersion relation for the
\delta-shell" model in the state with an unpo-
larized Fermmi sphere: @ krro = 4, g=ry"y =

0 (solid); 20 (long dash); 9766 (short dash); 150 (dotted);
) ko = 6, g=rp"o = 0;2;8:84;16 (same order); (c)
ke ¥o = 9,g=ro"o = 0; 20; 41:40; 60.

Th either case, Eq. [[0) no longer reduces to Eq. [3J).
Instead, either a thin shell of occupied states form s out—
side the Fem i sphere Fig.[0l d)], or states inside the
Ferm i sphere becom e vacated F ig.[l (,9]. The assoct
ated Instabilities are quite distinct from the Stoner and
PI, as the change Ny; ; although In nitesin al, takes
plce away from the Fem i surface. Instead, they are
continuous phase transitions In which no symm etry is
broken, but the topology of the Femm i surface changes.
In that sense they are m ore rem iniscent of the Lifshitz
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Figure 4: Evolution of the Fem ivector as a function of the
din ensionless coupling constant g=ry "y for xed particle den—
sity N= = 9r, 3. The plt show s both the \orighal" Fem i
vector kr and the \em erging" Femn i vector kg , nam ely the
radius of the sphere of em pty states depicted in Fig.[l (), as
the system enters from below the corresponding dom e in the
phase diagram (see Fig.D).

transition324% . There is, however, a crucial di erence,
nam ely that the present phase transitions are driven by
electron-electron interactions, which induce the ferm ions
to \m igrate" to other regions of reciprocal space, rather
than by the band structure. On the basis of this one
would expect the present instabilities to have a much
stronger thermm odynam ic signature. For exam ple, the
transitions illustrated in Fig.ld) and (f), w ith theirun-—
derlying dispersions of F ig.[d@) and (c) respectively, re—
sult in the appearance of entire new Ferm isurface sheets
wih nite kg . This will lead In m ean—- eld theory to a
discontinuous jum p in the density of states and hence in
C=T.

A general fram ework to understand such topologi-
cal quantum phase transiions has been put orward In
Ref.l41. In this form alism , the Fem i surface is a vor-
tex \loop" In a fourdin ensional space and the phase
transitions we have jist described correspond to the nu—
cleation of new loops. One can also view these Insta-
bilities as generalizations to din ension larger than one
of the phenom enon of \quantum Hall edge reconstruc—
tion". The latter can be described as the em ergence,
due to interactions, of new Fem i points in the one-
din ensional chiral Femm i liquid on the edge of a quan-—
tum Hall system-42:43:44143  Tndeed in the instabilities de—
scribed here alvays one of the new Fem i surfaces has
negative Femm i velocity — analogous to the creation of
left-m oving quasiparticles in a right-m oving chiralFerm i
liquid®3. Yang and Sachdev!® have recently described
the quantum critical uctuations for a phase transition
of typelll, above Figs.ll @) and @ @)].

It is im portant to note that the plots in Fig.d corre—
spond to evaluating Eq. [24) at a xed value ofky . For
a xed number of particles, N , such solutions are valid
only up to the instability, asbeyond it they would violate
Luttinger’s theoraem . To describe the m igration of elec—



35 T T T TT
30 ‘ B
25 I~ | —

20 | m

Vieg

15 T

kero

Figure 5: (color online) Phase diagram show ing zero—
tem perature instabilities of the unpolarized, spherical Fem i
surface for the \hard-core" m odel. T he coupling constant is
m easured In units of the Fem ienergy "r = ~2k§ =2m . Key
as in FigQ.

trons in reciprocal space m entioned above, which hap-
pens beyond the instability, i is necessary to detem ine
kr selfconsistently by requiring that the totalnum ber of
particlesbe xed. For exam ple, or an instability of the
typel, above Figs.d k) and[ (e)], thism eans that

4 3 .
PREE ke ¥ @5)
where k! is the \em erging" Fem ivector at the centerer
of the Fem 1 sphere, determ ned by "(k}? )= 0. This is
dem onstrated in Fig.[. Note that the way k) grows as
a function of coupling suggests thinking of this quantity
as a sort of topological \order param eter" .

It is evident from Fig.[dthat the new sheet ofelectron—
like or holelke Fem i surfaces are niially form ed by
localized states, with vv = 0: As we progress into the
new state, v becomes nie. Conversly, if we run the
process backw ard, the e ective m asses on the additional
Fem isurfacesdiverge (except forthe hole-lkeFem isur-
face in Fig.[ (), ©rwhich the Ferm ivector goes to zero
at the sam e tin e as the Fem ivelociy).

T he short dash, long dash-dot and short dash-dot lines
on Fig.[ show the boundaries of these \Fem i surface
topology transitions". Notably, exoept for a range of
densities near where the 1= 1 PIwould have been, the
unpolarized Ferm isphere isonly stable at am all coupling

V. HARD-CORE MODEL

Our resuls suggest that the essential ingredient of
the PI in the present context, nam ely the nie range
o }gl , also leads to the interaction-driven Lifshitz
transition. To probe the generality of this observation,
w e have repeated the calculation (thistin e by evaluating

the m ean- eld equations {I4) and [[A) num erically) for
a repulsive \hard core" potential

V)=V o I): (26)

W e have again found that, or ry & kF1 ; there are, In
addition to the Stoner nstability, PIwih 1= 2;4;6;:::
M oreoverwe also nd an interaction-driven Lifshitz tran—
sition which, for certain ranges of values of kg 1y, takes
place before the Stoner or P I set in. A phase diagram is
presented I Fig.[.

U nlike the delta-shell potential, for the hard core po—
tential the PI dom es are contained within the Stoner
ones, ie. the P I can only take place on a polarized Fem i
surface, or for spinless ferm ions. H ow ever note that there
are regions of the phase diagram w here the boundary of
the 1= 2 Instability nearly overlaps w ith that for 1= 0,
Indicating that the two transitions happen aln ost sin ul-
taneously.

The plot does not show all the instabilities: the 1>
2 PTI take place at higher values of kg ry than those
shown. The are also other dom es of topological insta—
bility, though for this potential all of them are of the
pen Figl ().

Our results for the hard-core potential not only sup—
port our identi cation of a sharp feature of V (r) at
b k ! asthe crucialingredient fora P I, but suggest as
well that, in such situations, the interaction-driven L if-
shitz transition is at least as lkely to occur as the Stoner
orPI.

W e conclude this section by noting that a sin ilaranal-
ysis using the screened C oulom b interaction

e e FFro
Vs — )
0 x]

does not revealeither P I or Instabilities of the Femm isur-
face topology | only the Stoner instability is realized,
and that only ifwe allow ry to deviate from its Thom as-
Fem ivalue.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In summ ary we have studied, at themean eld level,
P Iofauniform Fem iliquid w ith central ferm ion-ferm ion
Interactions. W e nd thatP Iofdi erent sym m etriesm ay
em erge from repulsive interactionsofsu ciently Iong, but

nie range § & kF1 (W ith the interesting exception of
the 1= 1P Iwhich nevertakesplace). W ehave con m ed
thisby solving the theory analytically for an explicit form
of the interaction potential featuring repulsion at a par-
ticular distance rp. Surprisingly we have found that, in
addition to the PI, there is also a new type of Fem i
surface Instability: the interaction-driven Lifshitz tran-
sition. This topological phase transition is even subtler
than the P I and seem s to be generically associated w ith
the class of m odels kading to the P I. Further support
for this picture is provided by analysis of an additional



m odel, ffaturing hard-core repulsion. O n the other hand
the screened C oulom b interaction does not lead to these
e ects suggesting that a sharp feature (either a soike of
repulsion or a sudden drop) m ust be present at the dis—
tance ry .

U nlike the Lifshitz transition, the new quantum phase
transition that w e have describbed is findam entally driven
by interactions. Thus one would expect i to have a
stronger them odynam ic signature. It will be of great
Interest, n the near future, to establish this signature
and the properties of the novel state ofm atter this phase
transition m ay lead to.
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