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Free nodalferm ionic excitationsare sim ple butinteresting exam plesofferm ionic quantum criti-

cality in which the dynam ic criticalexponentz = 1,and the quasiparticles are wellde�ned. They

arisein a num berofphysicalcontexts.W ederivethescaling form ofthediam agneticsusceptibility,

�,at �nite tem peratures and for �nite chem icalpotential. From m easurem ents in graphene,or in

Bi1� xSbx (x = 0:04),one m ay be able to infer the striking Landau diam agnetic susceptibility of

thesystem atthequantum criticalpoint.Although thequasiparticlesin them ean �eld description

oftheproposed d-density wave(D DW )condensatein high tem peraturesuperconductorsisanother

exam ple ofnodalquasiparticles,the crossoverfrom the high tem perature behaviorto the quantum

criticalbehavior takes place at a far lower tem perature due to the reduction ofthe velocity scale

from the ferm ivelocity vF in graphene to
p
vF vD D W ,where vD D W is the velocity in the direction

orthogonalto the nodaldirection atthe Ferm ipointofthe spectra ofthe D DW condensate.

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

In a class ofquantum criticalpoints (Q CP),Lorentz

invarianceappearsasan em ergentsym m etry,butin gen-

eralthe quasiparticle residue,as inferred from the one-

particleG reen’sfunction m ayvanish.In rarecases,when

thequasiparticleresidueis�nite,dependingon thestatis-

ticsofthe excitations,the Lorentz invariantQ CP isde-

scribed by eithera relativisticm asslessbosonicfree�eld

theory (m assless K lein G ordon action) or a relativistic

m assless ferm ionic free �eld theory (m assless Dirac ac-

tion). O nly in (1+ 1)-dim ension are both descriptions

identicaldue to transm utation ofstatistics.Though the

theory hasa relativisticform ,the speed ofexcitationsis

usually abouttwo ordersofm agnitude sm allerthan the

physicalspeed oflight.Dueto 
uctuationson alllength

scalesin a criticalsystem ,m any physicalquantitiesex-

hibitpowerlawsand obey scaling in the vicinity ofthe

Q CP.Even in the sim plest ofsuch system s, there are

surprisesburied in theirdiam agneticresponsebecausea

m agnetic �eld is never a sm allperturbation: any per-

turbation that changes the spectra from continuous to

discrete can notbe considered sm all. Here,we hope to

elaborate on this topic and present estim ates that m ay

be tested in experim ents.

For a class oftight binding m odels in the half�lled

lim it,forexam plegraphiteorgraphene,the energy van-

ishes at distinct points ofthe Brillouin zone known as

the nodalpoints,1,2 and in the long wavelength and low

frequency lim itthedynam icsarewelldescribed by Dirac

ferm ionsobtained bylinearizingthespectrum around the

nodes. The nodalspectra can also arise from a conden-

sate. An exam ple is nodalferm ionic quasiparticles of

a particle-hole condensate in l= 2 angular m om entum

channel,asin asingletd-density wave(DDW ),staggered


ux phase,oran orbitalantiferrom agnet.3,4,5

Theelectrom agneticchargeisa conserved quantity for

a tight binding m odelofan electron. This is also true

ifthe order param eter is a particle-hole condensate,as

in a DDW .In these cases,the electrom agnetic �eld can

be incorporated via the m inim al gauge coupling. W e

shallrestictourselvesto such system s and notconsider

nodalBogoliubov quasiparticles of a d-wave supercon-

ductor.Thecontrastingresponseofd-wavesuperconduc-

tor (DSC) and DDW is evident.6 The quasiparticles in

a superconductordo notm inim ally couple to the vector

potential ~A,butto the supercurrent� (~r ’ � 2e~A=~c),

where ’ is the phase ofthe superconducting order pa-

ram eter,e isthe electronic charge,and c isthe velocity

oflight.

Thee�ectofthechem icalpotential,�,isextrem elyim -

portant,asitcan introduceelectron orholepocketsand

renderthelinearized freeDiractheory invalid.However,

forsm all� onecan stillusethelinearized continuum the-

ory;� = 0 describesthe vaccum oftherelativisticm ass-

lesstheory and hence iscritical. But,fora �nite �,one

isdealing with a �nite density ofexcitations.Thus,one

is perturbed away from the criticality,and this should

providea cuto�.

Forthe diam agnetic response at� = 0 and zero tem -

perature(T = 0),one can use a sim ple quantum critical

scaling analysis to �nd the power laws satis�ed by the

m agnetization and the susceptibility.7 In thisparagraph

we shallsete = ~ = c = 1. From gauge invariance,the

vectorpotential~A hasthesam escaling dim ension asthe

m om entum which isL� 1,whereL isa length.Therefore

the m agnetic �eld H has the scaling dim ension L� 2 or

thereisa length scaleL � H� 1=2.O necan im m ediately

seethatthislength,which actsasacuto� atthequantum

criticalpointofthe free Dirac ferm ions,is proportional

to the Landau length. Since the hyperscaling should be

valid ford = 2 and the dynam ic criticalexponentz = 1,

thesingularpartoftheground stateenergy density,
0,

m ultiplied by the correlation volum e,L(d+ z),should be

a universalnum ber,8 thatis,
0 � H3=2.Therefore,the

m agnetization behaves as M � � H
1

2 and the diam ag-

neticsusceptibility behavesas� � � H�
1

2 .In theH ! 0

lim it,� diverges,which willbe cut o� by a num ber of

physicale�ectsnotcontained in thisargum ent,and the

stability ofthe statem ay notbe in question.

The diam agnetic sign cannot be obtained from the

scaling argum ent. The energy levelsin a m agnetic �eld
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are bunched (discrete spectra) although the m ean den-

sity ofstatesisunchanged.Thenum berofquasiparticles

that can be accom m odated below any given energy de-

pends on whether or not this energy coincides with an

eigenvalue ofthe Landau spectrum or falls in between

two eigenvalues.Forthenonrelativisticcaseitiseasy to

seethaton averagetheenergy isincreased,becausenear

E = 0 we alwaysstartwith an em pty interval. Forthe

relativisticcontinuum theory ofnodalferm ionswherewe

havetoim posean ultravioletcuto�,thisissubtleand re-

quiresa properregularization. Using the work ofm any

authorsinvolving�-function regularization,9 wecan show

thatthe answersare indeed cuto� independentand the

energy isincreased.Thiswasalsochecked by considering

a lattice version and Peierlssubstitution to incorporate

the m agnetic�eld.10

W e cannot apply the sam e scaling argum ent to free

Dirac ferm ionsin (3+ 1)-dim ensionsbecause hyperscal-

ing is violated. This case is best described by a m ean

�eld theory with logarithm ic corrections. It is known

from explicit calculations that the singular part ofthe

ground state energy density 
0 � H2 logH .11 A naive

application ofthe above scaling argum ent gives only a

regularcontribution,
0 � H2,which is notsurprising.

Thus,wefeelcon�dentthatthequantum criticalscaling

analysesareindeed m eaningful.

Considerd = 2;som easpectsofthe�nitetem perature

and �nite chem icalpotentialresults can be understood

from the notion ofquantum criticality. From �nite size

scaling,the correlation length,�(T),is proportionalto

the therm alwavelength,

�T =
~vF

kB T
; (1)

thatis,

�(T)= AQ
~vF

kB T
; (2)

whereA Q isa universalnum beroftheorderofunity and

vF isthe Ferm ivelocity. Tuned to � = 0,the quantum

criticality willpersistuntil�(T) is the orderofthe lat-

ticespacinga.SincevF islarge,onewould naivelyexpect

the singular diam agnetic susceptibility � / � H� 1=2 to

persistovera widetem peraturerange.In fact,� isgov-

erned by a balance between two length scales:the Lan-

dau length,lB = (~c=2eB )1=2,and �(T). If�(T)> lB ,

then � followsthepowerlaw indicatingthequantum crit-

icalbehavior,and in the opposite lim itwe obtain linear

response,� � � 1=T. At T = 0,non-zero � tunes the

system away from criticality. For sm all� one can still

usethelinearized spectrum ,and thisintroducesanother

length scale,which isessentially theinterparticlespacing

� � ~vF =�.For� > lB ,� followsa powerlaw and in the

oppositelim it� � � 1=�.

Q uantum criticality ofrelativistic Ferm ions is exper-

im entally relevantforgraphene forwhich a linearspec-

trum hasbeen established experim entally.12 Thesequasi-

particlesarecharged ferm ionsand show anom alousinte-

ger quantum Halle�ect,as wellas Shubnikov-de Haas

oscillations.13,14,15 It is then naturalto expect that,as

T ! 0, graphene should have the signature of a dia-

m agnetic \instability" consistentwith quantum critical-

ity described above.Sim ilarly,thediam agneticsuscepti-

bility ofBi1� xSbx (x = 0:04)forwhich thelineardisper-

sion oftheferm ionicexcitationsisknown to bepresent16

rem ains unexplored. This should be approxim ately de-

scribable in term sofa (2+ 1)-dim ensionalDirac theory

with weak interlayercoupling.17 Asm entioned above,it

hasbeen suggested thatthepseudogap phaseofthehigh

Tc superconductors can be described by DDW ,whose

quasiparticleexcitationsfor� = 0 areDiracferm ions,as

wasrecognized a long ago.4 O urwork isan extension of

theseearlyanalysesofdiam agnetism ofnodalferm ionsto

�nite tem peratures and �nite chem icalpotential,which

leadsto interesting results.

In a setofm agnetization m easurem ents,O ng and his

collaborators18 haveuncovered unusualdiam agnetism in

the pseudogap state ofthe high tem perature supercon-

ductor Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ x (BSCCO ).In the pseudogap

regim e, above the superconducting transition tem per-

ature, the diam agnetic susceptibility diverges as � �

� H(1� �)=�; H ! 0,where the e�ective exponent �(T)

is greater than unity over a very broad range oftem -

perature. Such a divergentsusceptibility above a phase

transition calls for new ideas, because the response in

generalshould be linear.O nly ata criticalpoint,where

there are 
uctuations on allscales,is it possible to ob-

tain such a nonlinearity. In particular,itisknown that

fortwo-dim ensionalK osterlitz-Thoulesstheory � = 15at

criticality,19 T = TK T ,butthe responseislinearforany

tem peratureT > TK T .Totheextentthatthecriticalre-

gion issu�ciently wide,itisofcoursepossibleto obtain

alargevalueofsusceptibility,butnotadivergentsuscep-

tibility,asseen in m easurem entswhere�eldsassm allas

5 G ausswereused.Taken atitsface value,experim ents

indicate a criticalphase extending overa wide region of

the pseudogap state.

Long ago itwassuggested thata weakly coupled stack

ofX Y -system s could exhibit a 
oating phase in which

thethree-dim ensionalbehavioratlow tem peraturescon-

vertsto a 
oating power-law phase(a stack ofdecoupled

layers) at interm ediate tem peratures and �nally to the

disordered phase at high tem peratures.20 It is now rig-

orously known21 thatifthe coupling between the layers

is Josephson-like (a likely scenario),a 
oating phase is

ruled outeven forarbitrarily long-rangecouplings.Very

special,�nely tuned,interlayercouplingsarenecessaryto

producea 
oating phase,which appearsto be unlikely.

Although we �nd thata sizable diam agnetism setsin

with the DDW gap overand above the conduction elec-

tron diam agnetism ,ourresultscannotexplain thedataof

O ngand hiscoworkers:(a)thereisno�nitetem perature

criticalphase;(b)therelevantscalesarevastly di�erent.

As m entioned above,K osterlitz-Thoulesstheory cannot

accountfora criticalphaseaboveTc,though theorderof

m agnitudeisreasonablyclose.22 W ehopethatourcalcu-

lated crossoverbehaviorofthediam agneticresponsewill
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be observable,atleastin grapheneorin Bi1� xSbx.

The paper is organized as follow: in Sec. II we will

describethee�ectivem odelfornodalferm ionsin two di-

m ensions and outline the form alism for com puting the

grand therm odynam ic potential. In Sec. IIIwe willde-

scribe ourresultsfortwo dim ensions(2D ). W e �rstde-

scribe the results for the case � = 0 and then proceed

to the discussion of� 6= 0.In Sec.IV we considerweak

interlayercoupling in the contextofa threedim ensional

(3D )system .In Sec.V weconsidernum ericalestim ates

ofthee�ectsthatareexperim entally relevantand in Sec.

VIwe conclude. There are two appendicesthatcontain

certain m athem aticaldetails.

II. N O D A L FER M IO N S:T W O -D IM EN SIO N A L

SY ST EM S

A . G raphene

W hen linearized about the two inequivalent vertices

ofthe Brillouin zone,the tightbinding Ham iltonian,H ,

de�ned on a honeycom b lattice ofa sheet ofgraphene

involving only nearestneighborhopping,with m atrix el-

em entt,becom esin thecontinuum lim it(latticespacing

a ! 0 such thatatis�nite)

H = ~vF

Z
d2k

(2�)2
 
sy

1 [kx�2 � ky�1] s1

+ ~vF

Z
d2k

(2�)2
 
sy

2 [kx�2 + ky�1] s2; (3)

where 1 and  2 aretwo speciesoftwo-com ponentDirac

ferm ions corresponding to two inequivalent nodes,and

vF =
p
3at=2~ isthe Ferm ivelocity;the spin index s is

sum m ed over.The sum overtwo inequivalentnodescan

be written in a com pactand Lorentzinvariantform as

H = � i~vF

2X

j= 1

Z

d
2
x � 
j@j ; (4)

where � =  y
0 and  =

�
 1

 2

�

isnow a fourcom ponent

spinor,ignoring theirrelevantspin indices.W eareusing

a reduciblerepresentation of
-m atricesform ed from the

standard Pauli-m atrices�’s:



0 =

�
�3 0

0 � �3

�

;

1 =

�
i�1 0

0 � i�1

�

;

2 =

�
i�2 0

0 � i�2

�

:

(5)

TheLandau levelproblem in thetightbinding form u-

lation is a Hofstadter problem .23 But,for weak enough

m agnetic �eldswe can analyze the continuum m odelby

incorporatingthem agnetic�eld bym inim alcouplingpre-

scription.So,the ham iltonian ofinteresttakesthe form

H = � i~vF

2X

j= 1

Z

d
2
x� 
jD j (6)

whereD j = @j� ie
c
A j isthecovariantderivative.Landau

levelscan beeasily found by squaringtheham iltonian to

be

E n = �
~vF

lB

p
n � �

p
�B n (7)

where lB = (~c=2eB )1=2 is the m agnetic length. W e

haveintroduced � = 2~ev2F =cfornotationalclarity.The

sam e form alism can be applied to the nodalspectra of

Bi1� xSbx (x = 0:04).

B . d-density w ave

The nodalspectra ofthe DDW is also a wellstudied

problem .4,5 Thelow-energyquasiparticleHam iltonian for

the DDW state is

H
D D W =

Z
d2k

(2�)2
[(�(k)� �)csy(k)cs(k)+

iW (k)csy(k)cs(k+ Q )]; (8)

where�(k)isthesingle-particleenergy,com m onlychosen

to be

�(k)= � 2t(coskxa+ coskya)+ 4t0coskxacoskya; (9)

and Q = (�=a;�=a).The nearestneighborhopping m a-

trix elem ent is t and the next nearest neighbor m atrix

elem ent is t0. The spin-singlet DDW order param eter

takesthe form :



c
sy(k + Q ;t)cs0(k;t)

�
= iW (k)�ss0; (10)

wherethe gap function isgiven by

W (k)=
W 0(T)

2
(coskxa� coskya): (11)

Asthe orderparam eterbreakstraslationalinvariance

by a lattice spacing a, it is convenient to halve the

Brillouin zone and form a two-com ponentDirac spinor.

Then, in the reduced Brillouin zone, the m ean �eld

Ham iltonian is

H =

Z
d2k

(2�)2
�
sy(k)

�
1

2
(�(k)+ �(k+ Q ))� �

1

2
(�(k)� �(k + Q ))�3 + W (k)�1

�

�s(k);(12)

where
�
�1s
�2s

�

=

�
cs(k)

ics(k + Q )

�

(13)

The spin index s can again be dropped,asthiswillnot

enterin ourcalculation exceptforan overallm ultiplica-

tivefactor.

Thequasiparticleenergiesare

E � (k) =
1

2
(�(k)+ �(k + Q ))
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�
1

2

p
(�(k)� �(k+ Q ))2 + 4W 2(k):(14)

At half-�lling,� = 0,there are 4 gapless nodalpoints

at (� �

2a
;� �

2a
), the Dirac points. A non-zero value of

� willopen up ferm ipockets. The low-energy physics

willbedom inated by thesegaplessferm ionicexcitations.

W e choose a single pair of nodal points, (�

2a
; �

2a
) and

(� �

2a
;� �

2a
)and include the otherpairofnodesinto our

�nalresult. W e take the x-axis to be perpendicular to

thefree-electron Ferm isurfaceand the y-axisparallelto

itatone antipodalpairofnodes;sim ilarly,the x-axisis

parallelto thefree-electron Ferm isurfaceand the y-axis

isperpendicularto itatthe otherpair. Linearizing the

spectrum aboutthe nodes,the dispersion relation is

E (k)= � ~

q

v2
F
k2x + v2

D D W
k2y (15)

wherevF = 2
p
2ta=~ and vD D W = W 0(T = 0)a=

p
2~.It

isim portantto notethattheparam etert0doesnotenter

at linear order. It is now obvious that the form alism

isidenticalto thatdescribed in the previoussubsection

providedwereplacevF by(vF vD D W )1=2 and rescalekx !

kx
p
vD D W =vF and ky ! ky

p
vF =vD D W to account for

the DDW gap anisotropy.

C . G rand canonicalpotential

Consider the grand canonicaltherm odynam ic poten-

tialperunitarea ofa two-dim ensional(2D)system :


(T;�)= � kB T

Z 1

� 1

d"D (")log

�

2cosh
"� �

2kB T

�

� (16)

Here,D (")isthe density ofstates(DO S),which in the

presence ofan applied perpendicular m agnetic �eld B,

takesthe following form :

D (")= C B

"

�(")+

1X

n= 1

f�("� En)+ �("+ En)g

#

(17)

where C = N fe=hc is an universalconstant,such that,

C B representsthe Landau level(LL)degeneracy factor,

i.e. the m agnetic 
ux per unit area due to the applied

�eld m easured in the unit of
ux quantum . Nf is the

num ber ofelectron 
avors{ Nf = 4 for both graphene

and DDW .Notethatin Eq.(17)wehaveassum ed apure

system . The presence ofdisorderbroadensthe sharp �-

functionsin D ("),however,werestrictourdiscussionsto

a clean system in thispaperforsim plicity.

Substituting D (")in Eq.(16),wecan write
(�;T)=


0(�)+ 
T (�),where
0(�)isthetem peratureindepen-

dentpart(hence contributeseven atT = 0)given by


0(�)

C B
=

1X

n= nc+ 1

(� � En)

= � �(nc +
1

2
)�

p
�B

1=2
�(�

1

2
;1+ nc)� (18)

Here we assum ed � > 0 (electron doping),and thusthe

positive LL’s are �lled only up to nc = Int[�2=�B ]at

T = 0 while allthe negativeLL’sare�lled (Int[� ]stands

forthe ‘integerpart’). Here �(s;q)=
P 1

k= 0
(k + q)� s is

thestandard Hurwitz�-function.Itisstraightforward to

� < 0.The T-dependentcontribution is


T (�)

C B kB T
= �

�

log(1+ e
�

�

k
B
T )+

1X

n= 1

log(1+ e
�

E n + �

k
B
T )

+

ncX

n= 1

log(1+ e
�

� � E n

k
B
T )+

1X

n= nc+ 1

log(1+ e
�

E n � �

k
B

T )

�

:

(19)

Notethatat�nite T the therm alenergy can exciteelec-

tronsacross� toarbitrarilyhigh (positive)LLs,and thus

then-sum m ustincludethewholeofDiraccone,asshown

explicitly in Eq.(19).

III. R ESU LT S:T W O D IM EN SIO N S

A . U ndoped system ,� = 0

Conside the half-�lled system : � = 0,hence nc = 0.4

Atany tem perature,the length scaleofthe critical
uc-

tuations is the correlation length �(T). Thus,in order

to observethe T = 0 criticalbehaviorthe largestlength

scale for the system m ust be this length. In the pres-

ence ofa m agnetic �eld B ,the response ofthe system

willshow criticalbehavior only when �(T) > lB . At

T = 0,this condition is trivially satis�ed,because the

length scaleofthecritical
uctuationsisin�nite,and we

obtain


0 = � C
p
�B

3=2

1X

n= 1

p
n (20)

= � C �B
3=2

�(�
1

2
) (21)

=
C
p
�B 3=2�(3=2)

4�
(22)

=
4

3
N 0N fg2D �

2
B

p
B 0B

3=2
: (23)

Here �(s)=
P 1

k= 1
k� s isthe Riem ann �-function,N0 =

3�(3=2)=8� � 0:312,�B = e~=2m c,the Bohrm agneton,

with m the free electron m ass.ThescaleB 0 = m v2F =�B
isa m aterialdependentconstantand hasthe dim ension

ofa m agnetic �eld. The transition from the second ex-

pression tothethird isan exam pleofstandard �-function

regularization ofa divergentsum overn. The prooffol-

lowsfrom the rem arkableresultdue to Riem ann,24 that

21� s�(s)�(s)cos

�
1

2
s�

�

= �
s
�(1� s) (24)

The logic is that the \divergent" sum is physically cut

o� at som e value ofn and is not truly divergent,but
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a gaugeinvariantregularization isnecessary.Thisisac-

com plished bytheanalyticcontinuation given bytheRie-

m ann re
ection in principle. O ther regularizations are

given in Refs.4 and 10.

For reasons of physical transparency we shall often

express our form ulas in term s of an equivalent non-

relativistic free electron gas,while keeping in m ind that

the realparam etersthatenterourcalculations,such as

vF ,N f,etc. bear no realrelation to this free electron

system with a circularFerm isurface and two 
avorsof

spin.Thus,we havewritten

g2D = m =�~
2
; (25)

which isthestandard,energy independentDO S ofatwo-

dim ensional(2D ) non-relativistic Ferm igas. Sim ilarly,

wecan express

�2D = g2D m v
2
F =2 (26)

where�2D isthe2D arialdensity.Herewehaveused the

transcription vF = ~kF =m ,whereikF istheFerm iwave

vectorofthe equivalentnon-relativisticFerm igas.

The corresponding T 6= 0 contribution takes the fol-

lowing form :


T = �
kB T

l2
B

"

log2+

1X

n= 1

log

�

1+ e
� �T

p
n=lB

�
#

� (27)

Itbecom esclearfrom Eq.(27)that
T isa function of

theratioofthetwofundam entallength scales�T =lB ,and

thusitm usthavea scaling form .

W e calculate the m agnetization M and the suscepti-

bility � from

M = � @
=@B ; (28)

� = @M =@H ; (29)

where H isthe m agnetic �eld strength.These also have

scaling form s.Ifweintroduce

b= �T =lB ; (30)

weobtain:

� = �0 + �T (31)

�0 = �
3C

p
�

4
p
B

�(3=2)

4�
= � N0N F g2D �

2
B

�
B 0

B

� 1=2

(32)

�T = �0
4�

�(3=2)
fS +

b

3
(@S=@b)g= �0f(b); (33)

whereS isgiven by

S = 2

1X

n= 1

p
n

1+ eb
p
n
� (34)

Thefunction f(b)de�ned in Eq.(33)isa universalfunc-

tion ofitsdim ensionlessargum ent,which can bewritten

asa seriesexpansion in b(See Appendix A):

f(b) = � 1+
4�

�(3=2)

�
b

18
�
8

3

1X

q= 1

b4q+ 1

(4q+ 1)!

� (q+ 1)�(� 4q� 1)�(� 2q� 1)

�

(35)

where, �(s) = [1 � 21� s]�(s) is standard Dirichlet �-

function.

In the lim it �T � lB , or equivalently b � 1, it is

thequantum criticality thatdictatestheresponseofthe

system ,and Eq.(35)isnotparticularly useful. Instead,

we can obtain the analytic expression for f(b) in this

regim eby replacingS = 2
P

n

p
nexp(� b

p
n)in Eq.(34)

to get(See Appendix B fordetails)

f(b)= F3=2(b)� b
2
F5=2(b)+

b4

12
F7=2(b); (36)

where we have de�ned a (convergent)b-dependentinte-

gralFp(b)as,

Fp(b)=
4
p
�

�(3=2)

Z 1

0

dx
e� b

2
=4xx� p

ex � 1
� (37)

In fact,itispossibletoobtain an explicitb-dependenceof

� by estim ating the saddle-pointapproxim ation ofFp’s,

which resultsin

�(�T � lB )� �0

�

1+
1

b

�
N 3=2

(eb
2=6 � 1)

�
N 5=2

(eb
2=10 � 1)

+
N 7=2

12(eb
2=14 � 1)

��

(38)

where,N p isa pure constantgiven by

N p =
�

�(3=2)

r
1

2p3

n

1+ erf(
p
p=2)

o

e
� p[1� log(4p)] (39)

Them essagefrom Eq.(38)istransparent:forb� 1 the

�rstterm ,�0,dom inates,causing theB
� 1=2 behaviorin

the susceptibility,while the restofthe term sin �T van-

ish exponentially.Asbisdecreased,�T grows,m odifying

thenon-linearityof� in B .Thisbehaviorcontinuesuntil

b� 1,thatis,until�(T)� �T � lB . Finally,forb� 1

the critical
uctuationsfailto describe the m agnetic re-

sponse,and thesusceptibilityfollowslinearresponse.For

b� 1,can we keep only the �rsttwo term sin Eq.(35);

the next term is � b5 and hence negligibly sm all. The

�rstterm exactly cancels�0 and wehave,

� = �
C �

24kB T
= � Nf

�2D �
2
B

3kB T
; (40)

Itisthe expected diam agnetic,B -independentbehavior

in the high tem perature lim it if we absorb N f in the

de�nition ofthe arealdensity.25

W e plotlogf(b)asa function oflogbin Fig.1,using

three following m ethods: (a) by num erically evaluating
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FIG .1: log[� f(b)]as a function of logb. The num erical

evaluation ofEq (34)isgiven by solid line,and theanalytical

expression forthe large and sm allblim itare given by em pty

and solid circles respectively. The inset shows the blown-

up crossover region (in linear scale). The two asym ptotic

lim itsreproduce f(b)surprisingly welloveralm ostthe entire

param eterregim e.

Eq.(34)with a desired (high)accuracy fora widerange

ofb; (b) from the large b asym ptotic expression as in

Eq.(38),and (c)evaluating Eq.(35)in the lim itb� 1,

which am ounts to keeping only term s up to linear or-

der in b. W e �nd that the two asym ptotic expressions

encom pass alm ost the entire param eter space surpris-

ingly well. The sm oothness off(b) im plies that while

� � B� 1=2 forb� 1,itsbehaviorsm oothly crossesover

to B -independentdiam agneticbehaviorforb� 1.Note,

however,that f(b) itselfis �nite at allb,and thus the

Landau diam agnetism prevails.

B . E�ect of�nite �

W hen the doping issm all,� issm allaswelland cor-

respondsto an e�ective quasiparticle description. First,

considerT = 0;aslong as� issm allenough forthe lin-

earization ofthespectrum to bevalid,theFerm isurface

changes from a point in m om entum space for � = 0 to

a circle,and generatesa length scale of� = ~vF =�,the

interelectronicspacing.In the lim it� > lB wegetfrom

Eq.(18)

�0(�)� �
1

(B + �2=�)1=2
(41)

in the leading order. Itisnow obviousthatfor� � lB
we get � � B� 1=2. This divergence of� is cut o� for

lB � �,4,10,26,27 and weget

�0(�;B = 0)= �
C �

12�
: (42)

Thisisofcourseexpected becausethechem icalpotential

tunesthesystem away from thequantum criticality.For

�niteB ,in the(non-critical)regim eof� < lB weexpect

de-HaasVan Alphen (dHVA)oscillation in the m agneti-

zation10,26,27 due to the cuto� introduced by �.

ForT 6= 0,theadditionalT-dependentpartin Eq.(19)

becom esim portant;see Eq.(A5).Becausewe now have

threedi�erentlength scales:�T ,lB and �,theexpression

for
 (and �)willdepend on theirrelative m agnitudes.

Them ostim portantregim efrom theperspectiveofcrit-

icality,lB � � � �T , is particularly sim ple. In this

case we can use sim ilar approxim ations as in Eq.(38),

yielding:

�(lB � � � �T )= �0

�

1+
1

b

�

cosh(�T =�)

�

�

F3=2(b)� b
2
F5=2(b)+

b4

12
F7=2(b)

� ��

: (43)

Thus,the susceptibility has a scaling form in term s of

two independentdim ensionlessvariables:�T =� and b=

�T =lB . The expression for� in Eq.(43)isvalid even if

lB � �T < �,but the latter condition invalidates the

applicability ofthe linearized theory due to large�.

In theoppositelim itoflinearresponse,sim pleexpres-

sionsforthe susceptibility can be derived,and weget

�(�T � lB ;�)= � Nf
�2D �

2
B

3kB T
sech

2

�
�T

2�

�

(44)

which reducucesto Eq.(40)when � = 0,asexpected.

IV . T H R EE D IM EN SIO N S:EFFEC T O F W EA K

IN T ER LA Y ER C O U P LIN G

M aterialswherethis2D nodalferm ion theory isappli-

cablearelayered (quasi-2D )system s,an exception being

graphene,which isindeed atom ically thin.Ifwe include

weak interlayercoupling in a tightbinding ham iltonian,

theenergyspectrum acquiresan additionalquadraticdis-

persion given by

E (~k)= t? k
2
z‘

2 � ~vF

q

k2x + k2y (45)

where t? is the interlayer hopping m atrix elem ent and

‘ isthe interlayerspacing. Introduction ofthisnew en-

ergy scale willcut the divergence o� �(T ! 0) when

them agneticenergy scalebecom essm allerthan t? .The

corresponding Landau energy spectrum is

E n(kz)= t? k
2
z‘

2 �
p
�B n (46)
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ForT = 0,� = 0 lim it,weget

2�
3D0

C B
=

Z �=‘

� �=‘

dkz

1X

n= ~nc+ 1

h

t? k
2
z‘

2 �
p
�B n

i

(47)

where~nc = Int

h

(t? k
2
z‘

2=
p
�B )2

i

.Perform ingthen sum

weget


3D
0 =

C B

2�

Z �=‘

� �=‘

dkz

�

t? k
2
z‘

2
�(0;~nc + 1)

�
p
�B �(� 1=2;~nc + 1)

� (48)

If(t? k
2
z‘

2=
p
�B )2 < 1 for any value ofkz within the

cuto�,~nc = 0,and thekz integralscan bedonetrivially.

Thus,


3D
0 = �

C B �2t?

6‘
�
C
p
�B 3=2�(� 1=2)

‘
(49)

Thesusceptibility now isjustthepreviouszero tem pera-

ture result divided by ‘. This im plies ~vF =lB t? < �2,

which leads to a lower cuto� in the m agnetic �eld,

given by B c = �4t2? c=(2e~v
2
F ). For a given t? , and

B > B c, � � B� 1=2. W hen t? is vanishingly sm all,

B c is also vanishingly sm alland can be ignored. W hen

(t? k
2
z‘

2=
p
�B )2 > 1 for any value ofkz, the result is

m ore com plicated and willbe representative ofa truly

3D system .

However,in 3D electrodynam icsonehastodistinguish

between B and H ,which leadstoanothercuto�.Follow-

ing Ref.4,we providethe appropriateform ulasfor� at

� = 0.In 3D electrodynam icsthem agneticinduction B

and H m ustbe distinguished:

B = H + 4�M 3D (B ): (50)

For � we m ust�nd B asa function ofH . Since,M in

generalis a function ofB and T,B is a function ofH

and T.From Eq.(23)wegetfor�T � lB

M 3D (T = 0)= � 2N0N fg2D �
2
B

p
B 0B =‘ (51)

Now usingEq.(51)weobtain therelation between B and

H :

B (H ;T = 0)= [(H + H �)
1=2 � H

1=2
� ]2 (52)

where,

H � = (4�N 0N fg2D �
2
B

p
B 0=‘)

2 (53)

and has the dim ension of H . Plugging Eq.(52) into

Eq.(51)we get,

�3D (T = 0)=
@M 3D

@H
= �

1

4�

�

1+
H

H �

� � 1=2

(54)

The sam e analysisin the linearresponse regim e,�T �

lB ,yields

B (H ;�T � lB )=
H

1+ T0=T
(55)

and

�3D (�T � lB )= �
1

4�

1

1+ T=T0
(56)

whereT0 = 4�N f�2D �
2
B =3kB ‘.

V . EX P ER IM EN TA L R ELEVA N C E

W e have established in Sec. III that the diam ag-

netic susceptibility undergoes a crossover as a func-

tion ofT,from its zero tem perature power-law behav-

ior (� � � B� 1=2) to high tem perature linear behavior

(� � � 1=T). Itis interesting to ask ifthis crossoveris

observable.Considergraphene;wetaketheexperim ental

value ofvF = 108 cm /sand use Eq.(40)forthe high-T

regim e.W e obtain

�2D = �
9:88� 10� 10

T
em u=cm

2
; (57)

where the tem perature T m ust be expressed in K elvin.

Notethat�2D � � ofEq.(32).

In ordertocom parewith experim entson layered(quasi

2D)m aterialswecalculatethesusceptibility by dividing

Eq.40 by ‘. Ifwe now take ‘ = 3:35 �A (the value for

graphite),weobtain

�2D

‘
� �

2:95� 10� 2

T
: (58)

Thecorresponding susceptibility perunitm assis

�2D

‘�m
3D

= �
0:0134

T
em u=gm ; (59)

using the m assdensity ofgraphite28 �m3D = 2:22 g=cm 3,

which agreesvery wellwith theexperim entalresults.28,29

Upon lowering T,�2D is strongly enhanced and the

power-law region can be accessed for �T > lB . This

im pliesthatin grapheneforB > 5:6� 10� 2T 2 (G auss)we

m ustuse Eq.(38)instead ofEq.(40)forthe estim ation

of�2D .In particular,in the T ! 0 lim itweobtain

�2D

‘�m
3D

= �
0:012

B 1=2
em u=gm : (60)

W e dem onstrate in Fig. 2 the behaviorof�2D =‘�
m
3D as

a function ofT by num erically evaluating Eq.(32) to

illustratethe aforem entioned crossoverbehavior.

However,ifwe use Eq.(54) to take into account the

dem agnetization e�ect due to interlayercoupling in 3D

graphite,weobtain

�3D � �
2:95� 10� 2

(T + 0:37)
(61)
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FIG . 2: Evolution of � � �2D =‘�
m

3D (de�ned in text)

as a function of T for various values of B . It is calcu-

lated for graphene, using vF = 108 cm /s, ‘ = 3:35�A and

�
m

3D = 2:22gm =cm
3

and thisisa very sm alle�ectforhigh tem peratures.For

3D graphite,when �T > lB ,weuseEq.(53)and Eq.(54).

ForgraphiteH � = 0:11 G and

�3D = �
1

4�

1

(1+ 9:1H )1=2
: (62)

Therefore, in the lim it of H � 0:11 G auss graphite

should becom e a perfectdiam agnet(!),which,however,

is a very sm all�eld. Ifthe condition,�T > lB is com -

bined with the value ofthe scale H �,we �nd thatwhen

T � 1:5K ,the dem agnetization e�ectwillbe im portant.

In Sec.IIB we described the DDW phase ofhigh Tc

superconductorsby theHartree-Fock theory ofthenodal

ferm ions in the copper-oxide layers. W e shallestim ate

the strength ofthe diam agnetic susceptibility from the

DDW order,usingthefollowingexperim entalparam eters

fortypicalcuprates18,30 vF = 3� 107 cm /sand ‘= 12�A,

wherevD D W isestim ated assum ing a fully form ed DDW

gap W 0 � 35 m eV which leadsto the anisotropy in the

velocity vF =vD D W � 28:6 ift= 250 m eV.

In the linearresponse (� � � 1=T)regim e,we obtain

from Eq.(54),

�3D � �
2:6� 10� 5

(T + 3:3� 10� 4)
� �

2:6� 10� 5

T
: (63)

W hen �T > lB ,we use Eq.(53)and Eq.(54)to obtain

H � = 2:7� 10� 5 G and

�3D = �
1

4�

1

(1+ 3:7� 104H )1=2
: (64)

This indicates that the diam agnetic susceptibility of

DDW from nodalferm ionsm ay bem easurable.Thedis-

cussion above would im ply that DDW would becom e a

perfectdiam agnetwhen H � 2:7� 10� 5 G ,which,how-

ever,is such a sm all�eld that m any other e�ects will

intervene,and one would observe � � � H� 1=2,butnot

perfectdiam agnetism .

In the experim enton BSCCO 18 a T-dependentpower

law isobserved overa wide range oftem perature in the

sm allH lim it. M oreover,at the sm allest value ofthe

m agnetic �eld in Ref.18, H = 5 G ,we get from the

DDW calculations�3D � � 1:9� 10� 4 in CG S units as

T ! 0. This is orders ofm agnitude sm aller than that

found in the experim ent. Therefore,the m agnitude of

the diam agnetic susceptibility ofRef.18 can notbe ex-

plained within a DDW fram ework alone.O nem ustnote

howeverthatasthe tem perature islowered,the system

willgenerically enterfrom the DDW phase to a coexist-

ing DDW and d-wavesuperconductingphaseform uch of

the param eterregim e.31 Thusitisclearthatthe super-

conductingdiam agnetice�ectsoftheK osterlitz-Thouless

theory cannotbe ignored.22 Butofcourse none ofthese

considerations can explain the observed criticalphase,

which requiresnew ideas.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W ehaveshown thatthenotion ofquantum criticality,

although restricted to non-interacting nodalferm ionsas

elem entary excitations,o�ersinteresting insightsto dia-

m agnetism ofsem im etals. W hen the the chem icalpo-

tentialiszero,thesystem isinherently quantum critical,

and we derived the scaling function for �. The scaling

form suggeststhatthenon-linearbehaviorof� asafunc-

tion ofB ,due to quantum criticality,can persistup to

a largeenough tem perature,which m ay be accessible in

m easurem entsin graphene.W ehavealsodiscussedhow �

tunesthesystem away from thequantum criticalregion.

Therootofthe largem agnitudeofthe diam agneticsus-

ceptibility in graphene orgraphite isofcourse the large

Ferm ivelocity vF .

There are a num berofdi�cultbutobviousquestions

regarding the roles ofelectron-electron interaction and

disorder. These could be topics for future work. W e

have seen thatoursim ple picture ofthe DDW doesnot

explain the rem arkable experim entsin the high tem per-

ature superconductors. W e do not know ifthe general-

ization ofthe Hartree-Fock picture ofthe DDW to the

six-vertex m odelwhere a power law high tem perature

phase was found32 willbe able to explain these experi-

m ents.Itiscertainly worth exploring.W estress,forthe

reasonsstated above,thattheseexperim entsarenotfully

explained by K osterlitz-Thoulesstheory,asissom etim es

claim ed.

It is clear that the Euler-M acLaurin sum m ation ap-

proach to com pute Landau diam agnetism for non-

relativistic ferm ions fails because ofthe non-analyticity
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due to m asslessDirac ferm ionsin sem im etals. It isnot

known to usifthere are any system sforwhich (3+ 1)-

dim ensionalquantum criticalbehavior� � logH is ex-

perim entallyobservable.Them aterialBi1� xSbx islam el-

lar,asisbism uth telluride,and isbetterdescribed asa

two-dim ensionalsystem with weak interlayer coupling.

Nonetheless, it would be interesting to study the dia-

m agnetism ofthism aterialasa function com position.
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A P P EN D IX A :H IG H T EM P ER A T U R E SER IES:

� 6= 0

The grand canonicaltherm odynam icpotentialisgiven by


(T;�)= � C B kB T

"

log

�

2cosh

�
�

2kB T

��

+

1X

n= 1

log

�

2cosh

�
� � En

2kB T

��

+

1X

n= 1

log

�

2cosh

�
� + En

2kB T

��#

: (A1)

Each individualLL sum failsstandard convergenttests.

The technique to dealwith such sum s in the quantum

criticalregim e is discussed in the text. The strategy in

the other lim it,where linear response holds,is to con-

vertthe LL sum sto expressthem asseriesin powersof

b� 1=T,so thatm eaningfulconclusionscould be drawn

about the sm allb lim it (equivalently,high T lim it) by

considering leading orderterm ssystem atically.Thepro-

cedurerelieson�-function regularization,detailsofwhich

could be found in literature,butthe purpose ofthisap-

pendix is to provide a selfcontained description. Sep-

arating out the zero tem perature part 
0(�) and �nite

tem peraturepart
T (�)weobtain Eq.(18)and Eq.(19)

respectively. W e now wish to express
T (�) asa series

expansion in powersofb.Forthispurposewefocusbelow

to one term in Eq.(19),say,the following one:

I =

ncX

n= 1

log(1+ e
�

� � E n

k
B

T )

=

1X

n= 1

log(1+ e
�

� � E n

k
B

T )�

1X

nc+ 1

log(1+ e
�

� � E n

k
B
T ):

(A2)

W ewillnow expand both thesum m ations(wecallthem

I1 and I2 respectively),�rstthe logarithm sin powersof

the exponentials and subsequently e�
� � E n

T in a power

seriesto write

I1 =

1X

n= 1

log(1+ e
�

� � E n

k
B
T )

= �

1X

n= 1

1X

k= 1

(� e
�

�

k
B

T )k

k

1X

r= 0

br

r!
k
r
n

r

2

= �

1X

r= 0

br

r!

1X

k= 1

(� e
�

�

k
B
T )k

k1� r

1X

n= 1

n
r

2

=

1X

r= 0

br

r!
Li1� r(� e

�
�

k
B
T )�(� r=2)� (A3)

In the third step above, we interchanged the order of

sum m ation,which in generalleads to a correction,but

in thisparticularcase itiszero (fordetailssee Ref. 9).

And in the�nalstep wehaveused thestandard de�nition

ofPolylogarithm Lis(z)=
P 1

k= 0
zk=ks and theRiem ann

�-function. Sim ilarm anipulationsforI2 lead to the fol-

lowing:

I2 =

1X

nc+ 1

log(1+ e
�

� � E n

k
B
T )= �

1X

r= 0

br

r!

1X

k= 1

(� e
�

�

k
B
T )k

k1� r

1X

nc+ 1

n
r

2 =

1X

r= 0

br

r!
Li1� r(� e

�
�

k
B

T )�(� r=2;1+ nc) (A4)

where we getHurwitz’s�-function instead ofRiem ann �-function. Em ploying sim ilarsim pli�cation to each term of
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Eq.(19),we �nally obtain the desired high tem peratureseriesexpansion:


T (�) = � C B kB T

�

log

�

1+ e
�

�

k
B

T

�

�

1X

r= 0

br

r!
Li1� r(� e

�
�

k
B
T )[1+ (� 1)r]�(�

r

2
)+

1X

r= 0

br

r!
�(�

r

2
;1+ nc)

�

n

Li1� r(� e
�

�

k
B
T )+ (� 1)rLi1� r(� e

�

k
B
T )

o �

(A5)

W e arrive at Eq.(35) by letting � = 0. Also,starting

from Eq.(A5)we can deriveEq.(44).

A P P EN D IX B :SU M FO R �T � lB

W hen b� 1,one can sim plify in Eq.(34)S = @I=@b,

where

I =

1X

n= 1

e
� b

p
n =

1X

n= 1

1X

r= 0

(� b)r

r!
n
r=2

: (B1)

Using the integral representation of the �-function in

Eq.(B1)wehave

I =

1X

r= 0

(� b)r

r!

1

�(� r=2)

Z 1

0

dxx
� r=2� 1

1X

n= 1

e
� nx� (B2)

Note that the change ofthe order ofsum and integral

doesnotresultin any extra term s.9 Thesum overn can

now be trivially perform ed and using the relation

1

�(� r=2)
= �

�(1+ r=2)

�
sin(

�r

2
); (B3)

weget

I = �
1

�

Z 1

0

dx

x(ex � 1)

1X

r= 1

(� 1)r

�(r+ 1)

�
b
p
x

� r

� sin

�
�r

2

�

�

�

1+
r

2

�

:

(B4)

Aftercarrying outthe r-sum weget

I =

Z 1

0

dx
e� b

2
=4xx� 3=2

ex � 1
: (B5)

Thisgives�T in Eq.(38). Alternatively,we could have

expanded the logarithm term in 
T and have keptonly

the�rstterm in thatexpansion forb� 1;onehas
T =

� C TB I. Thus,one arrives at the sam e expression for

�T asin Eq.(38).

Forthesaddle-pointapproxim ation ofFp(b)asde�ned

in Eq.(37),wewrite:

Fp =

Z 1

0

dxg(x)e� h(x)

� g(x0)e
� h(x0)

Z 1

0

dxexp

�

�
h00(x0)

2
(x � x0)

2

�

(B6)

with g(x)= [
p
�(ex � 1)]� 1 and h(x)= b2=4x + plogx,

and x0 is de�ned by h0(x0) = 0 (the prim e refers to

derivative). Sim ple m anipulationsfollowing thisschem e

yield Eq.(38)and Eq.(39).
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