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Free nodal ferm ionic excitations are sim ple but interesting exam ples of ferm ionic quantum criti-
cality in which the dynam ic critical exponent z = 1, and the quasiparticles are wellde ned. They
arise in a num ber of physical contexts. W e derive the scaling form ofthe diam agnetic susceptibility,

,at nite tem peratures and for nite chem ical potential. From m easurem ents in graphene, or in
Bi xSbyx (x = 0:04), onemay be able to Infer the striking Landau diam agnetic susceptibility of

the system at the quantum critical point. A though the quasiparticles in the m ean

eld description

of the proposed d-density wave @ DW ) condensate In high tem perature superconductors is another
exam ple of nodal quasiparticles, the crossover from the high tem perature behavior to the quantum
critical behavior takes place at a far lower tem perature due to the reduction of the velocity scale

from the ferm i velocity v in graphene to

VF VDD W ,Whe]’-e VDDwW

is the velocity in the direction

orthogonal to the nodaldirection at the Fem ipoint of the spectra ofthe DDW condensate.

I. NTRODUCTION

In a class of quantum critical points QCP ), Lorentz
Invariance appears as an em ergent sym m etry, but in gen—
eral the quasiparticke residue, as nferred from the one-
particle G reen’s finction m ay vanish. In rare cases, w hen
the quasiparticle residue is nite, depending on the statis-
tics of the excitations, the Lorentz nvariant Q CP is de—
scribed by either a relativistic m asslessbosonic free eld
theory (m asskss K kein G ordon action) or a relativistic
m assless ferm ionic free eld theory @ assless D irac ac—
tion). Only In (1+ 1)-din ension are both descriptions
identical due to transm utation of statistics. T hough the
theory has a relativistic form , the goeed of excitations is
usually about two orders ofm agnitude an aller than the
physical speed of light. Due to uctuations on all length
scales In a critical system , m any physical quantities ex—
hbi power law s and obey scaling in the vicinity of the
QCP.Even in the simplst of such system s, there are
surprises buried in their diam agnetic response because a
magnetic eld is never a an all perturbation: any per-
turbation that changes the spectra from continuous to
discrete can not be considered an all. Here, we hope to
elaborate on this topic and present estim ates that m ay
be tested In experin ents.

For a class of tight binding m odels in the half Iked
lim i, for exam ple graphite or graphene, the energy van—
ishes at distinct points of the Brillouin zone known as
the nodalpointst? and in the long wavelngth and low
frequency Iim it the dynam ics are welldescribed by D irac
ferm ionsobtained by linearizing the spectrum around the
nodes. T he nodal spectra can also arise from a conden-—
sate. An example is nodal fem ionic quasiparticles of
a particle-hole condensate In 1= 2 angular m om entum
channel, as In a sihglt d-density wave ODW ), staggered

ux phase, or an orbital antiferrom agnet34-2

T he electrom agnetic charge is a conserved quantity for
a tight binding m odel of an electron. This is also true
if the order param eter is a particlke-hole condensate, as
In aDDW . In these cases, the electrom agnetic eld can
be incorporated via the m nim al gauge coupling. W e

shall restict ourselves to such system s and not consider
nodal Bogoliubov quasiparticles of a d-wave supercon—
ductor. T he contrasting response ofd-w ave superconduc—
tor OSC) and DDW is evident® The quasiparticles in
a superconductor do not m inin ally couple to the vector
potential &', but to the supercurrent [ 28 =~C),
where ’ is the phase of the superconducting order pa—
ram eter, e is the electronic charge, and c is the velocity
of light.

Thee ectofthe chem icalpotential, ,isextremely in —
portant, as i can Introduce electron or hole pockets and
render the linearized free D irac theory Invalid. H owever,
forsmall one can stilluse the linearized continuum the-
ory; = 0 descrbes the vaccum of the relativistic m ass—
Jess theory and hence is critical. But, fora nie ,one
isdealing with a nite density of excitations. T hus, one
is perturbed away from the criticality, and this should
provide a cuto

For the diam agnetic response at = 0 and zero tem —
perature (T = 0), one can use a sin ple quantum critical
scaling analysis to nd the power law s satis ed by the
m agnetization and the susceptibility.! In this paragraph
we shallseste= ~= c= 1. From gauge invariance, the
vector potential A has the sam e scaling dim ension as the
momentum which isL. !, whereL isa length. T herefore
the magnetic el H has the scaling dinension L ? or
there isa length scal . H '™2.0ne can inm ediately
see that this length, which actsasa cuto atthe quantum
critical point of the free D irac fermm ions, is proportional
to the Landau length. Since the hyperscaling should be
valid for d = 2 and the dynam ic critical exponent z = 1,
the singular part of the ground state energy density, o,
multiplied by the correlation volum e, L @+ 2, should be
a universalnumber;® that is, o H3?. Therefore, the
m agnetization behaves as M HE alnd the diam ag—
netic susogptibility behaves as Hz.IntheH ! O
Iim i, diverges, which willbe cut o by a number of
physicale ects not contained in this argum ent, and the
stability of the state m ay not be in question.

The diam agnetic sign cannot be obtained from the
scaling argum ent. T he energy levels n a m agnetic eld
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are bunched (discrete spectra) although the m ean den-—
sity of states isunchanged. T he num ber of quasiparticles
that can be accom m odated below any given energy de—
pends on whether or not this energy coincides w ith an
eigenvalue of the Landau spectrum or falls In between
tw o elgenvalues. For the nonrelativistic case it is easy to
see that on average the energy is increased, because near
E = 0 we always start with an em pty interval. For the
relativistic continuum theory ofnodalferm ionswherewe
have to In pose an ultraviolet cuto , this is subtle and re—
quires a proper regularization. U sing the work ofm any
authors mvolving -fiinction reqularization; we can show
that the answers are indeed cuto independent and the
energy is ncreased. Thiswasalso checked by considering
a lattice version and P elerls substitution to ncorporate
them agnetic eldi?

W e cannot apply the sam e scaling argum ent to free
D irac ferm ions In (3 + 1)-dim ensions because hyperscal-
Ing is violated. This case is best described by a m ean

eld theory wih logarithm ic corrections. It is known
from explicit calculations that the singular part of the
ground state energy density ¢ H? logH & A naive
application of the above scaling argum ent gives only a
reqular contrbution, o  H?, which is not surprising.
Thus, we feelcon  dent that the quantum critical scaling
analyses are indeed m eaningfiil.

Considerd = 2; som e aspects ofthe nite tem perature
and nite chem ical potential results can be understood
from the notion of quantum criticality. From nie size
scaling, the correlation length, (T), is proportional to
the them alwave length,

~Vp

T W% T @)

that is,

Vi .
kg T '
where A isa universalnum ber ofthe order ofunity and
V¢ is the Fem ivelocity. Tuned to = 0, the quantum
criticality w ill persist until (T ) is the order of the lat—
tice spacing a. Shoevr is large, one w ould naively expect
the shgular diam agnetic susceptbility / H ™2 to
persist over a w ide tem perature range. In fact, isgov-
emed by a balance between two length scales: the Lan—
dau length, 1 = (~c=2eB )%, and (T). If T)> 4,
then followsthepower law indicating the quantum crit—
icalbehavior, and in the opposite lim i we obtain linear
response, 1=T. At T = 0, nonzero tunes the
system away from criticaliy. For small one can still
use the linearized spectrum , and this introduces another
length scale, which isessentially the nterparticle spacing

~¢= .For >}, Dlowsapowerlaw and in the
opposite lim it 1= .

Quantum criticality of relativistic Fem lons is exper—
In entally relevant for graphene for which a linear spec—
trum haslbeen established experin entally 2 T hese quasi-
particles are charged ferm ions and show anom alous inte—
ger quantum Hall e ect, as well as Shubnikov-de H aas

(T)= Ag @)

oscillations234443 T is then natural to expect that, as
T ! 0, graphene should have the signature of a dia-
m agnetic \instability" consistent w ith quantum critical-
ity describbed above. Sin ilarly, the diam agnetic suscepti-
bility ofB3 xSby & = 0:04) Prwhich the linear disper—
sion ofthe farm jonic excitations is known to be presentt®
rem ains unexplored. This should be approxim ately de—
scribbable In tem s ofa (2 + 1)-dim ensionalD irac theory
w ith weak interlayer coupling? A sm entioned above, it
hasbeen suggested that the pseudogap phase ofthe high
T. superconductors can be describbed by DDW , whose
quasiparticle excitations for = 0 areD irac ferm ions, as
was recognized a long ago O urwork is an extension of
these early analyses ofdiam agnetism ofnodalferm ionsto

nie tem peratures and nie chem ical potential, which
Jeads to interesting resuls.

In a set of m agnetization m easurem ents, O ng and his
collaboratorst® have uncovered unusualdiam agnetism in
the pseudogap state of the high tem perature supercon—
ductor B1SrnCaCuy0g:x BSCCO). In the psesudogap
regin ¢, above the superconducting transition tem per—
ature, the diam agnetic susceptibility diverges as

H® ); H ! 0, where the e ective exponent (T)
is greater than unity over a very broad range of tem —
perature. Such a divergent susoceptibility above a phase
transition calls or new ideas, because the response in
general should be linear. Only at a critical point, where
there are uctuations on all scales, is it possible to ob—
tain such a nonlinearity. In particular, i is known that
for tw o-din ensionalK osterlitz-T houlesstheory = 15at
criticality 2 T = Tk r, but the response is Inear for any
tem perature T > Tx 7 . To the extent that the critical re—
gion issu clently wide, it is of course possble to cbtain
a large value of susceptibility, but not a divergent suscep—
tibility, as seen In m easurem entswhere eldsassnallas
5 Gausswere used. Taken at its face value, experin ents
Indicate a critical phase extending over a w ide region of
the pseudogap state.

Long ago it was suggested that a weakly coupled stack
of X Y system s could exhbi a oating phase in which
the three-din ensionalbehavior at low tem peratures con—
vertsto a oating power-law phase (a stack of decoupled
layers) at Intem ediate tem peratures and nally to the
disordered phase at high tem peratures2? T is now rig-
orously known?! that if the coupling between the layers
is Josephson-lke (@ lkely scenario), a oating phase is
ruled out even for arbitrarily long-range couplings. Very
special, nely tuned, interlayer couplings are necessary to
produce a oating phase, which appears to be unlkely.

A though we nd that a sizable diam agnetism sets in
wih the DDW gap over and above the conduction elec—
tron diam agnetism , our results cannot explain the data of
O ng and his coworkers: (@) there isno nite tem perature
criticalphase; ) the relevant scales are vastly di erent.
A s m entioned above, K osterlitz-T houless theory cannot
acocount fora criticalphase above T, though the order of
m agnitude is reasonably close22 W e hope that our calcu—
lated crossover behavior of the diam agnetic response w i1l



be ocbservable, at least in graphene or in Bi xSby.

T he paper is organized as follow : In Sec. ITwe will
descrbe the e ective m odel for nodal ferm ions in two di-
m ensions and outline the form alism for com puting the
grand them odynam ic potential. In Sec. Il we w ill de—
scribe our results for two din ensions (2D ). W e st de-
scribe the results for the case = 0 and then proceed
to the discussion of 6 0. In Sec. IV we consider weak
Interlayer coupling in the context of a three dim ensional
(3D ) system . In Sec. V we consider num erical estin ates
ofthe e ectsthat are experim entally relevant and in Sec.
VIwe conclude. There are two appendices that contain
certain m athem atical details.

II. NODAL FERM IONS:TW O-DIM ENSIONAL
SYSTEM S

A . G raphene

W hen linearized about the two nequivalent vertices
of the Brillouin zone, the tight binding H am ilttonian, H ,
de ned on a honeycomb lattice of a sheet of graphene
nvolving only nearest neighbor hopping, w ith m atrix el
em ent t, becom es in the continuum lm it (lattice spacing
a! 0O0such thatatis nie)

Z

S5 S
H = ~w (2 )Zl[.kx2 ](yl]Sl
Z 2
d’k 4
+ ~Vp 2 ? ke 2+ ky 1] s27 3)
where ; and ; aretwo speciesoftwo-com ponentD irac

ferm J'o£51§ corresponding to two inequivalent nodes, and
vr = 3at=2~ is the Fem ivelocity; the spin index s is
summ ed over. The sum over two inequivalent nodes can
be w ritten in a com pact and Lorentz Invariant form as

x2 &

H= iv Fx ey ; @)

=1

1
Y Oand =
2

spinor, ignoring the irrelevant spin indices. W e are using
a reducible representation of -m atrices form ed from the
standard P aulim atrices ’s:

where = isnow a four com ponent

The Landau kevelproblem in the tight binding fom u—
lation is a Hofstadter problem 22 But, or weak enough
m agnetic elds we can analyze the continuum m odelby
ncorporating them agnetic eldbym inin alcoupling pre—
scription. So, the ham iltonian of interest takes the form

x2 2

H= iy &Fx Dy ®)

=1

whereD = @5 £Aj isthe covariantderivative. Landau
Jevels can be easily found by squaring the ham iltonian to
be

~ _ P
g - =Py Bn %)
'

where I; = (~c=2eB )™ is the magnetic length. We
have introduced = 2~evZ =c for notational clarity. The
sam e form alisn can be applied to the nodal spectra of
Bi yxSbyx &= 0:04).

B . d-density wave

The nodal spectra of the DDW is also a well studied
problem 22 T he low -energy quasiparticle H am ittonian for
the DDW state is

Z o
HDODW k
@ )

[ &) )T k)cs k)+
W k)Y Ksk+ Q) ©)

where (k) isthe singleparticle energy, com m only chosen
to be
(k)= 2t(coska+ cosk,a)+ 4t°cosk,acosk,a; (9)

and Q = ( =a; =a). The nearest neighbor hopping m a—-
trix elem ent is t and the next nearest neighbor m atrix

element is t°. The spin-singlet DDW order param eter
takes the form :
Tkt Qi kit) =W k) o (10)
w here the gap finction is given by
W
W = ) ek, a cosk,a): a1

A s the order param eter breaks trashtional nvariance
by a lattice spacing a, it is convenient to halve the
B rillouin zone and form a two-com ponent D irac spinor.
Then, in the reduced Brillouin zone, the mean eld
Ham iltonian is

Z

H = ok k) E( k)y+ &+Q))
ey 2
1
5( k) k+ Q)+ W k)1 sk); 12)
where
1s _ cs(k)
25 o k+ Q) 43

The spin index s can again be dropped, as this w illnot
enter in our calculation except for an overallm ultiplica—
tive factor.

T he quasiparticle energies are

1
E k) = 5( K+ &+9))
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k+ QH+ 4w 2 Kk): (14)

At half- Iling, = 0, there are 4 gapless nodal points
at ( 537 7a ), the D irac points. A non-zero value of
will open up ferm i pockets. The low-energy physics
w illbe dom inated by these gapless ferm ionic excitations.
W e choose a single pair of nodal points, (Z;Z) and
( 337 Z) and include the other pair of nodes into our
nal result. W e take the x-axis to be perpendicular to
the freeelectron Fem isurface and the y-axis parallel to
it at one antipodal pair of nodes; sim ilarly, the x-axis is
parallel to the freeelectron Fem isurface and the y-axis
is perpendicular to it at the other pair. Linearizing the
spectrum about the nodes, the dispersion relation is

q_
o=~ K, K as)
P S

wherevy = 2 2ta=~and wypppw = W (T = 0)a= 2~. Ik
is in portant to note that the param eter t° does not enter
at linear order. It is now obvious that the formm alism
is identical to that described in the previous subsection
perjdedwerep]aoevF by (vavDDw )1=? and rescale k, !
ky Vvppw =w and k, ! ky ww=wppy to account for
the DDW gap anisotropy.

C . G rand canonical potential

Consider the grand canonical therm odynam ic poten—
tial per unit area of a two-din ensional (2D ) system :
Z
kT

d"D (") log 2cosh
1 ") bg 2kg

T; )= 1e)
Here, D (") is the density of states O 0 S), which in the
presence of an applied perpendicular m agnetic eld B,
takes the follow Ing form :

" #

®
"+ £t " EB)+ ("+Eg

n=1

D (")=CB @7)

where C = N fe=hc is an universal constant, such that,
CB represents the Landau level (LL) degeneracy factor,
ie. the magnetic ux per uni area due to the applied
eld measured In the uni of ux quantum . Nt is the
number of electron avors { N¢ = 4 for both graphene
andDDW .Notethat in Eq. [[7) we have assum ed a pure
system . T he presence of disorder broadens the sharp -
finctions in D ("), how ever, w e restrict our discussions to
a clean system in this paper for sim plicity.
SubstiutingD (") nEq. [[8),wecanwrite ( ;T)=
0( )+ 1 (), where () isthe tem perature Indepen—
dent part (hence contributes even at T = 0) given by

o() b
CB

En)

p— .
B 12

( E'l+ ng) (18)
2’ C

Herewe assumed > 0 (electron doping), and thus the

positive LL’s are lled only up to n. = Int[ ?= B ] at

T = 0 while all the negative LL's are P]J?d (Int[ ] stands

or the ‘nteger part’). Here (s;q) = ,_,k+ g °is

the standard Humw itz —function. It is straightforw ard to
< 0. The T dependent contribution is

0 pgave kB_T)+X1 bgl+e =)
CBkaT g g

n=1
+ ogl+e F° )+

n=1

bgl+e F7)
n=nc+ 1

19)

Note that at nie T the them alenergy can excite elec—
tronsacross to arbitrarily high (positive) LLs, and thus
then-sum m ust nclide the whole ofD irac cone, as show n

explicitly n Eq. [I9).

ITII. RESULTS:TW O DIM ENSION S

A . Undoped system, =0

Conside the half- lled system: = 0, hencen. = 043
At any tem perature, the length scale of the critical uc-
tuations is the correlation length (T). Thus, in oxder
to observe the T = 0 criticalbehavior the largest length
scale for the system must be this length. In the pres-
ence of a magnetic eld B, the response of the system
will show critical behavior only when (T) > 3. At
T = 0, this condition is trivially satis ed, because the
length scale ofthe critical uctuationsisin nie, and we
obtain

o= C B¥? Pa 0)
n=1
3=2 1
= C B ( E) (21)
cP g2 (3=2)
= - 22)
4
4 pP—
= ENoNfgzm Z ByB’%: 23)
P
Here (s)= ,_;k °istheRimann -finction, Ng =
3 (3=2)=8 0312, g = e~=2m ¢, the Bohrm agneton,

wih m the free electron mass. The scaleBg = mvZ = 3
is a m aterial dependent constant and has the din ension
of a magnetic eld. The transition from the second ex—
pression to the third isan exam pl ofstandard -function
regularization of a divergent sum overn. T he proof fol-
low s from the rem arkable result due to R iem ann 2? that

s

1
2 S (s) (s)cos >S5 = @ s (24)

The logic is that the \divergent" sum is physically cut
o at some valie of n and is not truly divergent, but



a gauge Invariant regularization is necessary. T his is ac—
com plished by the analytic continuation given by theR ie-
mann re ection in principle. O ther reqularizations are
given in Refs.l4 and[10.

For reasons of physical transparency we shall often
express our formulas In tem s of an equivaknt non-—
relativistic free electron gas, while keeping iIn m ind that
the real param eters that enter our calculations, such as
vy , N, etc. bear no real relation to this fiee electron
system with a circular Fem i surface and two avors of
soin. Thus, we have w ritten

Op = m= ~; ©5)

w hich is the standard, energy independent DO S ofa two-
din ensional (2D ) non-relativistic Ferm i gas. Sin ilarly,
we can express
2> = QoM Vg =2 ©@6)
where ,p isthe 2D ardaldensity. H ere we have used the
transcription v¢ = ~kg =m ,where ikr isthe Fem iwave
vector of the equivalent non-relativistic Ferm igas.
The corresponding T € 0 contribution takes the ol
Iow ing form :
" #
ks T ® P

T = — log2+ g 1+e T 7
JB n=1

Tt becom es clear from Eq. [27) that  isa finction of
the ratio ofthe two fundam entallength scales =% ,and
thus it m ust have a scaling form .

W e calculate the m agnetization M  and the suscepti-

bilty from

@7

M = @ =@B;
= @M =Q@H ;

@8)
@9)

where H isthem agnetic eld strength. These also have
scaling form s. Ifwe Introduce

b= =k; (30)
we obtain:
= ot T (31)
p— 1=2
3C (3=2) > Bo
0o = —P= = NoNrOp 5 — (32)
4 B 4 B
= 4 fsS + b (@s=@b)g= f ); (33)
T 0 G=2) 3 g 0 ;
where S is given by
® pg
S = (34)

2 —_—
1+e n
n=1

T he fiinction f (o) de ned in Eq.[83) is a universal finc—
tion of its din ensionless argum ent, which can be w ritten

as a series expansion in b (See Appendix A):

4 b gX  plarl
f) = 1+ — — = —
(3=2) 18 3<F1 @4g+ 1)!
@+l ( 4a9 1) ( 29 1) (35)
where, () = [L 2 °] (s) is standard D irichkt -
function.

In the Iimit k, or equivalently b 1, it is
the quantum criticality that dictates the response of the
system , and Eq. [39) is not particularly usefiill. Tnstead,
we can obtain the ana]yi'lg'c eﬁp_ress:ion %r_f ) In this
regin eby replacingS = 2 | nexp( b n) nEq. [34)
to get (See Appendix B for details)

4

b
BFs_, ©) + —Fq_, 0);

fb)= Fi; ©) 12

(36)

where we have de ned a (convergent) b-dependent inte—
gralF, () as,

_ Z
P :

Fp ) = dx————— @7)

(3=2) 4 e 1

In fact, it ispossible to obtain an explicit b-dependence of
by estim ating the saddlepoint approxin ation ofF’s,
which results in

( B) 1+ 1 e
! ° b (@6 1)
Ns-» N 7=
38
=10 1)+ 12 =14 1) G8)

where, N, is a pure constant given by
r

T p__o
3

Np= 1+ erf( E) e pll Iog(4p)] (39)

(3=2) 2p
Them essage from Eq. [38) is transparent: forb 1 the
rst term , o, dom hates, causing the B =2 behavior in
the susceptibility, while the rest of thetetm s in ¢ van-—
ish exponentially. A sbisdecreased, 1 grow s, m odifying
the non-lnearity of in B . T hisbehavior continues until
b 1,that is,until (T) T 3 . Finally, orb 1
the critical uctuations fail to describe the m agnetic re—
sponse, and the susogptibility follow s linear response. For
b 1,can wekeep only the rsttwo tem s in Eq.[B3);
the next term is B and hence negligbly small. The
rst term exactly cancels ¢ and we have,

_ C _ 2 3
F———
3}(}3 T

; 40
24kg T “0)

Tt is the expected diam agnetic, B -independent behavior
In the high tem perature lin it if we absorb N¢ In the
de nition ofthe arealdensity?>

W e plot Iog f ) as a function of ogb in Fig. 1, using
three follow ng m ethods: (@) by num erically evaliating
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FIG.1l: log[ f@®)] as a function of logb. The num erical

evaluation of Eq [34) is given by solid line, and the analytical
expression for the Jarge and sm allb lim it are given by em pty
and solid circles respectively. The inset shows the blown-
up crossover region (in linear scale). The two asym ptotic
Iim its reproduce f (0) surprisingly well over alm ost the entire
param eter regin e.

Eq. B4) wih a desired (high) accuracy for a w ide range
ofb; ) from the large b asym ptotic expression as in
Eq. B8), and () evaluatingEq. B3) n the lImitb 1,
which am ounts to keegping only term s up to linear or—
der In b. We nd that the two asym ptotic expressions
encom pass aln ost the entire param eter space surpris—
Ingly well. The an oothness of £ (p) In plies that while

B 2 orb 1, its behavior sm oothly crosses over
to B -independent diam agnetic behavior forb 1. Note,
however, that f (o) itself is nite at allb, and thus the
Landau diam agnetisn prevails.

B. E ectof nite

W hen the doping is small, is snallaswelland cor-
regoonds to an e ective quasiparticle description. F irst,
consider T = 0; as long as  is sn allenough for the lin—
earization of the spectrum to be valid, the Ferm i surface

changes from a point In momentum space for = 0 to
a circle, and generates a length scalke of = ~w = , the
Inter electronic spacing. In the Imit > 1 we get from
Eq. [I8)
1

o) @1)
In the leading order. It is now obvious that for 1Y
we get B 2. This divergence of iscuto fr

k 4:10:2827 and we get

42)

T his is of course expected because the chem icalpotential
tunes the system away from the quantum criticality. For

nite B, in the (hon-critical) regine of < 3 we expect
deHaasVan A Iphen (HVA) oscillation in the m agneti-
zationt92827 due to the cuto  introduced by

ForT 6 0,the additionalT -dependent part in Eq. [I9)
becom es in portant; see Eq. [A5). Because we now have
threedi erent length scales: 1,k and , the expression
for (@and ) will depend on their relative m agnitudes.
The m ost In portant regin e from the perspective of crit—
icalty, B 1, is particularly smple. In this
case we can use sin ilar approxin ations as in Eq. [38),
yielding:

1

(s T)= Ol+1_3 cosh( =)

4

b
Fi, ) BFs, 0)+ = 0 43)

T hus, the susogptibility has a scaling form in temm s of
two independent din ensionless variables: 7= and b=
1=l . The expression or i Eq. [43) is valid even if
k r < , but the latter condition invalidates the
applicability of the linearized theory due to large
In the opposite lim i of linear response, sin ple expres—
sions for the susceptibility can be derived, and we get

2
2D B2 L

(r ki f3kBT 2

)= N 44)

which reducuces to Eq. [40) when = 0, as expected.

Iv. THREE DIM ENSIONS:EFFECT OF W EAK
INTERLAYER COUPLING

M aterdialswhere this 2D nodal ferm ion theory is appli-
cable are layered (quasi2D ) system s, an exception being
graphene, which is indeed atom ically thin. Iffwe include
weak interlayer coupling in a tight binding ham iltonian,
the energy spectrum acquiresan additionalquadratic dis—
persion given by

q

E® =tk ¥ ~¢ kI+k? 45)

where t; is the interlayer hopping m atrix elem ent and
' is the interlayer spacing. Introduction of this new en-—
ergy scale will cut the divergence o (T ! 0) when
the m agnetic energy scalebecom es smallerthan t; . The
corresponding Landau energy spectrum is

P
Enky)= 2 ki¥ Bn 46)



ForT =0, = 0limi,weget
Z  _. h ;
2 P ® yo P—1
—_— = dk, t k; Bn @7)
CB _
n=nc+1
h i
wheren. = Int (& k? ¥ B)? .Perfom ingthen sum
we get
cg 4 =
= - dk, ki¥ (Oire+ 1)
- 48)
P__
B ( 1=2;m+ 1)
2e P2 wa s
If bk;¥= B)* < 1 for any value of k, wihin the
cuto , .= 0, and the k, Integrals can be done trivially.
T hus,
P _
CB %t C° B3? 1=2
SD _ z ( ) 49)

T he susceptibility now is just the previous zero tem pera—
ture resul divided by ‘. This inplies ~v =k t, < 2,

which leads to a lower cuto in the magnetic ed,

‘€ c=@e~v%). For a given t, , and
B ™. When t, is vanishingly small,
B. is alsg vanishingly sm all and can be ignored. W hen
t k2¥= B)? > 1 Pr any valie of k;, the result is
m ore com plicated and w ill be representative of a truly
3D system .

However, in 3D electrodynam icsone hasto distinguish
between B and H , which leadsto anothercuto . Follow—
Ing Ref.l4, we provide the appropriate form ulas or at

= 0. In 3D electrodynam ics the m agnetic induction B
and H must be distinguished:

given by B, =
B > B,

B=H+4 M3pp B): (50)

For wemust nd B asa function ofH . Sihce, M iIn
general is a function of B and T, B is a function of H
and T.From Eq. 23) weget or 1 k

p_
Map (T =0)= 2NoNeggp 5 BoB='  (51)

Now usihg Eq. [5]) we obtain the relation between B and
H:

BHE;T=0)=[H +H )™ HT?P 52)

w here,

2p_ w2
H = 4 NogNeggp 5 Bo=Y (53)

and has the dinension of H . Plugging Eq. [52) into

Eq. [El) we get,

@M 3p 1 H
=0)= — = — 1+ —
sp (T ) 2 a

@H 69

The sam e analysis in the linear response regine,
B, yields

H
B ; =
H; 1 k) 1+ TooT (55)
and
( k)= Lt (56)
LT T4 1+ T=T,

where To= 4 N¢ pp 2 =3ks '

V. EXPERIM ENTAL RELEVANCE

W e have established in Sec. that the diam ag-
netic susceptibility undergoes a crossover as a func-
tion of T, from is zero tem perature power-daw behav—
ior ( B *2) to high tem perature linear behavior
( 1=T). It is interesting to ask if this crossover is
observable. C onsider graphene; w e take the experin ental
valie of v = 10%® an /s and use Eq. [@0) for the high-T
regin e. W e obtain

988 1017 2.

2D = T emu=an ;

w here the tem perature T m ust be expressed in Kelvin.
Note that ,p ofEq.[B2).

In orderto com parew ith experin entson layered (quasi
2D ) m aterdals we calculate the susceptibility by dividing

c7)

Eq.[40 by . Ifwe now take ‘= 335 A (the value for
graphite), we obtain
295 102
= - : (58)

T he corresponding susceptibility per unit m ass is

2D 0:0134
2 - en u=gn ; 59)
3D T
using the m ass density of graphite?® 3, = 222 g=am

which agrees very wellw ith the experin entalresults 2822

Upon lowering T, ,p is strongly enhanced and the
power-law region can be accessed for r > k. This
in pliesthat in graphene ©rB > 56 10 2T? (G auss) we
must use Eq. [38) instead of Eq. [40) for the estim ation

of ,p . In particular, n the T ! 0 lim i we obtain
o0 0012 .
\m - B 1=2 anu=gm : (60)

3D

W e dem onstrate in Fig. 2 the behaviorof ,p=" 7%, as
a function of T by num erically evaluating Eq. [B2) to
lustrate the aforem entioned crossover behavior.
However, if we use Eq. [54)) to take into account the
dem agnetization e ect due to interlyer coupling in 3D
graphite, we obtain
295 102

3P T + 037) 1)
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FIG. 2: Evolution of op="%, (de ned In text)
as a function of T for various values of B. It is calcu-
lated for graphene, using vv = 10® an/s, * = 335A and

Ty = 222gm=an’

and thisisa very an alle ect forhigh tem peratures. For
3D graphite,when > } ,weuseEq. [53) andEq. [54).
Forgraphite H = 0:11 G and

1 1

T 62
* 4 (1+ 94H )72 ©2)

Therefore, in the Ilm it of H 0411 Gauss graphie
should becom e a perfect diam agnet (!), which, however,
isa very amall eld. If the condition, 1 > k is com —
bined with the value ofthe scale H ,we nd that when
T 15K , the dam agnetization e ect w illbe in portant.

In Sec.[IIB] we described the DDW phase of high T,
superconductors by the H artreeFock theory ofthe nodal
ferm ions In the copperoxide layers. W e shall estim ate
the strength of the diam agnetic susoeptibility from the
DDW order, using the follow ing experin entalparam eters
ortypical cupratest®2® v = 3 10 an /sand ‘= 12a,
where vppyy  Is estin ated assum ing a fully formed DD W
gap W o 35m eV which lads to the anisotropy in the
Ve]OCjty Vg =VDDW 286 ift= 250mev.

In the linear response ( 1=T ) regin e, we obtain

from Eq. [B4),
26 10° 26 10 5_ 63)
30 T+ 33 109 T )
When 1 > I ,weuseEq. [B3) and Eq. [54) to cbtain
H =27 10°G and
1 1 ) )
3P 4 (1+ 37 10H)=2°

This indicates that the diam agnetic susoeptibility of
DDW from nodal ferm ionsm ay be m easurable. T he dis—
cussion above would Imply that DDW would become a
perfect diam agnet when H 2 10 % G, which, how-
ever, is such a anall eld that many other e ects will
intervene, and one would cbserve H 72, but not
perfect diam agnetian .

In the experin ent on BSCC 018 a T -dependent power
law is observed over a w ide range of tem perature in the
anallH lim it. M oreover, at the sm allest value of the
magnetic eld in Reflll§, H = 5 G, we get from the
DDW calculations sp 1:9 10* .n CGS units as
T ! 0. This is orders of m agniude an aller than that
found in the experim ent. T herefore, the m agniude of
the diam agnetic susceptbility of Ref.|18 can not be ex—
plained within aDDW fram ework alone. O nem ust note
how ever that as the tem perature is lowered, the system
w ill generically enter from the DDW phase to a coexist—
IngDDW and d-wave superconducting phase form uch of
the param eter regin e2! Thus i is clear that the super—
conducting diam agnetice ectsoftheK osterlitz-T houless
theory cannot be ignored 22 But of course none of these
considerations can explain the observed critical phase,
w hich requires new ideas.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have shown that the notion of quantum criticality,
although restricted to non-interacting nodal fermm ions as
elem entary excitations, o ers Interesting insights to dia—
m agnetism of sem in etals. W hen the the chem ical po-
tential is zero, the systam is inherently quantum critical,
and we derived the scaling function for . The scaling
form suggeststhat the non-linearbehaviorof asa finc-
tion of B, due to quantum criticality, can persist up to
a large enough tem perature, which m ay be accessble in
m easurem ents in graphene. W e have also discussed how
tunes the system away from the quantum critical region.
T he root of the large m agnitude of the diam agnetic sus-
ceptibility In graphene or graphite is of course the large
Fem ivelocity vr .

There are a num ber of di cul but obvious questions
regarding the roles of electron-electron interaction and
disorder. These could be topics for future work. W e
have seen that our sin ple picture ofthe DDW does not
explain the ram arkable experin ents in the high tem per-
ature superconductors. W e do not know if the general-
ization of the HartreeFock picture of the DDW to the
six-vertex m odel where a power law high tem perature
phase was Pund3? willbe able to explain these experi-
m ents. It is certainly worth exploring. W e stress, for the
reasons stated above, that these experin entsare not fully
explained by K osterlitz-T houless theory, as is som etim es
clain ed.

Tt is clkar that the EulerM acLaurin summ ation ap-—
proach to compute Landau diam agnetism f©Or non-
relativistic fermm ions fails because of the non-analyticity



due to m asskess D irac ferm ions in sem im etals. It is not

known to us if there are any system s forwhich 3+ 1)-
din ensional quantum critical behavior IogH is ex-—
perin entally observable. Them aterialB i ,Sby islam el
lar, as is bign uth telluride, and is better described as a

two-din ensional system wih weak interlayer coupling.

N onetheless, it would be interesting to study the dia—
m agnetian of thism aterialas a function com position.
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APPENDIX A:HIGH TEM PERATURE SERIES:
§ 0

T he grand canonical them odynam ic potential is given by

n

b3

; )= CBkT lg 2cosh
(T; ) k g ks T .

Each indiidualLL sum fails standard convergent tests.
The technique to dealwith such sum s in the quantum

critical regim e is discussed in the text. The strategy In
the other lm it, where linear response holds, is to con—
vert the LL sum s to express them as serdes in powers of
b 1=T, so that m eaningfiil conclisions could be drawn
about the amallb lim it (equivalently, high T lim i) by
considering leading order temm s system atically. T he pro—
cedurerelieson -function reqularization, detailsofw hich
could be found In literature, but the purpose of this ap—
pendix is to provide a self contained description. Sep—
arating out the zero tem perature part ,( ) and nie
tem peraturepart r ( ) weobtain Eq. [18) and Eq. [19)

regpectively. W e now wish to express 1 ( ) as a series
expansion In pow ersofb. Forthispurposewe focusbelow

to one temm in Eq. [19), say, the ©llow ing one:

Xe N
I= Iogl+ e *=T )
. 2 . ®a2)
= logl+ e *=7T ) logl+ e *=7T ):

n=1 ne+ 1

W e willnow expand both the summ ations we call them

r! kl r

r=0 k=1

where we get Hurw itz’s -function instead ofR iem ann

+ log 2cosh

)ébr)é (ekB_T)k>é'

E, ®
2kg T

@1

I; and I, respectively), st the logarithm s In powers of
the exponentials and subsequently e —7°
series to w rite

In a power

I]_:

_ B i rns
k r!
n=1k=1 r=0
® log ® (e¥ T )k ® .
= — nz
r! kKt r
r=0 k=1 n=1
X g _
= ;LJ} (et ) ( r=2) @& 3)

In the third step above, we interchanged the order of
sum m ation, which in general leads to a correction, but
In this particular case it is zero (for details see Ref. 19).
And inthe nalstepwe ha]ge used the standard de nition
ofPolylogarithm Li (z) = ,_,z"=k® and the Riem ann

—finction. Sin ilar m anpulations for T lead to the ol
low Ing:

ek ™) ( r=2;1+ n) @A 4)

—function. Em ploying sin ilar sin pli cation to each tem of
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Eq. 19, we nally obtain the desired high tem perature series expansion :

- b3 jod - r b
r()= CBRRT g l+e *° —Lk ( e™T)L+ ( 1F] (E)+ = (5;1+nc)
r:Or' r=0
n o
Li ( e®T)+ ( 1fLy ( €=7) @ 5)
W e arrive at Eq. [39) by ktting = 0. Also, starting A fter carrying out the r-sum we get
from Eq. B9) we can derive Eq. [44).
APPEND IX B:SUM FOR 1 k Zl eb2:4xx 3=2
I= @ dx——= ®5)
. & 1

Whenb 1,onecan sinplify n Eq. 34) S = @I=Rb,
w here
® p. X xR b
I= e b n _ ( f r=2, (Bl)
r!
n=1 n=1r=0
Using the integral representation of the -—function in
Eq. B1) we have
® b 1 21 ®
I= ¢ of dxx T2 1 e 0¥ B2)
r! ( r=2) ,
r=0 n=1

N ote that the change of the order of sum and integral
does not result in any extra tem s2 The sum overn can
now be trivially perform ed and using the relation

1 1+ I:Z)Sjl’l(—r)‘ ®3)
( =2) 2
we get
7
171 ax X (1 b *
I= — =
o xE 1), +1) " x &4)
r r
sh — 1+ =
2 2

Thisgives ¢ in Eq. B8). A tematively, we could have

expanded the logarithm term in 1 and have kept only

the rsttem in that expansion forb l;onehas 1 =
CTBI. Thus, one arrives at the sam e expression for
r asih Eq. [38).

For the saddle-point approxin ation ofF, () asde ned
in Eq. 31), we wrie:

Z 1
Fp = dxg (x)e ™ ®)
0 Z
' h® (xo)
glo)e P& dx exp 20 ® %)
0
_ B 6)
with gx) = F € 1)1'and h(x) = F=4x + pbgx,

and %y is de ned by H(xg) = 0 (the prine refers to
derivative). Sin ple m anipulations follow ing this schem e
vield Eqg. [38) and Eqg. [39).
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