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T he recently m easured spin susceptibility ofthe

tw o dim ensional electron gas exhibits a strong

dependence on tem perature,w hich is incom pati-

ble w ith the standard Ferm iliquid phenom enol-

ogy. H ere w e show that the observed tem per-

ature behavior is inherent to ballistic tw o di-

m ensional electrons. B esides the single-particle

and collective excitations, the therm odynam -

ics of Ferm i liquid system s includes e�ects of

the branch-cut singularities originating from the

edges ofthe continuum ofpairs ofquasiparticles.

A s a result of the rescattering induced by in-

teractions, the branch-cut singularities generate

non-analyticities in the therm odynam ic potential

w hich reveal them selves in anom alous tem pera-

ture dependences. C alculation of the spin sus-

ceptibility in such a situation requires a non-

perturbative treatm ent of the interactions. A s

in high-energy physics, a m ixture of the collec-

tive excitations and pairs ofquasiparticles can be

e�ectively described by a pole in the com plex m o-

m entum plane. T his analysis provides a natural

explanation for the observed tem perature depen-

dence ofthe spin susceptibility,both in sign and

m agnitude.

The tem perature dependences ofthe therm odynam ic

quantities in the Ferm iliquid have been originally at-

tributed to the sm earing of the quasiparticle distribu-

tion near the Ferm isurface [1]. This yields a relatively

weak,quadratic in tem perature,e� ect. A contribution

ofcollectiveexcitations,which in dim ensionslargerthan

one has a sm allphase space has been ignored. There

isa lacuna in thispicture. Both the single-particle and

collective excitations are described by poles in the cor-

responding correlation functions. However,besides the

polesthere are branch-cutsingularitiesoriginating from

the edges of the continuum of pairs of quasiparticles.

Such branch-cut singularities have not been given ade-

quateattention in thetheory ofFerm iliquid system s.In

the Ferm iliquid theory,a rescattering ofpairsofquasi-

particlesisconsidered forthedescription ofthecollective

excitationswhich existundercertain conditions.Thisis

not allthat the rescattering ofpairs does. Regardless

oftheexistence(orabsence)ofthecollectivem odes,the

excitations near the edges ofthe continuum cannot be

treated as independent as a consequence ofthe rescat-

tering. The therm odynam ics ofFerm iliquid system s is

notexhausted by the contributionsofthe single-particle

and collective excitations. In interacting system s,as a

resultofthem ultiple rescattering,thebranch-cutsingu-

laritiesgenerateanom aloustem perature dependencesin

the therm odynam icpotential.

M otivated by recent m easurem ents in the silicon

m etal-oxide-sem iconductor � eld-e� ect transistors (Si-

M O SFETs) [2],we study here the tem perature depen-

dence ofthe spin susceptibility,�(T),in the two dim en-

sional(2D)electron gasin the ballistic regim e. Experi-

m entindicatesthatin them etallicrangeofdensitiesand

for tem peratures exceeding the elastic scattering rate,

T > 1=�el,the electrons in Si-M O SFET behave as an

isotropic Ferm i liquid with m oderately strong interac-

tions. In particular,the Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations

both without and with an in-plane m agnetic � eld indi-

cateclearly theexistenceofaFerm isurface[3,4,5].The

only observation [2]incom patible with the sim ple Ferm i

liquid phenom enology is a surprisingly strong tem pera-

turedependenceof�(T).Thisbehavioroccursin a wide

range ofdensities that rules out proxim ity to a T = 0

quantum criticalpointasan explanation oftheobserved

tem perature e� ect. In this Report we show that such

a tem perature behavior ofthe spin susceptibility is in-

herentto 2D ballistic electrons. W e explain the experi-

m entby m eansofanom alouslinearin T term s[6]gener-

ated by the electron-electron (e-e)interactionsin �(T).

In recent papers,linear in T term s have been studied

intensely within perturbation theory [7, 8, 9, 10, 11].

However,theseworkspredictthesusceptibilityincreasing

with tem perature,whilethetrend observed in theexper-

im entisopposite.Taken seriously,thisdiscrepancy indi-

catesthatweencounteranon-perturbativephenom enon.

Hereweshow thata consistenttreatm entofthee� ectof

rescatteringofpairsofquasiparticlesin di� erentchannels

providesan explanation oftheobserved tem peraturede-

pendence of�.

H ow anom alous tem perature term s are gener-

ated in spin susceptibility. Technically,the m ultiple

rescattering ofpairs ofquasiparticles is represented by

ladder diagram s where each section describes a propa-

gation ofa pairofquasiparticlesbetween the rescatter-

ing events;see Fig.1. The collective excitations reveal

them selves as pole singularities in the ladder diagram s.

W hen thepoleentersinto thecontinuum oftwo-particle

excitations,collective excitation decay. Each ofthe in-

term ediate sections in the ladder diagram s carries two

branch-pointsingularitieswhich re
 ectthe edgesofthe

continuum ofpairsofquasiparticles. Therefore the cor-

relation function describing a free propagation ofa pair

ofquasiparticles has a branch cut. The analysis ofthe

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611733v1
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e� ectsofthebranch-cutsingularitieson tem peraturede-

pendencesin the therm odynam ic potentialisthe object

ofthisReport.In thetherm odynam icpotentialthecon-

tribution oftheprocessesofm ultiplerescatteringisgiven

by theso-called ring diagram s,i.e.,a seriesofclosed lad-

der diagram s. For the ladder diagram s,the constraints

im posed by the conservation ofthe m om entum and en-

ergy are m ost e� ective because they are applied to a

m inim alnum berofquasiparticles.In thisway,thedom -

inantterm sare generated in the therm odynam ic poten-

tial.O therwisesum m ationsovera largenum berofinter-

m ediate states sm earout the singularities generated by

the rescattering processes.
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FIG . 1: The diagram illustrating two rescattering events.

Lines connecting the interaction am plitudes � are called a

\section".Sectionsrepresenta propagation ofa pairofquasi-

particlesbetween rescatterings.D ependingon thedirection of

thearrows(om itted here)thesection m ay representtheprop-

agation of particle-hole (p-h) or particle-particle (Cooper)

pairs.

W ehavetoconsiderseriesoftheringdiagram sin three

di� erent channels, i.e., in the particle-hole (p-h), the

particle-particle (Cooper),and the 2kF -scattering chan-

nels.The� rsttwochannelsarestandard forFerm iliquid

theory.Thethird oneism ostlyknown in connection with

the K ohn anom aly in the polarization operator[12].W e

startby analyzing the anom aloustem perature term sin

the p-h channel.W ithin Ferm iliquid theory,the e-e in-

teraction am plitude depends on the angle between the

incom ing and outgoing directions ofa scattered parti-

cle � and �0 and is com m only described in term softhe

angular harm onics. To understand how the anom alous

tem peratureterm saregenerated in the spin susceptibil-

ity,letusassum e fora m om entthatthe zero harm onic,

�0,dom inatesthe interaction am plitude;
 = �0.In the

case ofa single harm onic,propagation ofa p-h pair is

described by the angular averaged dynam ic correlation

function�,S0 = hS(�)i= !=
p
(! + � )2 � (qvF )

2,where

� = g�B (1+ �0)H isthespin splitenergy induced by an

externalm agnetic� eld H and(1+ �0)describestheFerm i

� W e work with the dim ensionless static am plitudes known in

Ferm i liquid theory [13] as �k
n
, while the propagation of a p-

h pair is described by the dynam ic correlation function S(�) =

!=(! + � � qvF cos�); see Eq.7 in the A ppendix. R epulsion

corresponds to �k
n

> 0, and Pom eranchuk’s instability is at

�k
n
! 1 .

liquid renorm alization oftheg-factor.Thefunction S0 is

im aginary when (for a given m om entum )the frequency

lieswithin thecontinuum oftheparticle-holeexcitations.

The edges ofthe particle-hole continuum revealthem -

selves in S0 as a branch-point singularities. Since the

position ofthe branch cut j! + � j< vF q depends on

them agnetic� eld,them agnetization oftheelectron gas

becom essensitiveto theanalyticalpropertiesofthetwo-

particle correlation function near the edge ofthe con-

tinuum . The series of ladder diagram s describing the

rescattering ofp-h pairsgeneratesthe following term in

the m agnetization (forderivation see Eqs.(12)and (13)

in the Appendix):

�M =

Z
d!

2�
coth

�!

2

Im

Z 1

0

qdq

�


!~!
�
~!2 � (qvF )

2
��

! +

p
~!2 � (qvF )

2
�; (1)

where~! = !+ � ;wetem porarilyputg�B (1+ �0)=2equal

to one. Besides the branch-cut singularities originating

from theparticle-holecontinuum ,theexpression in Eq.1

exhibitsa pole generated by 
! +
p
~!2 � (qvF )

2,which

determ inesthespectrum ofthecollectiveexcitations,i.e.,

the spin-waveexcitations[14].Note thatthe expansion,

eitherin 
 orin � ,destroysthesubtlestructureofthede-

nom inatorchanging itsanalyticalproperties.O bviously,

weencountera non-perturbativephenom enon.

In the case of a weak m agnetic � eld, � < T, the

collective excitationsand the continuum ofparticle-hole

excitations are not well-separated. Therefore,calcula-

tions of the therm odynam ic quantities, e.g., m agneti-

zation,should be perform ed with care as the contribu-

tions from the collective and single-particle excitations

are not independent. Perform ing the q-integration by

contoursin thecom plexq-plane(oneshould keep in m ind

thatthe analyticalpropertiesin the !-plane di� erfrom

that in the q-plane), we � nd that this m ixture of ex-

citations is e� ectively captured by a pole in the com -

plex m om entum plane. This � nding is rem iniscent of

the Reggepole description ofthe scattering processesin

high-energy physics [15]. For � 6= 0,the q-integralis

non-vanishingonly when thepolein thecom plex q-plane

(a footprintofthe spin-waveexcitations)m ovesinto the

im aginary axis.y This m ove occurs within an interval

� � < ! < � � =(1 + 
). At sm all
 this intervalhas

a width 
� that,by the way,explainswhy in @�M =@�

wecannotset� to zero.O nly aftertheq-integration,we

getfor�M an expression which (atnon-zeroT)isregular

y A n alternative calculation without referring to the com plex q-

plane ispresented in A ppendix.
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both in 
 and � :

�M = �
�

2�F

Z � � =(1+ 
)

� �

(! + � )coth
�!

2
d! ; (2)

where � is the density ofstates (per spin)atthe Ferm i

surface.Expanding in � ,weobtain a linearin T correc-

tion in thespin susceptibility:

��p� h = � 2�
T

�F

�

ln
1

1+ 

+




1+ 


�

: (3)

A com m entisin orderhere.At� rstglance,a linearin

T term in �(T)cannotbereconciled with thethird law of

therm odynam ics,ST ! 0 = 0,in view ofthe M axwellre-

lation (@M =@T)H = (@S=@H )T .Thisobservation isthe

coreofthestatem enton thetextbook levelthatthepara-

m agneticbehaviorwith �� 1 � T + constcannotexistat

su� ciently low tem perature;see e.g.Ref.[16].The well

known vanishing ofthe coe� cientoftherm alexpansion

atthe absolutezero hasthe sam eorigin.In thiskind of

argum entation,itisindirectly assum ed thatthetherm o-

dynam icpotentialhasa regularexpansion in both ofits

argum entsaroundH ;T = 0.z In fact,Eq.2 dem onstrates

thatthem agnetization �M = TH m
(H =T)hasa strong

dependence on the order oflim its H ;T ! 0. W e see

from Eq.2 that�M / H T when T > H ;butforT < H

the tem perature dependence disappearsand �M / H 2.

The solution to the con
 ict with the third law ofther-

m odynam icsisthatthe m agnetic � eld rangeoverwhich

�M / H shrinks to zero asT ! 0,and �M acquiresa

non-linearin H behavioroutside thisrange. AtT ! 0,

which unavoidably bringsusinto the region T < H ,the

only indisputable condition im posed by the third law is

lim ited to vanishing of (@M =@T)H . Evidently, Eq. 2

com plieswith thisrequirem entatT=H ! 0.Therefore,

the existence ofa linearin T correction in the spin sus-

ceptibility islegitim ateand m ay persistdown to T ! 0,

provided thatT > H .

W hy spin susceptibility decreases w ith tem per-

ature.Thespin susceptibility asgiven by Eq.3 contra-

dictstheexperim ent.AccordingtoEq.3 thespin suscep-

tibility should increasewith T,whilein theexperim entit

decreases.Below weo� era resolution to thispuzzle.W e

would like � rst to indicate a subtlety in the therm ody-

nam icpotentialterm with two rescattering sections(i.e.,

in the term proportionalto �2;see Fig.2.O bviously in

the ring diagram sthe num berofsectionsisequalto the

num ber ofthe interaction am plitudes). W e show below

z W earenotawareofa sim ilardiscussion ofthetherm alexpansion

coe� cient (as wellas elastic constants) atlow tem peratures. In

thecontextofthespin susceptibility thequestion hasbeen raised

by M isawa [17]who guessed (incorrectly)a non analytic form of

the therm odynam ic potential.

that the term � �2 in the spin susceptibility is heav-

ily dom inated by the scattering sharply peaked nearthe

backward direction,� � �0 = � (throughout the paper

the term "backward scattering" willbe used to referto

this process). This fact leads to far reaching physical

consequences,becausethediagram with tworescattering

sectionsdom inated by backward scattering can be read

in threedi� erentways.Such adiagram can betwisted so

asto also describe the rescattering in the Cooperchan-

nelx or two sections in the 2kF -scattering channel; see

Fig. 2 for explanations. Therefore, overlapping of all

three channelstakesplace. In orderto explain the sign

ofthe e� ect,it is necessary to sim ultaneously consider

di� erent channels and to avoid the double counting of

the contributions generated by di� erent channels. This

isthe centralpointin ourcalculation of�(T).

Before proceeding further, let us outline the conse-

quences ofthe overlapping ofthe three channels which

takesplace on the leveloftwo rescattering sections.In-

stead ofcounting the term � �2 in the p-h channel,we

count it within the Cooper channelwhere it eventually

getskilled o� by logarithm ic renorm alizationsofthe in-

teraction am plitudes.Therefore,wehaveto subtractthe

two-section term from ��p� h in Eq.3 which includesit

along with higher order term s. As a result ofthis sub-

traction Eq.3 has to be replaced by Eqs.(5) and (6)

below. In the restofthis section we give the details of

thisprocedure.

Let us � rst show how the backward scattering arises

in two p-h rescattering sections. This requires a cal-

culation of�(T) in which the fullharm onic content of

� (� � �0) is included. W hen the am plitudes �n and

�m with di� erentharm onics n and m are involved,the

propagation of the p-h pair between the rescattering

eventsisdescribed by the dynam iccorrelation functions

Snm = [(~! �
p
~!2 � (vF q)

2 )=vF q]
jn� m jS0. Despite the

nontrivialdependence ofSnm on the harm onicsindices,

thecontribution to �(T)in thesecond orderofe-e inter-

action am plitudesacquiresa very sim ple form :

��(2) = �
T

�F

X

nm

(� 1)
n+ m

�n�m : (4)

Because
P

n
(� 1)n�n is equalto the backward scatter-

ing am plitude� (�),thiscontribution reducesto ��(2) =

x In fact,an arbitrary num ber ofrescattering sections appears in

the Cooper channel after such twisting, but only two of them

areused hereforthe extraction ofthe anom alousin tem perature

term s. The role ofallother sections is to renorm alize logarith-

m ically the e-e interaction am plitudesin the Cooperchannel. In

the text,we referthe term \section" in the Cooperchannelonly

to those ofthem thatgenerate linearin T term s.Thisallowsus

to speak sim ultaneously abouttwo sectionsand therenorm alized

e-e am plitudes without confusion.
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FIG .2: The diagram s at the top present the ring diagram s

in the electron-hole channel. Left diagram shows the two-

section term which iscontrolled by the backward scattering;

them om enta in thefourG reen’sfunctionsarealong thesam e

direction: 1;2 � + kF and 3;4 � � kF . The G reen functions

are num bered to keep track ofthem afterthe rearrangem ent

in di�erentchannels.Rightdiagram atthebottom showshow

the two-section term can be read in the 2kF -channel. Here

the shaded areas representthe interaction am plitudesin the

2kF -channel.The linesinside the shaded areasare drawn to

clarify the spin structure and to indicate the source of the

relevantrenorm alizations.Leftdiagram satthebottom show

theresultoftwisting ofthetwo-section term into theCooper

channel.In theseriesoftheCooperladderdiagram sobtained

in this way only two sections (m arked by num bered G reen’s

functions)are responsible forthelinearin T term in thespin

susceptibility.The role ofallothersectionsisto renorm alize

logarithm ically the e-e interaction am plitudes.

(T=�F )��
2(�).{ W e havechecked thatexactly the sam e

resultcan beobtained bythecalculation oftworescatter-

ingsectionsin theCooperchannel,orin the2kF -channel.

In thecalculation ofthe Cooperchannel,weusethe an-

gularharm onicsoftheparticle-particlecorrelation func-

tions. O nce again,despite the nontrivialdependence of

these correlation functions on their harm onics indices,

theresultreducesto thebackward scattering am plitude;

details willbe published elsewhere [18]. M oreover,this

calculation yieldsthesam ecoe� cientasin Eq.4.In the

case ofthe 2kF -channelthe presence of� (�)in Eq.4 is

evident,butonehastocheck thecoe� cient.O n thelevel

oftwo rescattering sectionsthe contributions generated

in threechannelscoincide(i.e.,in ��(2) allthreechannels

overlap),aswedescribed above.

W enow analyzetheproblem oftherenorm alizationsof

the linearin T term s.Itiseasy to check thatunlikethe

case ofone-dim ensionalelectrons [19],the higher order

term s in the 2kF -scattering channelare not im portant

in 2D.Therefore,we willnot discuss this channelfur-

{ A calculation with the use ofangular harm onics has been per-

form ed in [11]for the anom alous term s in the speci� c heat; it

also leads to the backward scattering am plitude � (�).

therand concentrateon the interplay between the other

two channels. Up to this point,the interaction am pli-

tudes have played a rather passive role in our calcula-

tions. The peak nearthe backward scattering direction

hasbeen generated by thedynam iccorrelation functions

describing the propagation ofpairs ofparticles in each

ofthechannels.Theinteraction am plitudeshavesim ply

supplied a featurelesscoe� cient� (�)in the two-section

term . To understand the true role ofthe e-e interac-

tion in the anom alous tem perature correctionswe have

to abandon the centralassum ption of the m icroscopic

Ferm iliquid theory thatdi� erentsectionsin the ladder

diagram sareindependent.Indeed,when therescattering

is dom inated by the backward scattering,a strong de-

pendence ofthe interaction am plitude on its argum ents

in the p-h channelem erges from the logarithm s in the

Cooper channel(this is a weak version ofthe parquet

known for one-dim ensionalelectrons [19]). In view of

thiscircum stance,in thecaseoftworescatteringsections

wehaveto takeinto consideration thedependenceofthe

scatteringam plitude� (p;� p + q + k;� p + k;p + q)on

the argum entsq and k. W e resolve the problem ofthe

logarithm sby m ovingtheterm with tworescatteringsec-

tionstotheCooperchannelwherethelogarithm icrenor-

m alizationsoriginate.Thism oveispossiblebecause the

term s with two sections in di� erent channels coincide.

Notealso thatasa resultofm ovingthetwo-section term

to the Cooper channelwe avoid the double counting of

the two-section term in three di� erent channels. After

thisstep,aswediscussed earlier,thecontribution to the

spin susceptibility from the p-h channelbecom es

��
0
= ��p� h � ��(2): (5)

W e now considerthe contribution to the spin suscep-

tibility from the Cooper channel. The rescattering in

the Cooper channelleads to the logarithm ic renorm al-

izationsofthe interaction am plitudes�Cn (T)= �Cn =(1+

�Cn ln�F =T) where �Cn are harm onics ofthe am plitude

in the Cooper channel. At su� ciently sm all tem per-

atures, the repulsive am plitudes, �Cn > 0, vanish as

�Cn (T)� 1=ln(�F =T). (W e do notconsiderhere the de-

veloping ofthe instability for the attractive am plitudes

[18]asitism ostlikely blocked by thedisorderin thesys-

tem studied in Ref.[2].) Therefore,thelinearin T term s

generated in the Cooper channelare suppressed at low

tem peratures. Com ing back to the discussion preceding

Eq.5,we now see thatthe logarithm ic renorm alization

ofthe am plitudesin the term with two rescattering sec-

tionsin thep-h channelresultsin fullelim ination ofthis

term atlow enough tem peratures.Therefore,forthe re-

pulsive e-e interaction when only zero harm oniciskept,

the tem perature dependence ofthe spin susceptibility is

given by

�� = � 2�
T

�F

�



2
=2+ ln

1

1+ 

+




1+ 


�

: (6)
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In contrastto the previouscalculations,thisresultpro-

videsthesign ofthetem peraturedependenceofthespin

susceptibility which coincideswith thatobserved experi-

m entally [2].The expression in Eq.6 hasbeen obtained

bysum m ation oftheladderdiagram sin twochannelsand

taking into consideration the overlap ofthe two-section

term .In thisway weresolvethepuzzleofthesign ofthe

tem peraturetrend in �(T).

W e next note that the intervention of the Cooper

renorm alizationsin the p-h channelis e� ective only for

theterm with tworescatteringsections.W ehavechecked

thatthe situation with a dom inantroleofthe backward

scattering isnotgeneraland itdoesnotoccurforterm s

with m ore than two rescattering sections. A directcal-

culation ofthe term with three interaction am plitudes

��(3) = (T=�F )�
R
�(�1�2�3)� (�1 � �2)� (�2 � �3)� (�3 �

�1)d�1d�2d�3, perform ed with the use of the m ethods

sketched above,shows that there is only a weak (loga-

rithm ic)singularitynearthebackwardscattering.Thisis

farweakerthan thesharp �-function peak neartheback-

ward direction,� � �0= �,in thecaseoftwo rescattering

sections.Itistherefore safe to conclude that,unlike the

case ofthe two-section term ,the logarithm ic renorm al-

izationsareine� ectiveforthreeand m oresectionsin the

p-h channel.

2 3 4
T,K

15

20

25

n�Χ,K

44

48

52

56

60

FIG .3:The experim entaldata forn=� expressed in K
� and

depicted as a function oftem perature. � is the spin suscep-

tibility determ ined from H = 0:7T spin m agnetization;n is

the density ofthe 2D electron gas in Si-M O SFET.Num bers

in theinsetaredensity ofthecorresponding curvesin unitsof

1010cm �2 .O nly afragm entofthedataofRef.[2]correspond-

ing to the ballistic electrons is presented. [D ata courtesy of

M .Reznikov (Technion,Haifa),used with perm ission.]

R elation to experim ent.Finally,letusdiscussthe

result ofour analysis in connection with the m easure-

m ent ofthe spin susceptibility in Si-M O SFET [2]. In

Fig.3 the data fora quantity n=� are presented,where

n is the density ofthe 2D electron gas. W e focus here

on the curvescorresponding to the ballistic rangeofthe

densities. These curves exhibit a noticeable rise with

tem perature at T � 1:5K ,which is too strong for the

conventionalFerm iliquid theory;theconventionalFerm i

liquid tem peraturedependencewillbeinvisibleon scales

used in the plot ofFig.3. The data correspond to the

rangeofdensitiesand tem peratureswherethetransport

is ballistic. The rising curves in this plot indicate that

the spin susceptibility decreases with tem perature. W e

assum eherethatthistem peraturedependence isdue to

theterm �� given byEq.6,which wem ultiply by thefac-

tor4 to accountfortwo valleys. Atlowertem peratures

the discussed e� ect ofthe anom alous tem perature cor-

rectionsiscut-o� by disorder.O necan expand n=� with

respectto thetem peraturecorrections:�(n=�)= T f(
)

,wheref(
)= 
2=2� ln(1+ 
)+ 
=(1+ 
).Them odi� ca-

tion ofthespin susceptibilitybytheStonerfactor(1+ �0)

dropsoutfrom �(n=�).Itiscancelled by thetwo factors

(1+ �0)in �� ignored sofarbecausein thede� nition of�

thecom bination g�B (1+ �0)=2hasbeen putequaltoone.

Them ain advantageofthecom bination �(n=�)isthatits

tem peraturedependenceisdeterm ined bythedim ension-

lessinteraction am plitudesonly. In the discussed range

ofdensities,param eterrs isabout3� 4(rs istheratioof

the energy ofthe e-e interaction to the kinetic energy).

Therefore,onem ay expectthe dim ensionlessinteraction

am plitudes to have a m agnitude � 1. Perhaps even a

few leading harm onicsm ay be involved. Forn 6= 0 har-

m onicsenterin pairs,�n = �� n,and consequently f(
)

should be slightly m odi� ed because ofm ixing between

�n and �� n;seeAppendix fordetails.W hen the am pli-

tude 
 � 1 the function f(
)isoforderunity (e.g.,for


 = 1:5itisequalto0:7).Theslopeofthecurves�(n=�)

presented in Fig.3 isalso � 1,i.e.,ofthe sam e orderof

m agnitude.Togetherthese factssupportourconclusion

thatatlow tem perature the sign and the m agnitude of

thetem peraturedependenceofthespin susceptibilitycan

beexplained by the theory ofthe anom alouscorrections

presented in this Report. At tem peratures com parable

with theFerm ienergy thelogarithm icsuppression ofthe

interaction am plitudesin the ��(2)-term should becom e

ine� ective.Ifso,when 1=ln(�F =T)& 
 the tem perature

dependence willchangesign leading to a non-m onotonic

spin susceptibility.Unfortunately,thetem peraturerange

oftheexisting m easurem ent,T=�F . 0:1,doesnotallow

to verify thisconsequenceofourtheory.

To conclude,the therm odynam icsofFerm iliquid sys-

tem sisnotexhausted by thecontributionsofthesingle-

particle and collective excitations. These two types of

the excitations are described by the poles in the corre-

sponding correlation functions. However,the theory of

Ferm iliquid system sisnotcom plete withoutconsidera-

tion ofthe branch-cut singularities. In interacting sys-

tem s, as a result of the rescattering of quasiparticles,

thebranch-cutsingularitiesgeneratenon-analyticitiesin

thetherm odynam icpotentialwhich revealthem selvesin

anom aloustem peraturedependences.Theobserved tem -
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peraturedependence in the spin susceptibility ofthe 2D

electron gas can be explained in this way. The m echa-

nism determ ining thesign oftheanom alousterm sin the

spin susceptibility discussed here m ay have im plications

for the physics near the quantum criticalpoint at the

ferrom agneticinstability.

A P P EN D IX

Here we present the details ofthe calculation ofthe

anom alous tem perature corrections to the spin suscep-

tibility originating from theparticle{hole(p{h)channel.

Thepropagation ofthepairofthequasiparticleswith the

oppositespin projectionsin thep{h channelisdescribed

(see x 17 in ref.13 in the m ain text)by the two-particle

correlation function [G G ]q;!;� = � ��=(! � ��), where

�� = �p+ q"� �p# = vF q� � .Here� = 2h istherelative

shift ofthe chem icalpotentialequalto the Zeem an en-

ergy splitting;h = (g�B =2)B . Itisconvenientto single

outthe dynam icpartofthiscorrelation function:

[G G ]q;!;� = � � + �S(�)q;!;� ;

S(�)q;!;� =
!

! + � � vF qcos�
: (7)

In this work, the static part of [G G ]q;!;� is absorbed

in the static Ferm i-liquid am plitudes�k and willbe not

considered further.The propagation ofa p{h pairisde-

scribed by thedynam iccorrelation function S(�).(From

now on,wewillom itvF in theproductvF qand consider

q asm easured in energy units.)

Let us � rst calculate the contribution from the two

rescatteringsectionsin thep{h channeltotheanom alous

term in the therm odynam ic potential:


2(� ) = � (�=�F )
X

n;m

�kn�
k
m

4

Z
qdq

2�

Z

d! coth
�!

2

� Im
�
Sn� m (q;!;� )Sm � n(q;!;� )

	
: (8)

Becausetheam plitudeswith di� erentharm onics�n and

�m are involved,the propagation ofthe p{h pairis de-

scribed by theangularharm onicsofthetwo-particlecor-

relation function,Sn� m =
R
(d�=2�)S(�)ei(n� m )�,where

S0 =
!

p
~!2 � q2

Sl6= 0 =

 

~! �
p
~!2 � q2

q

! jlj

S0 :

(9)

Hereweintroduce ~! = ! + � .Integration overq can be

done by contoursin the com plex q plane. Thisleadsto

the following frequency integral:


2(� )= (�=�F )
X

n;m

(� 1)n� m �kn�
k
m

16

Z

d! !
2
coth

�!

2
sign~! :

(10)

Perform ing the frequency integration for the spin sus-

ceptibility � = � @2
 =@h2 wecom eto Eq.4 in them ain

text:

��(2) = �
T

�F

X

n;m

(� 1)
n� m

�
k
n�

k
m : (11)

W enow calculatetheladderdiagram sin thep{h chan-

nel. W e start with the zero harm onic; �0 = 
. For

com pleteness we willdo it in two di� erent ways. The

contribution to the therm odynam icpotentialisequalto

�
 (� ) (12)

= � (�=2�F )

Z

d! coth
�!

2

qdq

2�
Im ln

1

1+ 
S0(q;!;� )

= � (�=2�F )

Z

d! coth
�!

2

qdq

2�
Im ln

p
~!2 � q2


! +
p
~!2 � q2

:

Here we assum e thatthe frequency ! is slightly shifted

abovetherealaxes.Eq.1 in them ain textforthem ag-

netization �M = � @�
 =@h followsim m ediatelyfrom this

expression.To proceed further,weobservethat ~! and q

enter in Eq.12 only through the com bination ~!2 � q2.

Thereforetheexpression inside theintegralvanishesun-

der the action of ~!� 1@=@~! + q� 1@=@q. W e use this to

write the m agnetization M = � @
 =@h asan integralof

the fullderivative

�M = (�=�F )

Z
d!

2�
coth

�!

2
~!

Z 1

0

dq
@

@q

 

� Im ln

p
~!2 � q2


! +
p
~!2 � q2

!

: (13)

Collecting the contribution at the lower lim it ofthe q

integral,weobtain

�M = (�=�F )

Z
d!

2�
coth

�!

2
~! Im ln

~!


! + ~!
: (14)

Herewehaveused that
p
~!2 � q2jq! 0 = ~!,which corre-

sponds to the correctanalyticalstructure ofthe square

rootfunction in S0 and Sl.For! slightly abovethereal

axiswehave

for
 > 0 Im ln
! + �

(
 + 1)! + �
=

�
� �; � � < ! < � �

1+ 


0; otherwise

�

:

for
 < 0 Im ln
! + �

(
 + 1)! + �
=

�
�; � �

1+ 

< ! < � �

0; otherwise

�

:

(15)

As a consequence oftaking an im aginary part,the fre-

quency integration is restricted to a narrow frequency

intervalaround zero.Asa resultwe obtain Eq.2 ofthe

m ain text:

�M = �
�

2�F

Z � � =1+ 


� �

(! + � )coth
�!

2
d! : (16)
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Itisinstructivetoreproducethesam eresultby am ore

powerful(butalso m oredelicate)m ethod oftheintegra-

tion by contoursin the com plex q plane. W e return to

the expression form agnetization �M :

�M = (�=�F )

Z

d! coth
�!

2

Im

Z 1

0

qdq

2�


!~!

(~!2 � q2)(
! +
p
~!2 � q2)

: (17)

An im portant property ofthis expression is that apart

from the branch cut on the realaxes it also has poles

in the com plex q plane originating from zeros of
! +p
~!2 � q2. Solving the equation 
! +

p
~!2 � q2 = 0

we � nd that the poles never appear inside the branch

cut in the com plex q plane (the branch-cuts are along

the realaxis,covering jqj> ~!). The poles are either

som ewhereon therealaxesbetween � ~! and ~! orappear

as a pair on the im aginary axis. For 
 > 0 the poles

exist if� � < ! < 0. They are im aginary for � � <

! < � � =(1+ 
). [For
 < 0 the im aginary poles exist

for� � =(1+ 
)< ! < � � .]W e see thatthe conditions

thatthepolesareon theim aginary axeslead tothesam e

intervalsasin Eq.15 above.

The expression underthe integralin Eq.17 isan odd

function ofq.Thisallowsusto rewritethe q integralas

a contourintegralin the com plex q plane. The contour

consistsoftwolinesgoingin theoppositedirection above

and below therealaxis.M orespeci� cally,thepartofthe

contourbelow therealaxisgoesin thepositivedirection

when ~! > 0 and in the negative direction when ~! < 0.

Thus,

�M = (�=4�F )

Z

d! coth
�!

2
Z

C

qdq

2�i


!~!

(~!2 � q2)(
! +
p
~!2 � q2)

: (18)

W hen thereareno poles,orthey arepresentbutlocated

on the realaxis q,the integralvanishes. (The contour

C can be deform ed to a big circle where the function

undertheintegraldropsas� 1=q2.) However,theintegral

doesnotvanish ifthe polesareon the im aginary axisin

the com plex q plane.Thisoccursonly forthe frequency

intervalsdiscussed above.By deform ing thecontourand

taking the residue we reproduce the Eq.2 in the m ain

text.

So far, only one harm onic in the scattering am pli-

tude hasbeen iterated within the ring diagram s. M ore-

over, for the purpose of clarity it has been assum ed

that zero harm onic am plitude �0 is dom inant leading

to Eq.6 in the m ain text. W hen n 6= 0;harm onics

enter in pairs because harm onic am plitudes for � n are

equal, �n = �� n. W hen di� erent harm onics are in-

volved,thesegm entsrepresentingtheiterated harm onics


̂� n = �n=(1+ �n!=
p
~!2 � q2)haveto beconnected by

a correlation function Sn� m which representsthe "tran-

sition section" from �n to �m . For a particularcase of

a pair ofharm onics �� n,the transition section is S2n.

The sum m ation ofthe ring diagram s for n 6= 0 can be

perform ed by counting how m any tim esthe section S2n

appears

�
 (
n;
� n;� )= � (�=2�F )

Z

d! coth
�!

2

� Im

Z
qdq

2�
ln


̂n 
̂� n

1� 
̂nS2n 
̂� nS2n
: (19)

In thefollowingwewilllim itourselvestothe� rstm ix-

ingterm in �
 inwhich thetransitionsectionS2n appears

two tim es;this is reasonable when �n . 1. For clarity,

wewilldenote�� n as
� .Then,

�
 (� )= � (�=2�F )

Z

d! coth
�!

2
Im

Z
qdq

2�

�

+ !


+ ! +
p
~!2 � q2


� !


� ! +
p
~!2 � q2

 

~! �
p
~!2 � q2

~! +
p
~!2 � q2

! 2n

:

(20)

Theq integralisevaluated by contoursin thecom plex q

plane

�
 (� )= ��
2 T

2�F

+ 
� + �
� (� ); (21)

�
� (� )=
1

4
(�=�F )
+ 
� (22)

�

hZ � � =1+ 
+

� �

d! !
2
coth

�!

2


+

(
� � 
+ )

�
~! + 
+ !

~! � 
+ !

� 2n

+ (
+ $ 
� )

i

:

The � rst term �
 (� ) is a part ofthe two section term

which reduces to the square ofthe backward scattering

am plitude. It gets killed by the logarithm ic renorm al-

izationsin the Cooperchannelasit has been discussed

in the m ain text;we willnot keep this term anym ore.

The otherterm in Eq.21 isdeterm ined by the polesof

1=(
� !+
p
~!2 � q2)when theyareontheim aginaryaxis.

Afterpassingtoanew variablex = (!=� + 1)(1+ 
+ )=
+

weobtain in the lim it�� � 1:

�
� (� )= ��
2 T

2�F

+ 
�

�n(
+ )� �n(
� )

(
+ � 
� )
; (23)

wherethefunction describing them ixing oftwoharm on-

icsis

�n(
)=

2

1+ 


Z 1

0

dx

�

1�

x

1+ 


�  

x � 1

1+
1� 


1+ 

x

! 2n

:

(24)

Thelastfactorreducesthenum ericalvalueof�n so that

thecorrection from them ixingofharm onicsisnoticeable
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m ostly for� rstfew harm onicswith n 6= 1.Using thefact

thatthem agnitudeofam plitudes
+ and 
� isequal,we

obtain

��� = � 2�(T=�F )�
2
n

d�n(�n)

d�n
: (25)

Finally,weobtain fora pairofnon-zero harm onics� n

��n6= 0 = � 2�(T=�F )

h

f(�n)+ f(�� n)+ �
2
n

d�n(�n)

d�n

i

:

(26)

Allterm son the right-hand sidestartwith �3n.The last

term describesthem odi� cation ofthetem peratureterm

in thespin susceptibility fornon-zero harm onicsbecause

ofthe m ixing of�n and �� n; com pare with Eq.6 in

the m ain text. At � = 1,the value 2f(� = 1) � 0:6,

whereas for n = 1;2;10 the corresponding values of

�2(d�n(� )=d� )are0:24;0:16;0:04.

A sim ilaranalysiscan beperform ed fortheterm swith

three(orm ore)interaction am plitudes.W echeck in this

waythatforthehigherorderterm sin thep{h channelthe

scattering does not reduce to the backward scattering.

Therefore,there isno overlap with the Cooperchannel,

and the intervention ofthe Cooperchannelisirrelevant

here.
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