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T he recently m easured spin susceptibbility ofthe
two dim ensional electron gas exhibits a strong
dependence on tem perature, w hich is incom pati-
ble with the standard Femrm i liquid phenom enol-
ogy. Here we show that the observed tem per—
ature behavior is inherent to ballistic two di-
m ensional electrons. Besides the singleparticle
and collective excitations, the therm odynam —
ics of Ferm i liguid system s includes e ects of
the branch—cut singularities originating from the
edges of the continuum ofpairs of quasiparticles.
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. Calculation of the spin sus-—
ceptibility in such a situation requires a non-
perturbative treatm ent of the interactions. As
in high-energy physics, a m ixture of the collec—
tive excitations and pairs of quasiparticles can be
e ectively described by a pole in the com plex m o—
m entum plane. This analysis provides a natural
explanation for the observed tem perature depen-—
dence of the spin susceptibility, both in sign and
m agnitude.

T he tem perature dependences of the therm odynam ic
quantities In the Fem i liquid have been origmally at—
tributed to the sm earing of the quasiparticle distribu-—
tion near the Fem i surface [I]. This yields a relatively
weak, quadratic in tem perature, e ect. A contribution
of collective excitations, which In dim ensions larger than
one has a an all phase space has been ignored. There
is a Jacuna in this picture. Both the shgl-particle and
collective excitations are described by poles in the cor-
resgponding correlation functions. However, besides the
poles there are branch-cut singularities originating from
the edges of the continuum of pairs of quasiparticles.
Such branch-cut singularities have not been given ade—
quate attention in the theory ofFem 1 liquid system s. In
the Fem 1 liquid theory, a rescattering of pairs of quasi-
particles is considered for the description ofthe collective
excitations w hich exist under certain conditions. T his is
not all that the rescattering of pairs does. Regardless
ofthe existence (or absence) of the collective m odes, the
excitations near the edges of the continuum cannot be
treated as Independent as a consequence of the rescat-
tering. The them odynam ics of Fermn i liquid system s is
not exhausted by the contrbutions of the single-particle
and collective exciations. In interacting system s, as a

result of the m ultiple rescattering, the branch-cut singu-
larities generate anom alous tem perature dependences n
the them odynam ic potential.

M otivated by recent measurem ents in the silicon
m etaloxide-sam iconductor eld-e ect transistors (Si-
MOSFETs) [2], we study here the tem perature depen—
dence ofthe sopin susceptbility, (T), n the two dinen-
sional (2D ) electron gas in the ballistic regin e. E xperi-
m ent Indicates that In the m etallic range ofdensities and
for tem peratures exceeding the elastic scattering rate,
T > 1= o, the electrons In SIM OSFET behave as an
isotropic Fem i liquid with m oderately strong interac—
tions. In particular, the Shubnikov-de H aas oscillations
both without and with an inplane m agnetic eld indi-
cate clearly the existence ofa Fem isurface [3,14,/5]. The
only observation [2] incom patible w ih the sinpl Ferm i
licquid phenom enology is a surprisingly strong tem pera—
ture dependence of (T). Thisbehavior occurs in a w ide
range of densities that rules out proxinity toa T = 0
quantum criticalpoint as an explanation ofthe observed
tem perature e ect. In this Report we show that such
a tem perature behavior of the soin susceptibility is n—
herent to 2D ballistic electrons. W e explain the experi-
m ent by m eans ofanom alous linear in T temm s [6] gener—
ated by the electron-electron (ee) Interactionsin (T).
In recent papers, linear in T tem s have been studied
Intensely wihin perturbation theory [I, 8, |9, 110, 111].
H ow ever, these w orkspredict the susceptibility Increasing
w ith tem perature, while the trend observed in the exper—
In ent is opposite. Taken seriously, this discrepancy indi-
cates that we encounter a non-perturbative phenom enon.
Here we show that a consistent treatm ent ofthee ect of
rescattering ofpairsofquasiparticlesin di erent channels
provides an explanation ofthe observed tem perature de—
pendence of

H ow anom alous tem perature term s are gener—
ated in spin susceptibility. Technically, the multiple
rescattering of pairs of quasiparticles is represented by
ladder diagram s where each section describes a propa-
gation of a pair of quasiparticles between the rescatter—
Ing events; see Fig. 1. The collective excitations reveal
them selves as pol singularities in the ladder diagram s.
W hen the pole enters into the continuum of tw o-particle
excitations, collective exciation decay. Each of the in-
term ediate sections in the ladder diagram s carries two
branch-point singularities which re ect the edges of the
continuum of pairs of quasiparticles. T herefore the cor-
relation finction describing a free propagation of a pair
of quasiparticles has a branch cut. The analysis of the
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e ectsofthe branch-cut singularities on tem perature de—
pendences In the them odynam ic potential is the ob fct
ofthisReport. In the them odynam ic potential the con—
tribution ofthe processes ofm ultiple rescattering is given
by the so—called ring diagram s, ie., a series of closed lad-
der diagram s. For the ladder diagram s, the constraints
In posed by the conservation of the m om entum and en-
ergy are most e ective because they are applied to a
m Inin alnum ber of quasiparticles. In this way, the dom -
nant termm s are generated in the them odynam ic poten—
tial. O therw ise sum m ations over a large num ber of inter—
m ediate states an ear out the singularities generated by
the rescattering processes.

FIG. 1: The diagram illustrating two rescattering events.
Lines connecting the interaction am plitudes are called a
\section". Sections represent a propagation ofa pair of quasi-
particlesbetw een rescatterings. D epending on the direction of
the arrow s (om itted here) the section m ay represent the prop—
agation of particle-hole (p-h) or particleparticle (Cooper)
pairs.

W e have to consider series ofthe ring diagram s in three
di erent channels, ie., In the particle-hol (@-h), the
particle-particle (€ ooper), and the 2kr -scattering chan-
nels. The rsttwo channelsare standard forFem iliquid
theory. T he third one ism ostly known in connection w ith
the K ohn anom aly in the polarization operator [L2]. W e
start by analyzing the anom alous tem perature termm s in
the p-h channel. W ithin Fem i liquid theory, the ee in—
teraction am plitude depends on the angl between the
noom Ing and outgoing directions of a scattered parti-
cle and °and is comm only described in tem s of the
angular ham onics. To understand how the anom alous
tem perature tem s are generated in the spn susceptibil-
iy, ket us assum e for a m om ent that the zero ham onic,

o, dom inates the Interaction am plitude; = (. In the
case of a singke ham onic, propagation of a p-h pair is
described by the angular a ged dynam ic correlation
function ,Sg=hS ( )i=!= (! + )? @¢ )?, where

=g g (I+ ()H isthe soin split energy induced by an
extermalm agnetic eldH and (1+ () describbestheFem i

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

Femm i liguid theory [L3] as E, while the propagation of a p-

h pair is described by the dynam ic correlation function S ( ) =
=+ qvp cos ); see Eq. 7 in the Appendix. R epulsion

corregponds to ’; > 0, and Pom eranchuk’s instability is at
k1.

licquid renom alization ofthe g—factor. T he function Sq is

In aghary when (for a given m om entum ) the frequency

liesw ithin the continuum ofthe particle-hole excitations.
T he edges of the particle-hole continuum reveal them —
selves in Sy as a branch-point singularities. Since the

position of the branch cut §§ + Jj< w g depends on

the m agnetic eld, the m agnetization of the electron gas
becom es sensitive to the analytical properties of the two—
particle correlation function near the edge of the con-—
tinuum . The series of ladder diagram s describing the

rescattering of p-h pairs generates the follow ing term in

the m agnetization (for derivation see Egs. (12) and (13)

In the Appendix):

d! !
M = — coth—
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where% = !+ ;wetamporarilyputg g 1+ ()=2equal

to one. Besides the branch-cut singularities originating
from the particle-hole continuum , the expression in Eq.1

exhbits a poke generated by | +  *2 (@¢ )?, which

determm nesthe spectrum ofthe collective excitations, ie.,
the soin-wave excitations [L4]. N ote that the expansion,
eftherin orin ,destroysthe subtle structure ofthe de—
nom nator changing its analytical properties. O bviously,
we encounter a non-perturbative phenom enon.

In the case of a weak magnetic ed, < T, the
collective excitations and the continuum ofparticle-hole
excitations are not wellkseparated. T herefore, calcula—
tions of the them odynam ic quantities, eg., m agneti-
zation, should be perform ed w ith care as the contrbu-
tions from the collective and singl-particle excitations
are not independent. Perform ing the g-integration by
contours in the com plex gplane (one should keep In m ind
that the analytical properties in the ! plane di er from
that In the gplane), we nd that this m xture of ex—
citations is e ectively captured by a pol in the com -
plex momentum plane. This nding is rem iniscent of
the R egge pole description of the scattering processes in
high-energy physics [L3]. For € 0, the gintegral is
non-vanishing only when the pol in the com plex gplane
(@ ootprint of the spin-w ave excitations) m oves Into the
iIn aghary axis?y This move occurs withih an interval

< ! < =1+ ). At amall this interval has
a width that, by the way, explainswhy in @ M =@
we cannot set  to zero. O nly after the g-integration, we
get or M an expression which (@tnon-zero T ) isreqular

Y An altemative calculation w ithout referring to the com plex g-
plane is presented in A ppendix.
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where is the density of states (per spin) at the Fem i

surface. Expanding in ,we obtain a linearin T correc—
tion in the soin susceptibility:

— + (3)
F 1+ 1+

A comment isin orderhere. At rstglance, a linear in
T term in (T ) cannotbe reconciled w ith the third lJaw of
them odynam ics, St o = 0, In view ofthe M axwell re—
lation @M =Q@T )y = (@S=QH ); . T his observation is the
core ofthe statem ent on the textbook levelthat the para—
m agneticbehaviorwih ! T + const cannot exist at
su clently low tem perature; see eg. Ref. [L4]. The well
known vanishing of the coe cient of them al expansion
at the absolute zero has the sam e origin. In this kind of
argum entation, it is ndirectly assum ed that the them o-
dynam ic potentialhas a regqular expansion in both of its
argum entsaround H ;T = 07 In fact,Eg.2 dem onstrates
that them agnetization M = THm #H =T ) hasa strong
dependence on the order of lmits H;T ! 0. We see
from Eq.2that M / HT whenT > H;butforT < H
the tem perature dependence disappearsand M / HZ.
The solution to the con ict with the third law of ther-
m odynam ics is that the m agnetic eld range over which

M / H shrinkstozeroasT ! 0,and M acquiresa
non-linear In H behavior outside this range. At T ! O,
w hich unavoidably brings us into the region T < H , the
only indisputable condition im posed by the third law is
lim ted to vanishing of (@M =Q@T )y . Evidently, Eq. 2
com plies w ith this requirement at T=H ! 0. T herefore,
the existence of a linear in T correction In the spin sus—
ceptbility is legitin ate and may persistdown to T ! 0O,
provided that T > H .

W hy spin susceptibility decreases w ith tem per—
ature. The soin susoceptibility as given by Eg. 3 contra—
dicts the experim ent. A ccording to Eq. 3 the spin suscep—
tbility should increasew ith T , while In the experin ent it
decreases. Below we o era resolution to thispuzzle. W e
would lke rst to indicate a subtlety In the them ody-
nam ic potentialterm w ith tw o rescattering sections (ie.,
in the temm proportionalto ?; see Fig. 2. Obvicusly in
the ring diagram s the num ber of sections is equalto the
num ber of the interaction am plitudes). W e show below

* W e are not aw are of a sim ilardiscussion ofthe them alexpansion
coe cient (as well as elastic constants) at low tem peratures. In
the context ofthe spin susceptibility the question hasbeen raised
by M isawa [L7]who guessed (incorrectly) a non analytic form of
the them odynam ic potential.

that the tem 2 in the spin susceptbility is heav—
iky dom inated by the scattering sharply peaked near the

backward direction, 0= (throughout the paper
the tem "backw ard scattering” w il be used to refer to

this process). This fact leads to far reaching physical
consequences, because the diagram w ith tw o rescattering

sections dom Inated by backward scattering can be read

In threedi erentways. Such a diagram can be tw isted so
as to also descrbe the rescattering in the C ooper chan-—
nel* or two sections in the 2ky -scattering channel; see

Fig. 2 for explanations. T herefore, overlapping of all
three channels takes place. In order to explain the sign

of the e ect, i is necessary to sinulaneously consider
di erent channels and to avoid the double counting of
the contributions generated by di erent channels. This
is the centralpoint in our calculation of (T).

Before proceeding further, lt us outline the conse-
quences of the overlapping of the three channels which
takes place on the level of two rescattering sections. In—
stead of counting the tem 2 i the p-h channel, we
count i wihin the Cooper channel where it eventually
gets killed o by logarithm ic renom alizations of the in—
teraction am plitudes. T herefore, we have to subtract the
tw o-section term from p h In Eg.3 which includes it
along w ith higher order term s. A s a resul of this sub-
traction Eq. 3 has to be replaced by Egs. (5) and (6)
below . In the rest of this section we give the details of
this procedure.

Let us st show how the backward scattering arises
In two p-h rescattering sections. This requires a cal-
culation of (T) In which the full ham onic content of

( % is ncluded. W hen the amplitudes , and

n with di erent ham onics n and m are involved, the
propagation of the p-h pair between the rescattering
events is de ed by the dynam ic correlation functions
Som = [(* L2 ¢ )2 )= g ™IS,. Despite the
nontrivial dependence of S, on the ham onics indices,
the contrbution to (T) in the second order ofee Inter—
action am plitudes acquires a very sin ple form :

X
@ = T A @)

F

nm

P
Because  ( 1 , is equalto the backward scatter-
ing am plitude (), this contrdoution reducesto ) =

* In fact, an arbitrary num ber of rescattering sections appears in
the Cooper channel after such tw isting, but only two of them
are used here for the extraction ofthe anom alous in tem perature
tem s. T he role of all other sections is to renom alize logarith—
m ically the e-e interaction am plitudes in the C ooper channel. In
the text, we refer the tem \section" in the C ooper channel only
to those of them that generate linear in T temm s. T his allow s us
to speak sin ultaneously about tw o sections and the renomm alized
e-e am plitudes w ithout confuision.
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FIG . 2: The diagram s at the top present the ring diagram s
in the electron-hole channel. Left diagram show s the two—
section term which is controlled by the backward scattering;
them om enta in the four G reen’s functions are along the sam e
direction: 1;2 + kr and 3;4 ks . The G reen functions
are num bered to keep track of them after the rearrangem ent
in di erent channels. R ight diagram at thebottom show show
the two-section term can be read in the 2ky channel. Here
the shaded areas represent the interaction am plitudes in the
2kg channel. T he lines inside the shaded areas are drawn to
clarify the spin structure and to indicate the source of the
relevant renom alizations. Left diagram s at the bottom show
the result of tw isting of the tw o—section temm into the C ooper
channel. In the serdes of the C ooper lJadder diagram s obtained
iIn this way only two sections (m arked by num bered G reen’s
functions) are responsble for the Iinear in T term in the spin
susceptibility. T he role of all other sections is to renom alize
logarithm ically the ee interaction am plitudes.

Cooper

T=r) 2()! Wehave checked that exactly the same

result can be obtained by the calculation oftw o rescatter—
Ing sections in the C ooper channel, or in the 2ky channel.

In the calculation of the C ooper channel, we use the an—
gular ham onics of the particleparticle correlation func—
tions. O nce again, despite the nontrivial dependence of
these correlation functions on their ham onics indices,

the result reduces to the backw ard scattering am plitude;

details w ill be published elsew here [L8]. M oreover, this

calculation yieldsthe same coe clentasin Eg.4. In the

case of the 2kr channelthe presenceof ( ) mhEg.4 is
evident, but one hasto check the coe cient. O n the level
of tw o rescattering sections the contributions generated

in three channelscoincide (ie., in (3, allthree channels

overlap), as we described above.

W enow analyze the problem ofthe renom alizationsof
the lnear in T tem s. It is easy to check that unlke the
case of one-din ensional electrons [L9], the higher order
termm s In the 2k —scattering channel are not im portant
in 2D . Therefore, we w ill not discuss this channel fur-

{' A calculation with the use of angular ham onics has been per-
form ed in [L1] for the anom alous tem s in the speci c heat; it
also leads to the backward scattering am plitude ( ).

ther and concentrate on the Interplay between the other
two channels. Up to this point, the interaction am pli-
tudes have played a rather passive roke In our calcula—
tions. The peak near the backward scattering direction
hasbeen generated by the dynam ic correlation functions
describing the propagation of pairs of particles in each
ofthe channels. T he interaction am plitudes have sin ply
supplied a featureless coe cient () In the two-section
term . To understand the true role of the ee Interac—
tion in the anom alous tem perature corrections we have
to abandon the central assum ption of the m icroscopic
Fem i liquid theory that di erent sections in the ladder
diagram sare independent. Indeed, w hen the rescattering
is dom inated by the backward scattering, a strong de—
pendence of the Interaction am plitude on its argum ents
In the p-h channel em erges from the logarithm s in the
Cooper channel (this is a weak version of the parquet
known for onedin ensional electrons [19]). In view of
this circum stance, In the case oftw o rescattering sections
w e have to take Into consideration the dependence of the
scatteringam plitude @; p+ g+ k; p+ k;p+ g)on
the argum ents g and k. W e resolve the problem of the
logarithm sby m oving the temm w ith tw o rescattering sec—
tions to the C ooper channelw here the logarithm ic renor-
m alizations originate. Thism ove is possble because the
termm s with two sections in di erent channels coincide.
N ote also that as a resut ofm oving the tw o-section term
to the Cooper channel we avoid the doubl counting of
the two—section tetm in three di erent channels. A fter
this step, as we discussed earlier, the contribution to the
sodn susceptbility from the p-h channelbecom es

°= o @) * ©)

W e now consider the contrbution to the soin suscep—
tbility from the Cooper channel. The rescattering in
the Cooper channel lads to the logarithm ic renomm al-
izations of the interaction am plitudes S (T)= S=(@1+

®I p=T) where ¢ are ham onics of the am plitude
In the Cooper channel. At su cintly small tem per—
atures, the repulsive am plitudes, g > 0, vanish as

€ (@) 1=h(r=T). @ e do not consider here the de-
veloping of the Instability for the attractive am plitudes
[L8] as it ism ost likely blocked by the disorder in the sys—
tem studied in Ref. 2Z].) Therefore, the Iinearin T temm s
generated In the Cooper channel are suppressed at low
tem peratures. Com Ing back to the discussion preceding
Eg.5, we now see that the logarithm ic renom alization
of the am plitudes in the term w ih two rescattering sec—
tions In the p-h channelresults in full elim ination ofthis
term at low enough tem peratures. T herefore, for the re—
pulsive ee interaction when only zero ham onic is kept,
the tem perature dependence of the spin susceptibility is
given by

T 2
= 2— %2+
r 1+ 1+



In contrast to the previous calculations, this result pro-
vides the sign ofthe tem perature dependence of the spin
susceptibility which coincidesw ith that cbserved experi-
mentally 2]. The expression In Eq. 6 has been obtained
by sum m ation ofthe ladderdiagram s in tw o channelsand
taking Into consideration the overlap of the tw o-section
term . In thisway we resolve the puzzle ofthe sign ofthe
tem perature trend n = (T ).

W e next note that the intervention of the Cooper
renom alizations In the p-h channel is e ective only for
the term w ith tw o rescattering sections. W e have checked
that the situation w ith a dom inant role of the backw ard
scattering is not generaland it does not occur for tem s
w ith m ore than two rescattering sections. A direct cal-
culation of the tgm w ith three interaction am plitudes

@ = T=r) (123) (1 2) (2 3) (3

1)d 1d 2d 3, perform ed with the use of the m ethods
sketched above, show s that there is only a weak (loga—
rithm ic) singularity nearthe backw ard scattering. T his is
farweakerthan the sharp -function peak near the back—
ward direction, 0= , in the case of two rescattering
sections. It is therefore safe to conclude that, unlke the
case of the two-section tem , the logarithm ic renom al-
izations are ine ective for three and m ore sections in the
ph channel.
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FIG .3: The experin entaldata forn= expressed n K and
depicted as a function of tem perature. is the spin suscep-
tibility determ ined from H = 0:7T spin m agnetization; n is
the density of the 2D electron gas In SiM O SFET . Num bers
in the Inset are density of the corresponding curves In unitsof
10%am 2.0 nly a fragm ent ofthe data ofR ef. ] correspond—
ing to the ballistic electrons is presented. D ata courtesy of
M .Reznikov (Technion, Haifa), used w ith pem ission.]

R elation to experim ent. Finally, let us discuss the
result of our analysis In connection w ih the m easure—
ment of the soin susceptbiliy In SIMOSFET [E]. In
Fig. 3 the data for a quantity n= are presented, where
n is the density of the 2D electron gas. W e focus here
on the curves corresponding to the ballistic range of the

densities. These curves exhbit a noticeable rise with
tem perature at T 15K , which is too strong for the
conventionalFerm iliquid theory; the conventionalFem i
Tiquid tem perature dependence w illbe nvisble on scales
used In the plot ofFig. 3. The data corresoond to the
range of densities and tem peratures w here the transport
is ballistic. The risihg curves In this plot indicate that
the soin susceptibility decreases w ith tem perature. W e
assum e here that this tem perature dependence is due to
the term given by Eq. 6, which wem ultiply by the fac-
tor 4 to account for two valleys. At lower tem peratures
the discussed e ect of the anom alous tem perature cor—
rections iscut-o by disorder. O ne can expand n= wih
respect to the tem perature corrections: @®m= )= T £( )
,2wheref ( )= 2=2 h(@+ )+ =+ ).Themodi ca—
tion ofthe spin susceptibility by the Stoner factor 1+ o)
dropsout from (= ). It is cancelled by the two factors
1+ o) in ignored so farbecause n thede nition of
thecombinationg g (I1+ ()=2hasbeen putequalto one.
Them ain advantage ofthe com bination = ) isthat its
tem perature dependence is determm ined by the dim ension—
Jess Interaction am plitudes only. In the discussed range
ofdensities, param eter ry isabout 3 4 (5 isthe ratio of
the energy of the ee interaction to the kinetic energy).
T herefore, one m ay expect the dim ensionless interaction
am plitudes to have a m agnitude 1. Perhaps even a
few leading ham onics m ay be involved. Forn € 0 har-
m onics enter in pairs, , = nrsand consequently £ ( )
should be slightly modi ed because of m ixing between

n and  ,; see Appendix for details. W hen the am pli-
tude 1 the finction f ( ) is of order uniy (eg. or

= 15 it isequalto 0:7). The slope ofthe curves = )
presented in Fig. 3 isalso 1, ie., of the sam e order of
m agnitude. Together these facts support our conclision
that at low tem perature the sign and the m agniude of
the tem peratuire dependence ofthe soin susogptibility can
be explained by the theory of the anom alous corrections
presented in this Report. At tem peratures com parable
w ith the Fem ienergy the logarithm ic suppression ofthe
Interaction am plitudes n the  (;)tem should becom e
ne ective. If so,when 1=In(y =T ) & the tem perature
dependence w ill change sign leading to a non-m onotonic
spin susceptibility. Unfortunately, the tem perature range
ofthe existingm easurem ent, T=y . 0:, does not allow
to verify this consequence of our theory.

To conclude, the therm odynam ics of Ferm i liquid sys—
tam s is not exhausted by the contributions of the single—
particle and collective excitations. These two types of
the excitations are described by the poles in the corre—
soonding correlation functions. However, the theory of
Fem i liquid system s is not com plete w ithout considera—
tion of the branch—cut singularities. In interacting sys—
tam s, as a result of the rescattering of quasiparticks,
the branch-cut sihgularities generate non-analyticities in
the them odynam ic potentialwhich revealthem selves in
anom alous tem perature dependences. T he observed tem —



perature dependence In the spin susceptibility of the 2D
electron gas can be explained in this way. The m echa—
nism determ ining the sign ofthe anom alous term s in the
sodn susceptibility discussed here m ay have im plications
for the physics near the quantum critical point at the
ferrom agnetic nstability.

APPEND IX

Here we present the details of the calculation of the
anom alous tem perature corrections to the spin suscep-—
tbility originating from the particle{hol ({h) channel
T he propagation ofthe pair ofthe quasiparticlesw ith the
opposite spn progctions in the p{h channel is described
(see x 17 In ref. 13 in the m ain text) by the two-particle
correlation function GG ;1 =(! ), where
p+q" p#= VrQ .Here = 2h isthe relative
shift of the chem ical potential equal to the Zeem an en—
ergy solitting; h = (g g =2)B . Ik is convenient to single
out the dynam ic part of this correlation fiinction:

GG L ; + S(g; i
|
S ol . = - 7)
s !+ ¥ qoos (
In this work, the static part of GG l;;; is absorbed

in the static Fem iliquid am plitudes * and willbe not
considered further. T he propagation ofa p{h pair is de—
scribed by the dynam ic correlation function S ( ). Erom
now on,wewillom i v in the product v g and consider
g asm easured in energy units.)

Let us st calculate the contrbution from the two
rescattering sections in the p{h channelto the anom alous
term In the them odynam ic potential:

X Z Z
(=¢)

n;m

In Sy n @!;

k k
n m
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Because the am plitudes w ith di erent ham onics , and

n are nvolved, the propagation of the p{h pair is de—
scribed by the angular harn%{onjcs ofthe tw o-particle cor-

relation fiinction, Sy n = @ =2 )S ( )&® ™)  where

| .
! L Pog ¥
So= jca——— Sléo= Sol
2 g q
9)
Herewe Introduce # = ! + . Integration over g can be

done by contours in the com plex g plane. This leads to
the follow ing frequency integral:
Z
(1P " 5
16
10)

d! !Zmﬂl?!sjgn&:

Perform ing the frequency integration for the soin sus—
ceptibility @ =@h’ wecometoEq.4 in themain
text:

(1p ™ok E a1)

T X
@) —
F

nm
W enow calculate the ladder diagram s In the p{h chan-
nel. W e start with the zero hamonic; o = For

com pleteness we willdo i in two di erent ways. The
contrbution to the them odynam ic potential is equalto

() 12)
2 o 1
= (=2p) dlooth— mon
2 2 1+ So@!; )
Z -
| L2
= (=2p) d!ooth—'@ﬁn]n—'pii:
2 2 T+ 22 g

Here we assum e that the frequency ! is slightly shifted
above the realaxes. Eq.1 in them ain text for the m ag—
netization M = @ =@h Pllowsinm ediately from this
expression. To proceed further, we observe that # and g
enter in Eq.[12] onky through the combiation ¥ ¢.
T herefore the expression inside the Integral vanishes un-
der the action of 4 1@=@% + g '@=Rg. W e use this to

write the m agnetization M = @ =@h asan integralof
the full derivative
Z
1 !
M = (= — coth — 4
( =r > > |
Z 4 a p R :
dg— In h—p—— a3
0 @ T+ 22 g

Collecting the contrbution at the lower 1m it of the g
Integral, we obtain
Z
d! ! +
(=) —ocoth—*dIm In
2 2 1+ 4

14)
| I

Herewe haveused that 42 di3 o = %, which corre-

sponds to the correct analytical structure of the square

root function n Sy and S;. For ! slightly above the real

axiswe have

!+ ; <1<
for >0 mMh—— = o
(+ D!+ 0; otherw ise
!+ ;o — < I <
for <0 mMh—F—F— = 1+ :
(+D!+ 0; otherw ise
15)

A s a consequence of taking an in agihary part, the fre—
quency integration is restricted to a narrow frequency
Interval around zero. A s a result we obtain Eqg. 2 of the
maln text:

(r+

|
—d! : 1
)ootl’12d 16)



Tt is instructive to reproduce the sam e result by am ore
powerfil (out also m ore delicate) m ethod of the integra-—
tion by contours in the com plex g plane. W e retum to
the expression form agnetization M :

5
|
5

a7

a1+ 2 g

An in portant property of this expression is that apart
from the branch cut on the real axes it also has poles
Ij;l the com plex g plane orighhating fnompzeros of !+
A2  @¢. Soling the equation !+ *2 & = 0

we nd that the poles never appear inside the branch
cut In the com plex g plne (the branch-cuts are along
the real axis, covering §fj > #). The pols are either
som ew here on the realaxesbetween % and % or appear
as a pair on the m agihary axis. For > 0 the poles

o 2 (*2

exist if < ! < 0. They are in aghary for <
I < =1+ ). For < 0 the inaghary poles exist
for =1+ )< ! < .] W e see that the conditions

that the poles are on the In agihary axes lead to the sam e
intervals as in Eq.[I5] above.

T he expression under the integral in Eq.[I7] is an odd
function ofg. This allow s us to rew rite the g Integralas
a contour integral in the com plex g plane. T he contour
consists oftw o lines going In the opposite direction above
and below the realaxis. M ore speci cally, the part ofthe
contourbelow the realaxis goes In the positive direction
when % > 0 and in the negative direction when * < 0.
T hus,

Z
]
M = ( =4p) d!ooth?
7
adg I+
c2 i@z G)( 1+ 2 g e

W hen there are no poles, or they are present but located
on the real axis g, the integral vanishes. (T he contour
C can be deform ed to a big circle where the function
underthe integraldropsas 1=d. However, the integral
does not vanish if the poles are on the Im agihary axis in
the com plex g plane. This occurs only for the frequency
Intervals discussed above. By deform ing the contour and
taking the residue we reproduce the Eq. 2 in the m ain
text.

So far, only one ham onic In the scattering am pli-
tude has been iterated w ithin the ring diagram s. M ore—
over, for the purypose of clarity i has been assum ed
that zero ham onic am plitude ( is dom nant lading
to Egq. 6 n the man text. W hen n & 0; ham onics
enter in pairs because ham onic am plitudes for n are

equal, , = n. When di erent ham onics are in-—
volved, the segm ents resenting the iterated ham onics
A h= a=@0+ L!= %2 &) haveto be connected by

a correlation function S, , which represents the "tran—
sition section" from , to , . For a particular case of
a pair of ham onics n s the transition section is S, .
The summ ation of the ring diagram s forn € 0 can be
perform ed by counting how m any tin es the section S,,
appears

Z
|
(nr nr ): (:2F) d! COth7
Z qd AN A
m My —— 19)
2 1 nSZn nSZn

In the ollow ng we w ill Iim it ourselvesto the rstm ix—
ngtem in In which the transition section S, appears
two tin es; this is reasonable when , . 1. For clarity,
wewilldenote , as . Then,

Z Z

(=2) dl coth— T

T+
)]
)]

plne

()= 2~ + () 1)
2F + ’
1
()=Z(=F)+ 22)
hZ = . 2n
: 4l 12 coth — i Rro
2 ( +)  * + !
i
+ (+ 3 ) :
The rst tem () is a part of the two section tem

w hich reduces to the square of the backward scattering
am plitude. It gets killed by the logarithm ic renom al-
izations In the Cooper channel as i has been discussed
In the main text; we will not keep this term anym ore.
The other term in Eq.[2]] is determ ined by the poles of

1=( !+ %2 &)when they areon the in aghary axis.
A fterpassingto a new variablkex = (!= + 1)1+ ;)= 4
we obtain In the lim i 1:
T n(+) n( )
()= 7 i @3)
2r (+ )

w here the fiinction describing the m ixing of two ham on—
ics is

2 b4 X 1

1
1+ o

al )= 1+

1+ 0 X
24)
T he last factor reduces the num ericalvalie of , so that

the correction from them ixing ofham onics isnoticeable



mostly for rst few hamonicswih n 6 1. Usihg the fact

that them agniude ofam plitudes ; and isequal, we
obtain
dn(a)
= 2 (T=f) i#: ©5)
d n

Finally, we obtain for a pair of non—zero ham onics n

h

i
2 T=) £(n)+ £( 22nln)”,

n60 — n) + n d R

@6)
Alltem s on the right-hand side start with 3. The last
term describes them odi cation of the tem perature tem
In the soin susceptibility for non—zero ham onics because
of the m ixing of , and n; compare wih Eqg. 6 In
the main text. At = 1, the value 2£( = 1) 0:0,
whereas for n 1;2;10 the corresponding values of

“dn( )=d )are024;0:16;0:04.

A sin ilar analysis can be perform ed for the term sw ith
three (orm ore) interaction am plitudes. W e check In this
way that orthehigherordertem s in thep{h channelthe
scattering does not reduce to the backward scattering.
T herefore, there is no overlap w ith the C ooper channel,
and the intervention of the C ooper channel is irrelevant
here.
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