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The speci ¢ heat and susoeptibility data for *He on G rafil are analyzed in the
fram ew ork of the Landau Fem i liquid theory. The dom inant interaction between
3He quasiparticles is und to be in the p-wave channel for m ost experin entally
accessible areal densities of *He. This nteraction is attractive and gives rise to the
p-wave transition tem perature which form oderate areal densities is estin ated to be
on the scale of severalm illikelvin. T he relevance of these resuls to the anom aly In

the speci c heat observed at Ty = 32m K is discussed.
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E xperin ents on m onolayer In s of’He absorbed on G rafil [lIiJ]1and on *He*Hem ix-
ture In s on Nuclkopore substrate [fi[p] provide an opportunity to study in detail the prop—
erties of 2D Femn i liquids. Interest in this subct has grown since the validity of the
conventional Fem i liquid theory in 2D was questioned in the context of the high-T. super-
conductivity [§]. In the present approach, we fcus on the 2D Fem i liquid at su cintly
low densities where perturbative calculations [{] do not show any divergencies which m ight
signalthe breakdown ofthe Ferm iliquid description . A ccordingly, we assum e that the Fem i
Jiquid picture is valid or *He in two din ensions.

T he m ost rem arkable property of buk >He is a super uidity with nonzero angularm o—
mentum 1= 1 [{]. However, in \surface" *He the super uid transition has not yet been
odbserved. In what follow s, we analyze the possibility of super uidity ©r’*He on G rafilon
the basis of inform ation which can be nferred from experin ents on speci ¢ heat [] and
m agnetic susceptibiliy 3]. W e nd that form ost experin entally acoessble densities, this
system cannot be described by a m om entum independent (ie., swave) interaction. Instead,
the dom Inant Interaction com ponent is In the p-wave channel. T he corresoonding scattering
am plitude is attractive so that for m oderate densities one m ight expect to get relatively
high T, 100m K . However, our calculation yields an anom alously sm all prefactor in the
expression for T, n 2D which shifts the transition down to the m illikelvin region. The cal-
culated value of T, is reasonably close to 32m K , where the speci c heat anom aly in*He on
G rafoil has been cbserved ]. W e argue that this anom aly m ay correspond to the onset of
super uidity.

W e start with a brief review of the properties of dilute Fem i liquids []. At snall
densities, the swave com ponent of the scattering am plitude is dom inant. T he perturbative
expansion holds in powers of the product of the scattering am plitude and the density of
states at the Fem i surface, Ny. In three dinensions Ny / pr whilk the swave scattering
am plitude (scattering length) is nom ally of the sam e order as the range of the interaction
potential, ry. In two din ensions, the density of states N is independent of , but a low

density expansion is still possibl because the scattering am plitude in 2D tends to zero



logarithm ically as ! 0 [L0]. A coordingly, the expansion param eter for the 2D problem is
g()= 1=log(¢= ), where , 152 . W hen o, the expressions for the e ective m ass

m and m agnetic susceptibility in 2D are [[]:
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wherem ; and ; referto an idealgas of °He atom s.

The experim ental data on the density dependence of the speci ¢ heat and m agnetic
susceptibility are presently available or*He on G rafil I3l and or°He*He Inson the
N uclkopore substrate §§]. The Jatter case ismore di cult to analyse because a >He atom
occupies a surface bound state on top of “He and its hydrodynam ic m ass is substantially
larger than the atom ic m ass of *He due to the interaction w ith underlying *He layers [[J].
In what ©llows, we concentrate solkly on the properties of the He In on G rafil. The
experin ental results for the e ective m ass [[I] along w ith theoretical predictions for the s-
wave and p-wave scattering am plitudes are presented in Figfll. A Ithough the higher order
term s in g m ay be in portant for larger densities, it is clear from F igf]] that the (logarithm ic)
density dependence of g is too weak to account for the fast Increase of the e ective m ass
as density Increases. The above discrepancy signals that in the experim entally accessble
region of densities the 1= 0 ham onic does not overshadow the higher angular m om entum
com ponents. In general, in this situation allhamm onics should have equalstrength . H owever,
we found that the plot ofm =m versus iswelldescrbed by a simple twhich involvesonly
the p-wave com ponent of the scattering am pliude € igfl):
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The nearly linear behavior ofm=m asa function of which is seen in the experin ents [i]
even at relatively snall indicates that for’He absorbed on G rafil the p-wave com ponent

of the scattering am plitude is anom alously large so that it overshadow s the contribution



from the swave channel in nearly the entire experim entally accessble range of densities.
T his fact inspires us to reexam ine the low -energy expansion for *He on G rafil.

To proceed w ith the theoretical description, consider rst the case when the Bom ap-—
proxim ation is valid, ie. the scattering am plitude coincides with the soin independent
interaction potentialU k° k). Sinpl algebra then yields F? = m=2 K)U K’ k),
F°= m =2 H)QU 0) U ® k)).Hereboth K¥and k are on the Fem i surface, so that
F % depend only on the angle between them . T he Interaction potential can be expanded
at Iow densitiesasU k° k)=U Q)+ ¢ kf+ m=U@0+2p @1 cos )+ 0 @).
This iInm ediately yields the fllow ing expressions for the e ective mass (sam e as [2)) and

soin susceptibbility:
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Leaving the detailed com parison w ith the experin ent to the study ofthe e ectsbeyond
the Bom approxin ation, we m erely conclide at this point that in order to account for the
Increase of the e ective mass, should be positive so that the pairing interaction in the
p-wave channel is attractive [[3]. The coupling constant for the p-wave pairing is of the
orderofl ms3=m .Sincethe experin ent show sthatthee ectivem assm ay wellexceed the
barem assand  isnearly 1K, it isnot clear a prioriwhy no super uid transition hasbeen
observed down to them illkelvin tem perature region. To address this issue, wenow calculate
explicitly the transition tem perature n a 2D Fem igasw ith p-wave attractive potential and
show that the prefactor in T, is anom alously sn all in two din ensions.

A way to calculate the prefactor in T. in a weak coupling approxin ation is to start w ith
perturbation theory and collect all second order contrbutions to the pairing vertex which
com e from the Integration overm om enta far from the Femn isurface [[4]. T he renom alized
vertex should then be substituted into the Cooper channel and the Integration w ithin the
Jladder should be restricted to a region close to the Fem isurface w here the logarithm ic term

is dom inant. By carrying out the above procedure, one obtains an equation for T, [[4]:
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where g is a coupling constant and  is a num erical factor. Solving @), one gets T, =
rexXp( l=g),where p = p exp( ).

A though for any interaction strength the weak ooupling approxin ation is valid
at su clently low density, the renomn alized p-wave vertex In the Cooper channel

; pid: ) () (Cos = pfscpﬁ) generally cannot be expressed In tem s of a
single param eter because the totalp-wave scattering am plitude is an unknown nonuniversal
quadratic function of the m om enta. In other words, unlke for the swave cass, here one
can not substitute the sam e scattering am plitude Into all vertex functions in the second
order diagram s which contrbute to (). In view ofthis, we 1st perform the calculation
assum Ing that the Bom approxin ation is valid. Then we reconsider the problem by taking
Into acoount som e of the e ects beyond the Bom approxin ation.

T here are four second order diagram swhich contribute to (). Three ofthem are from
the zero sound channel F igJa—~<) whik the fourth is from the C ooper channel FigQd). The
evaluation of the zero sound diagram s is lengthy but straightforward. W e take advantage
of the fact that In the region of experin ental nterest the swave com ponent of the Interac-

tion is considerably am aller than the p-wave com ponent and neglect U (0), ie. substitute

Uk; ky 5ks kg4 )= K k)? Into the vertices ofFng. The calculation then
yields
97m “pi
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The last diagram (F ig8d) contains both log(r=T.) and the contrbution to the prefactor,
and also contributes to the vacuum renom alization which transform s the interaction po-
tential into the scattering am plitude 1. The vacuum renom alization has to be subtracted
from the diagram ofFig[dd. T his procedure elin inates ultraviolkt divergence in the theory

leaving r asthe only din ensional quantity:
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where In istheEuler constant C 0577 and £ is the p-wave scattering am plitude, which

in the Bom approxin ation isequalto 2 g=H.



Expressing (§) in term sof f; and combining it with {§), we get the renom alized pairing
Interaction in the pwave channel = , .+ 4 whicth includes both lading (logarithm ic)

and next to lrading order termm s n f; . The instability criterion then yields (f; < 0):
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W hik 2 = 1:13, the factorexp ( 112=15) 572  “1@educes T. i ﬁ) by m ore than
three orders of m agnitude. A s a result, even if the coupling constant g, = m f; 34 1,

the critical tem perature T, 10* 5.

T he resuls above were obtained in the Bom approxin ation, ie. under the assum ption
that the Bom parameter u / m3;=4 1 1. The validity of the Bom approxim ation
is, however, questionable for *He on G rafoil. Thdeed, i Hllows from @) that in the Bom
approxin ation the linear in density term in F§ istwo tim es Jarger than that in F . However,
the experin ental results []3] give a much an aller value for this ratio. This suggests that
the Bom param eter is, In fact, not an all and hence the density-independent (\vacuum ")
corrections to the Ferm iliquid param eters are in portant. W e calculated the leading vacuum

p—channel corrections in the sym m etrical gauge and obtained

@)

Sihce should be positive In order to acoount for the Increase ofm =m ; w ith the density,
vacuum corrections increase the lnear term In F; and reduce that in F§ which narrow s
the gap between theory and experinent. A t to the experin ent gives u 1 2,thatis
the vacuum oorrections are, ndeed, strong (the uncertainty in u is related to the swave
contribution to F§ which isdi cul to estin ate precisely) .

The next step would be to calculate T, beyond the Bom approxin ation. However,
we already m entioned that in order to soke the problm one needs to know what the
renom alized scattering am plitudes are for all com binations of the m om enta relevant to the

diagram s of F ig[. Such calculation is lengthy and not very inform ative because it isnot clear



w hether one can dealw ith only the lrading term in u in the region of param eters relevant to
the experin ents. B ecause ofthis com plication, below we use am ore qualitative approach and
Just take into account the fact that the soin structure ofthe p-w ave Interaction potentialdoes
not survive the e ect of vacuum renom alization, ie. the totalp-wave scattering am plitude
hasboth spin-independent and soin-dependent parts even ifthe niial interaction was spin—
Independent. A ccordingly, we m odel the e ect of vacuum renom alization by introducing
an e ective potential which satis es the Bom approxin ation condition and has both soin-—

independent and spin-dependent parts [[3]:

Ueer = U k° k) +U K k)~ o~ o: ©)
The low density expansion ofU isU ( )=U Q)+ 2 g2 1 cos )+ O (). Thise ective
potential reproducesmeasuredm () and ( ) quitewellor = =( + ) 03 04 (ote

much an aller uncertainty in ~ than in u) .
The calculation of T, with U.sr proceads along the sam e lines as above. W e skip the

Intermm ediate calculations and present only the result:
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T he p-wave coupling constant now is
m pg
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As it tumsout, = 03 04, nferred from the t to the experim ent, corresoonds to the

prefactor r = 003 004 . This value is Jarger than our earlier estin ate though is still
considerably sn aller than the p-wave resul in three dinensions, 01  [L4]. It is worth
m entioning here that orbulk °He the value of the prefactor nferred from the m easured T,
was found to be rather Insensitive to the particular form of the interaction E].

In order to estim ate T, we express the coupling constant g, as

Gp= (12)



For an alldensities, m ms and T, isexponentially an all. H owever, form oderate densities,
m issigni cantly larger than the barem ass and the coupling constant saturates at the value
L1+ 2 )t 05 0:6. Substituting this value of g into @),wegetTc 5 7mK which is
ofthe sam e order as Ty 32mK where the anom aly In the speci ¢ heat hasbeen cbserved.
A Though the quantitative agreem ent w ith the experin ent is unanticipated because of the
approxin ate nature of the theoretical considerations, our results indicate that the dense
\surface" °H e on G rafoilm ay becom e super uid in the experin entally accessible tem perature
range. Note that there is no true o -diagonal long range order In two dim ensions, but the
super uid density is nite below the transition [[I,1P]. The actual K osterlitz-T houless
transition tem perature doesnot di er substantially from the \m ean— eld" T which we have
caloulated fL91.

It is argued in [] that the speci cheat anomaly in°He on G mfilat Ty is an intrinsic
property of the uid monolayer. The caloulated value of T. {1() is com parabl with Ty,
but, unlke Ty, it signi cantly drops down at low densities. W e suggest that the density
Independence of Ty, observed in the experin entsm ay In fact be a result ofa phase ssparation
which acoom panies the super uid transition, that is for arbitrary density of°H e there is an
energetically stable super uid dense phase off Hebelow Ty . T his tentative scenario explains
both the lack of density dependence In Ty and a rapid decrease of the speci c heat below
Ty .

To summ arize, In this paper we have analysed the speci ¢ heat and susceptibility data
r3He on G rafil. W e Hund that the p-wave com ponent of the interaction between *He
quasiparticles is dom inant for all experin entally accessble areal densities of *He. This
Interaction is attractive and gives rise to a p-wave transition tem perature which for the
dense \surface" °He is estin ated to be in the m illikel/in tem perature region. W e suggest
that *He on G rafilm ay be super uid below 32mK where the anom aly in the speci c heat
has been observed.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. The density dependence of the e ective m ass ©r *He on G rabil. The experin ental
data ] is tted using the Interaction potentialw ith dom nant sw ave or p-w ave am plitudes (dotted

and dashed lines, respectively).

FIG . 2. Second orderdiagram swhich contribute to the pairing vertex. T he wavy lne represents

the Interaction potential.
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