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Failure of Ferm iLiguid Theory in 2D :

A Signal from Perturbation T heory
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Abstract

W e study the perturbative correction to the ground state energy eigenvalue of
a 2-din ensional dilute ferm i gas w ith weak short—+range two body repulsion.
From the structure of the energy shift we infer the presence of an induced
tw o body long range repulsive interaction i am ong the constituent electrons

r?
Indicating a potential nstability of the ferm i liquid ground state.
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T he discovery ofhigh T. superconductivity has led to the revival of interest in the physics
of strongly correlated electrons in two dim esions and the possbility of the failire of ferm 1
Jiquid theory. In this context, Anderson [[/] clain s that in 2-dim ensions there is a failure
of farm 1 liquid theory for a dilute gas of ferm ions even w ith a weak shortrange two body
repulsion. A nderson bases his argum ents on two inm portant facts: a) the presesnce ofa two
particle antibound state for arbitrarily sn all repulsion in a Hubbard m odel .n 2-dim ensions
@1, and b) presence ofa nite two particle phase shift in the forward scattering channel on
the form i surface. Several authors @{{L]] have studied this problem , and m ost of them have
concluded @{[] that at the level of perturbation theory there is no indication of a failure of
ferm 1 liquid theory. Anderson @] has also questioned the appropriateness of certain aspects
of conventional perturbation theory to settle this subtlk issue.

In this ktterwe study a dilute ferm igashaving a weak short—range tw o particle repulsion
using sin ple perturoation theory. In particular we look at the energy correction to a pair of
ferm ionsw ith arbitrary m om enta hk; and hk, inside the ferm isea and infer the presence of
an induced = interaction am ong the constituent ferm ions.

W e dentify two term s i, x, and g, x, , as kinetic energy shifts ofa ferm ion at k; due
to the presence of another at k, and vice versa. Their sum 4, + «,x, is given by the
cross channel tem , in the language of diagram s []]. In Landau’s form i liquid theory, this
sum is the cross channel contribution to the Landau param eter for the quasi particles. An
Inportant point isthat , x, and ,x, are shgular functionsof jk; k;, J.

A coording to us, the naturaldeocom position ofthe cross channeldiagram into two tem s,

xik, and ,x,, and their sihgular character suggests the follow ing: i) the tetms 4,
and ,x, are physically m eaningfiil separately and i) we should look at the m eaning and
consequences of their singularities before we proceed to consider the sum %, +  x,x;
as a Landau param eter for the ferm ion quasi particles. O ur suggestion becom es even m ore
m eaningfiil if the source of the singularity is capable of destroying the ferm i liquid ground
State.

Having em phasized the in portance of the sihgular character of i, and ,x,, We



proceed and nd that it can be caused by an induced é two body interaction am ong the
constituent ferm jons [L3]. T his lnduced two particle interaction is interpreted to arise from
the elim ination of virtual scattering to high energy states in the presence of the ferm i sea,
that is included in the perturbation theory [4].

In the spirit of renom alised perturbation theory, the induced 2-body potential is used
In our next step as the e ective interaction between the ferm ions. In 2-d, the long range
two body poten‘cjalr—l2 causes a nite phase shift n the schannel as the relative m om entum
tends to zero. This nite phase shift in plies a scattering length a’ which diverges as the
size of the systam . Hence the conventional ferm i liquid perturoation expansion in temm s of
kr a fails, lndicating an instability of the fem i liquid ground state. Here ky is the ferm i
W ave vector.

A ttheend ofthe ktterwe discusshow ocurwork di ers from ealierworks [E], In particular
that of Stam p []]. In portant di erences of ourwork from that of A nderson are also pointed
out at the end.

W e now proceed to calculate the correction to the ground state energy follow ng the
m ethod of A brikosov and K halatnikov [I3]which wasused recently by som e authors for the
2-d case [Af]]. Thism ethod is essentially an expansion in powers of the scattering length (@
physically m easurable quantity) rather than the strength ofthe bare short range Interaction.

W e consider the ollow Ing H am iltonian:
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where c’s are the ferm ion operators and U4 is the Fourder transform of a short range two
body interaction U (r). W e can also view the above as the Iow density lin it of the H ubbard
m odel In two din ensions, when U4 hasno g dependence. Follow Ing Stam p and collaborators

ﬂ] we de ne a dim ensionless interaction constant . To second order in  , the ground state
energy shift [[13] is given by
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The param eter isde ned in tem sofU, as
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The dependence of on k; and k, can be ignored for low densities.

The rsttem In equation (1) isthe unperturoed kinetic energy in the ground state. T he
seoond temm is the H artree term . The third term is the m ost interesting term forus. Let us
considertw o electrons in statesk; 1 andk, , . They contribute an energy % i+ k3) to the
unperturbed ground state energy eigenvalue. W ewould ke to nd out the correction to this
tw o particle contribution from them any body processes considered w ithin our perturbation

theory, which is a one step renom alisation. T his correction is given by
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Here the rst temn E (k 1;k;) is a symm etric function of k; and k, and is the Cooper
channel contrbution. This is not of interest to us, as it does not kad to any m om entum
shift,w hose value is com parable to the k-space lattice spacing - . Hence we w illnot consider
thisany m ore. T he second and third tem s are the cross channel tem s that are unusual [[4].
T heir existence sokly depends on the fact that we have identical particles and a ferm i sea.
In the absence of the ferm i sea they are sin ply absent in the second order energy correction.
Also, x,x, Isnota symm etric function ofk; and k;:
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Sihce we are interested in  nding how occupied states w thin the ferm i sea are a ected, we
will only consider the case k;;k, < kg . The summ ation over k3 and k,; is easily sinpli ed
to give the follow ng two din ensional integral:
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w here ﬁlz is the unit vector along the direction ofk; k,. This integral can be perform ed
ﬁ] to give us the result
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W e give a new interpretation to this singular term . T he above expression has the form
of an energy Increase arising from a G alilean boost — it represents the kinetic energy change
arising from am om entum shift. The ferm ion at k; experiences a m om entum shift ow ing to
the presence of a ferm ion at k, . Them om entum  shift is
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Ifwe consider two ad pcent points in k-space, ie., k; ko = T the above m om entum shift
is
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which is of the order of the spacing in m om entum space and hence indicates a nite phase
shift
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T his expression agreesw ith A nderson’sphase shift calculation f]] orsm allU . &t is interesting
to note that the energy shift (equation 6) has the sam e form that Anderson [ll] proposed as
a singular forward scattering termm . H owever, we would like to re-em phasize that ours is not
an expression for a scattering am plitude but a correction to the kinetic energy of a particle
In scattering state k; due to the existence of another particke in scattering state k,. W e
w illnow show that this singular form of kinetic energy shift arises if there is a lJonge range
potential of the form r_12 In 2-din ension.

In what follow swe show that a two body problm w ith a repulsive potentjalofé Intwo
din ensions produces the sam e analytic form ofm om entum shift as given by equation (5)
From this we shall infer the presence of an induced r—lz potential between two particles at

long distances In ourm any body problen .



In a two body problem ifwe know the m om entum shift of scattering states for allk, from
the form of the kinetic energy correction, we can infer the asym ptotic form of the e ective
two body potential. T his isbecause them om entum shift directly represents them odi cation
of the wave function in the asym ptotic region, which In tum is detem ined by the phase
shift due to the two body scattering. F inally, once we know the two body phase shift for
two arbitrary scattering states, we can nd the asym ptotic behaviour of the potential.

W e concentrate on plane wave states and nd how their energies get m odi ed due to
any phase shifts in the various angularm om entum channels. W e w ill consider the repulsive
potential V (r) = = between two particlkes and oconsider this In the relative co-ordinate
system . Here r is the relhtive separation between the two particles and is a constant.
W e will assum e the llow Ing boundary condition on a circle of radiis R about the origin:

r) = 0 for r= R. Ifwe consider a two partick problem In a nie domain lke a
disc, the boundary condition in tem s of the relative co-ordinates is not sin ple because
of the coupling of the center of m ass and relative co-ordinates. However, the resuls are
not qualitatively m odi ed by our sin pli ed boundary condition. In the relative co-ordinate
system , the Schrodinger equation becom es sin ple and the scattering states are characterised
by radial and angular m om entum quantum numbers g and m . The scattering states are

Bess=l functions, that have the asym ptotic fom :
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U sing this asym ptotic form and in posing our boundary condition it is easy to see that the

phase shift of the m -th partialwave is
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where = 2;1“—25 . The above states are radial eigen functions. H owever, we are Interested
In seeing how plane wave states get m odi ed in the presence of interaction. W e can easily
obtain the phase shift su ered by the scattering states that are plane waves by the follow Ing

wave packet analysis fl]. Recall that partial waves are cbtained by coherent superposition



of allplane waves having the sam e m agnitude of the wave vector but w ith various directions
In k-space w ith appropriate phase factors. In the sam e way we can reconstruct plane waves
from thepartialwaves. In doing so, only the largem partial states contribute dom nantly. In
fact, if q is the value of the radialm om entum , the partialwaves that contribbute dom nantly
have the value of m given by ZTm g. Substituting this value ofm in equation (9) we get
the phase shift su ered by the plane wave:
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Thisphase shift is nite when g takes the kast value of . That is, y, @= ;) = -5 . This

niephase shift n the schannelasq! 0 iswellknown forthe r—lz potential in 2-din ensions.
From thiswe nd that them omentum shift su ered by the plane wave w ith wave vector g

is given by
2
o
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By symm etry, the direction ofm om entum schift is in the sam e direction as g. Notice that
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them om entum shift has a singular dependence on g. H owever, the change in kinetic energy
In the relhtive co-ordinate system is
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which isnon-singular and independent ofqg. Thusthe r—lz potential n 2-din ensions is anom a-—
Jous In the sense that for two particle plane wave states, the kinetic energy shift of relative
m otion has no singular dependence on the relative m om entum g even though m om entum

shift is sihgular. W e can substitute g = k; k, to go to the Iaboratory fram e and get the

shift in the kinetic energy change ofparticke 1
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and sin larly for particke 2. T his energy shift has the sam e form as the energy shift that we
obtained by perturbation theory for any two occupied plane wave states inside the ferm isea

(equation 6). T hus the pseudo potential that actsbetween two electrons in the the occupied



statesbelow the ferm isurface is ofr—l2 type at long distances. By com paring this energy shift
with equation (5) we nd that the the strength ofthe & tem is given by
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N otice that our analysis only brings out the long range part ofthe e ective interaction. The
short range divergence is cut o by the actualpotential.

Having found a long range renom alised or e ective interaction between any two con-
stituent particles in the ground state using perturbation theory, one has to use this as the
starting interaction in the soirt of renom alisation procedure to nd the properties of the

nal ground state. W e cannot use the conventional perturbation theory w ith the r—lz poten—
tial. T his isbecause this repulsive potential has a scattering length in 2-d which diverges as
L, the size of the systam . This is to be contrasted w ith the scattering length for the short
range repulsive potential in 2-d, which diverges as logL . T his logarithm ic divergence is still
m anageable In conventional perturoation theory. O nce we have a stronger divergence as L
there seam s to be no way of controlling the conventional perturbation expansion thersby
Indicating an instability of the ferm i liquid ground state.

To get around this di culy, we have form ulated a new approad, which enables
us to write down the asym ptotic behaviour of Iow energy m any body wave functions that
exhiit a non—ferm i liquid behaviour. W e w ill discuss this in a forthcom ing paper [17].

W hat does our analysis predict for the known cases of 1 and 3-d interacting fermm igas?
In 1-d we get a strong signal from the cross tem s apart from other tem s, Indicating the
failire of ferm 1 liquid theory. In 3-d, the cross channel contrbution , x, has a shgular

form
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ask; and k, approaching each other. H owever, the denom inator has an L instead ofan L?
as in two dim ensions. W e can read o the phase shift and m om entum shift when k; ! k,.

The phase shift is , which vanishesasL ! 1 . Themomentum shift vanishes as

1
L



Liz . Therefore, ferm i liquid theory survives in 3-d for an all repulsive interaction. Thus our
results are consistent w ith known results In one and two dim ensions.

In conclusion, we would ke to m ake a com parision of our work w ith that of Stamp [1].
Stam p ollowed Landau’s theory, lke other authors. In addition he was the st to notice
the two singular pieces of the cross channel contribution. H owever, he attributed m eaning
onlytothesum ¢, x,+ «x,x, (Which isnon-singular) asa cross channel contribution to the
Landau param eter. This led hin to conclude that at that level ferm i liquid state is stable.
On the other hand, we point out that this can be done only as long as there are no parts
of the energy correction that is singular, which in principle could indicate the presence ofa

nite phase shift as the relative m om entum tends to zero. For exam ple, In three dim ension
there is no such correction and femm i liquid theory survives in the sense that there is no

nie phase shift. Once a term indicating the presence of a nite phase shift is present, i
signals an instability of the ferm i liquid state and we have to nd the induced interaction
that is responsibl for the m om entum shift and then proceed to get the ground state In the
presence of this nduced interaction. There are other cases In 2-din ensions, where ferm i
liquid theory seem s to fail [I§].

Even though our approach is inspired by A nderson’s works, it has the follow ing di er—
ences: i) we are not calculating the phase shift in the sense what A nderson does ii)T he
anom alous energy shift has a shgular form very much lke the singular forward scattering
that A nderson proposed —however, what we are calculating is neither a Landau param eter
nor a scattering am plitude, but sin ply an energy shift. iil) our kinetic energy shift which
signals the presence of an induced é potential occurs for all pairs of electrons inside the
ferm i sea — it isnot con ned to states close to the ferm i surface. Th a sense we give a st
m icroscopic derivation for the induced long range interaction that A nderson has con ectured.

I thank H ide Fukuyam a for sending m e Stam p’s paper []]. M y recent visits sharpened
som e of my thinking. Ithank S.Doniach, R B. Laughlin (Stanford), PW .Anderson, D .
Sherrington O xford), P.Guinea and D . Cam pbell (San Sebastian) for hospitality. I thank

M uthukum ar for several proof readings.
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