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A Signalfrom Perturbation T heory
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Abstract

W estudytheperturbativecorrection totheground stateenergy eigenvalueof

a 2-dim ensionaldilute ferm igas with weak short-range two body repulsion.

From the structure ofthe energy shift we infer the presence ofan induced

two body long rangerepulsiveinteraction
1

r
2
am ong theconstituentelectrons

indicating a potentialinstability ofthe ferm iliquid ground state.
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Thediscovery ofhigh Tc superconductivity hasled totherevivalofinterestin thephysics

ofstrongly correlated electronsin two dim esionsand the possibility ofthe failure offerm i

liquid theory. In thiscontext,Anderson [1,2]claim sthatin 2-dim ensionsthere isa failure

offerm iliquid theory fora dilute gasofferm ionseven with a weak short-range two body

repulsion. Anderson baseshisargum entson two im portantfacts:a)the presence ofa two

particleanti-bound stateforarbitrarily sm allrepulsion in aHubbard m odelin 2-dim ensions

[3],and b)presence ofa �nitetwo particlephaseshiftin theforward scattering channelon

theferm isurface.Severalauthors[4{11]havestudied thisproblem ,and m ostofthem have

concluded [4{8]thatatthelevelofperturbation theory thereisno indication ofa failureof

ferm iliquid theory.Anderson [2]hasalso questioned theappropriatenessofcertain aspects

ofconventionalperturbation theory to settlethissubtleissue.

In thisletterwestudy adiluteferm igashavingaweak short-rangetwoparticlerepulsion

using sim pleperturbation theory.In particularwelook attheenergy correction to a pairof

ferm ionswith arbitrary m om enta �hk1 and �hk2 insidetheferm isea and inferthepresenceof

an induced 1

r2
interaction am ong theconstituentferm ions.

W e identify two term s�k1;k2 and �k2;k1,askinetic energy shiftsofa ferm ion atk1 due

to the presence ofanotheratk2 and vice versa. Theirsum �k1;k2 + �k2;k1 isgiven by the

crosschannelterm ,in the language ofdiagram s[7]. In Landau’sferm iliquid theory,this

sum isthe crosschannelcontribution to the Landau param eterforthe quasiparticles.An

im portantpointisthat�k1;k2 and �k2;k1 aresingularfunctionsofjk1 � k2 j.

According tous,thenaturaldecom position ofthecrosschanneldiagram into two term s,

�k1;k2 and �k2;k1,and their singular character suggests the following: i) the term s �k1;k2

and �k2;k1 arephysically m eaningfulseparately and ii)we should look atthe m eaning and

consequences oftheir singularities before we proceed to consider the sum �k1;k2 + �k2;k1

asa Landau param eterfortheferm ion quasiparticles.Oursuggestion becom eseven m ore

m eaningfulifthe source ofthe singularity iscapable ofdestroying the ferm iliquid ground

state.

Having em phasized the im portance ofthe singular character of�k1;k2 and �k2;k1,we
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proceed and �nd thatitcan be caused by an induced 1

r2
two body interaction am ong the

constituentferm ions[13].Thisinduced two particleinteraction isinterpreted to arisefrom

the elim ination ofvirtualscattering to high energy states in the presence ofthe ferm isea,

thatisincluded in the perturbation theory [14].

In the spiritofrenorm alised perturbation theory,the induced 2-body potentialisused

in ournext step asthe e�ective interaction between the ferm ions. In 2-d,the long range

two body potential 1

r2
causesa �nitephaseshiftin thes-channelastherelativem om entum

tendsto zero. This�nite phase shiftim pliesa scattering length ‘a’which diverges asthe

size ofthe system .Hence theconventionalferm iliquid perturbation expansion in term sof

kF a fails,indicating an instability ofthe ferm iliquid ground state. Here kF is the ferm i

wavevector.

Attheendoftheletterwediscusshow ourworkdi�ersfrom ealierworks[15],inparticular

thatofStam p [7].Im portantdi�erencesofourwork from thatofAnderson arealso pointed

outattheend.

W e now proceed to calculate the correction to the ground state energy following the

m ethod ofAbrikosov and Khalatnikov [12]which wasused recently by som eauthorsforthe

2-d case[5,7].Thism ethod isessentially an expansion in powersofthescattering length (a

physically m easurablequantity)ratherthan thestrength ofthebareshortrangeinteraction.

W econsiderthefollowing Ham iltonian:

H =
X �h

2
k2

2m e

c
y

k�ck� +
1

L2

X

Uqc
y

k� q�ck�c
y

k0+ q� �ck0;� �

where c’s are the ferm ion operatorsand Uq is the Fouriertransform ofa shortrange two

body interaction U(r).W ecan also view theaboveasthelow density lim itoftheHubbard

m odelin twodim ensions,when Uq hasnoq dependence.FollowingStam p and collaborators

[7]wede�nea dim ensionlessinteraction constant�.To second orderin �,theground state

energy shift[7,12]isgiven by

X �h
2
k2

2m e

nk� +
�h
2
�

m eL
2

X

nk1"nk2# �

 
�h
2
�

m eL
2

! 2

�
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�
X nk1�1nk2�2[(1� nk3�3)(1� nk4�4)� 1]

�k1 + �k2 � �k3 � �k4
�

� ��1� �2��3� �3�(k1 + k2 � k3 � k4): (1)

Theparam eter� isde�ned in term sofU o as

� =
m eUo

�h
2

+
U 2

o

L2

X �(k1 + k2 � k3 � k4)

�k1 + �k2 � �k3 � �k4
: (2)

Thedependenceof� on k1 and k2 can beignored forlow densities.

The�rstterm in equation (1)istheunperturbed kineticenergy in theground state.The

second term istheHartreeterm .Thethird term isthem ostinteresting term forus.Letus

considertwoelectronsinstatesk1�1 andk2�2 .Theycontributeanenergy
�h2

2m e

(k2
1
+ k2

2
)tothe

unperturbed ground stateenergy eigenvalue.W ewould liketo�nd outthecorrection tothis

two particlecontribution from them any body processesconsidered within ourperturbation

theory,which isa onestep renorm alisation.Thiscorrection isgiven by

nk1�1nk2�2 (�E k1;k2��1;� �2 + �k1;k2 + �k2;k1): (3)

Here the �rst term �E (k 1;k2) is a sym m etric function ofk1 and k2 and is the Cooper

channelcontribution. Thisisnotofinterest to us,asitdoesnotlead to any m om entum

shift,whosevalueiscom parableto thek-spacelatticespacing �

L
.Hencewewillnotconsider

thisanym ore.Thesecond and third term sarethecrosschannelterm sthatareunusual[16].

Theirexistence solely dependson the factthatwe have identicalparticlesand a ferm isea.

In theabsenceoftheferm iseathey aresim ply absentin thesecond orderenergy correction.

Also,�k1;k2 isnota sym m etricfunction ofk1 and k2:

�k1;k2 �

 
�h
2
�

m eL
2

! 2
X

k3;k4

nk3�3�(k1 � k2 + k3 � k4)

�k1 � �k2 + �k3 � �k4
: (4)

Sinceweareinterested in �nding how occupied stateswithin theferm isea area�ected,we

willonly considerthe case k1;k2 < kF . The sum m ation overk3 and k4 iseasily sim pli�ed

to givethefollowing two dim ensionalintegral:

1

jk1 � k2 j

Z
2�

0

Z kF

0

k dk d�

k1:̂k12 � kcos�
; (5)
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where k̂12 istheunitvectoralong the direction ofk1 � k2.Thisintegralcan beperform ed

[7]to giveustheresult

�k1;k2 =
�h
2
�2

2�m eL
2

k1:(k1 � k2)

(k1 � k2)
2
: (6)

forjk1 j;jk2 j< kF .

W e give a new interpretation to thissingularterm .The above expression hasthe form

ofan energy increasearising from a Galilean boost-itrepresentsthekineticenergy change

arising from a m om entum shift.Theferm ion atk1 experiencesa m om entum shiftowing to

thepresence ofa ferm ion atk2.Them om entum shiftis

�p1;2 =
�h2�2

2�L2

k1:(k1 � k2)

(k1 � k2)
2
: (7)

Ifweconsidertwo adjacentpointsin k-space,i.e.,k1 � k2 =
�

L
,theabovem om entum shift

is

�p1;2 =
�h
2
�2

2�2L
;

which isoftheorderofthe spacing in m om entum space and hence indicatesa �nitephase

shift

�ph �
�

2�2
:

Thisexpression agreeswith Anderson’sphaseshiftcalculation [1]forsm allU.Itisinteresting

to notethattheenergy shift(equation 6)hasthesam eform thatAnderson [1]proposed as

a singularforward scattering term .However,wewould liketo re-em phasizethatoursisnot

an expression fora scattering am plitudebuta correction to thekineticenergy ofa particle

in scattering state k1 due to the existence ofanother particle in scattering state k2. W e

willnow show thatthissingularform ofkinetic energy shiftarisesifthereisa longerange

potentialoftheform 1

r2
in 2-dim ension.

In whatfollowsweshow thata two body problem with a repulsivepotentialof 1

r2
in two

dim ensions produces the sam e analytic form ofm om entum shift asgiven by equation (5)

From this we shallinferthe presence ofan induced 1

r2
potentialbetween two particles at

long distancesin ourm any body problem .
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In atwobody problem ifweknow them om entum shiftofscatteringstatesforallk,from

the form ofthe kinetic energy correction,we can infer the asym ptotic form ofthe e�ective

two body potential.Thisisbecausethem om entum shiftdirectly representsthem odi�cation

ofthe wave function in the asym ptotic region,which in turn is determ ined by the phase

shiftdue to the two body scattering. Finally,once we know the two body phase shiftfor

two arbitrary scattering states,wecan �nd theasym ptoticbehaviourofthepotential.

W e concentrate on plane wave states and �nd how their energies get m odi�ed due to

any phaseshiftsin thevariousangularm om entum channels.W ewillconsidertherepulsive

potentialV (r) = �

r2
between two particles and consider this in the relative co-ordinate

system . Here r is the relative separation between the two particles and � is a constant.

W e willassum e the following boundary condition on a circle ofradiusR aboutthe origin:

 (r) = 0 for r = R. Ifwe consider a two particle problem in a �nite dom ain like a

disc,the boundary condition in term s ofthe relative co-ordinates is not sim ple because

ofthe coupling ofthe center ofm ass and relative co-ordinates. However,the results are

notqualitatively m odi�ed by oursim pli�ed boundary condition.In therelativeco-ordinate

system ,theSchrodingerequation becom essim pleand thescatteringstatesarecharacterised

by radialand angular m om entum quantum num bers q and m . The scattering states are

Besselfunctions,thathavetheasym ptoticform :

Jp
m 2+ �o

(qr)�

s

2

�qr
cos

�

qr�
�

2

q

m 2 + �o �
�

4

�

(8)

Using thisasym ptoticform and im posing ourboundary condition itiseasy to seethatthe

phaseshiftofthem -th partialwave is

�m �
�o�

4m
(9)

where �o =
2m e

�h2
�. The above statesare radialeigen functions. However,we are interested

in seeing how plane wave statesgetm odi�ed in the presence ofinteraction. W e can easily

obtain thephaseshiftsu�ered by thescattering statesthatareplanewavesby thefollowing

wave packetanalysis[1]. Recallthatpartialwavesare obtained by coherentsuperposition
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ofallplanewaveshaving thesam em agnitudeofthewavevectorbutwith variousdirections

in k-spacewith appropriatephasefactors.In thesam eway wecan reconstructplanewaves

from thepartialwaves.In doingso,onlythelargem partialstatescontributedom inantly.In

fact,ifqisthevalueoftheradialm om entum ,thepartialwavesthatcontributedom inantly

have thevalue ofm given by 2�m

R
� q.Substituting thisvalueofm in equation (9)we get

thephaseshiftsu�ered by theplanewave:

�ph(q)�
�o�

2

2qR

Thisphaseshiftis�nitewhen q takestheleastvalueof �

L
.Thatis,�ph(q=

�

L
)= �0�

2R
.This

�nitephaseshiftin thes-channelasq! 0iswellknown forthe 1

r2
potentialin 2-dim ensions.

From thiswe�nd thatthem om entum shiftsu�ered by theplanewave with wave vectorq

isgiven by

�q �
�o�

2

2qR 2
q̂

By sym m etry,the direction ofm om entum shiftisin the sam e direction asq. Notice that

them om entum shifthasa singulardependenceon q.However,thechangein kineticenergy

in therelativeco-ordinatesystem is

�
�h
2

2m e

�o�
2

2R 2
q:

q

jqj2

which isnon-singularand independentofq.Thusthe 1

r2
potentialin 2-dim ensionsisanom a-

lousin thesense thatfortwo particleplanewave states,thekinetic energy shiftofrelative

m otion has no singulardependence on the relative m om entum q even though m om entum

shiftissingular.W e can substitute q = k1 � k2 to go to the laboratory fram e and getthe

shiftin thekineticenergy changeofparticle1

�
�h
2

2m

�o�
2

2R 2
k1:

(k1 � k2)

(k1 � k2)
2

and sim ilarly forparticle2.Thisenergy shifthasthesam eform astheenergy shiftthatwe

obtained by perturbation theory forany two occupied planewavestatesinsidetheferm isea

(equation 6).Thusthepseudo potentialthatactsbetween two electronsin thetheoccupied
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statesbelow theferm isurfaceisof 1

r2
typeatlongdistances.By com paring thisenergy shift

with equation (5)we�nd thatthethestrength ofthe 1

r2
term isgiven by

� =
�h2�2

m e�
3
:

Noticethatouranalysisonly bringsoutthelongrangepartofthee�ectiveinteraction.The

shortrangedivergence iscuto� by theactualpotential.

Having found a long range renorm alised ore�ective interaction between any two con-

stituentparticlesin the ground state using perturbation theory,one hasto use thisasthe

starting interaction in the spiritofrenorm alisation procedure to �nd the propertiesofthe

�nalground state.W ecannotusetheconventionalperturbation theory with the 1

r2
poten-

tial.Thisisbecausethisrepulsivepotentialhasa scattering length in 2-d which divergesas

L,the size ofthe system . Thisisto be contrasted with the scattering length forthe short

rangerepulsivepotentialin 2-d,which divergesaslogL.Thislogarithm icdivergenceisstill

m anageable in conventionalperturbation theory.Once we have a strongerdivergence asL

there seem s to be no way ofcontrolling the conventionalperturbation expansion thereby

indicating an instability oftheferm iliquid ground state.

To get around this di�culty,we have form ulated [17]a new approach,which enables

usto write down the asym ptotic behaviouroflow energy m any body wave functionsthat

exhibita non-ferm iliquid behaviour.W ewilldiscussthisin a forthcom ing paper[17].

W hatdoesouranalysispredictfortheknown casesof1 and 3-d interacting ferm igas?

In 1-d we geta strong signalfrom the crossterm sapartfrom otherterm s,indicating the

failure offerm iliquid theory. In 3-d,the cross channelcontribution �k1;k2 hasa singular

form

�k1;k2 �
1

L3kF

k1 � (k1 � k2)

(k1 � k2)
2
: (10)

ask1 and k2 approaching each other.However,thedenom inatorhasan L
3 instead ofan L2

asin two dim ensions.W ecan read o� thephaseshiftand m om entum shiftwhen k1 ! k2.

The phase shiftis�ph �
1

L
,which vanishesasL ! 1 . The m om entum shiftvanishesas

8



1

L2.Therefore,ferm iliquid theory survivesin 3-d forsm allrepulsive interaction.Thusour

resultsareconsistentwith known resultsin oneand two dim ensions.

In conclusion,wewould like to m akea com parision ofourwork with thatofStam p [7].

Stam p followed Landau’stheory,like otherauthors. In addition he wasthe �rstto notice

the two singularpiecesofthe crosschannelcontribution. However,he attributed m eaning

only tothesum �k1;k2 + �k2;k1 (which isnon-singular)asacrosschannelcontribution tothe

Landau param eter.Thisled him to conclude thatatthatlevelferm iliquid state isstable.

On the otherhand,we pointoutthatthiscan be done only aslong asthere are no parts

oftheenergy correction thatissingular,which in principlecould indicatethepresenceofa

�nitephaseshiftastherelativem om entum tendsto zero.Forexam ple,in threedim ension

there is no such correction and ferm iliquid theory survives in the sense that there is no

�nite phase shift. Once a term indicating the presence ofa �nite phase shiftispresent,it

signalsan instability ofthe ferm iliquid state and we have to �nd the induced interaction

thatisresponsibleforthem om entum shiftand then proceed to gettheground statein the

presence ofthis induced interaction. There are other cases in 2-dim ensions,where ferm i

liquid theory seem sto fail[18].

Even though ourapproach isinspired by Anderson’sworks,ithasthe following di�er-

ences: i) we are not calculating the phase shift in the sense what Anderson does ii)The

anom alousenergy shifthasa singularform very m uch like the singularforward scattering

thatAnderson proposed -however,whatwearecalculating isneithera Landau param eter

nora scattering am plitude,butsim ply an energy shift. iii)ourkinetic energy shiftwhich

signals the presence ofan induced 1

r2
potentialoccurs for allpairs ofelectrons inside the

ferm isea -itisnotcon�ned to statesclose to the ferm isurface. In a sense we give a �rst

m icroscopicderivation fortheinduced longrangeinteraction thatAnderson hasconjectured.
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