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ABSTRACT

W e expand upon on an earlier renom alization group analysis of a non-Fem i
liquid xed point that plausibly govers the two din ensional electron liquid In a
magnetic eld near ling fraction = 1=2. W e give a m ore com plete description
of our som ewhat unorthodox renom alization group transfom ation by relating
both our eld-theoretic approach to a direct m ode elim ination and our anisotropic
scaling to the generalproblem of incorporating curvature of the Fem isurface. W e
derive physical consequences of the xed point by show Ing how they follow from
renom alization group equations for nite-size scaling, where the size m ay be st
by the tem perature or by the frequency of interest. Tn order fully to exploit this
approach, it is necessary to take into acoount com posite operators, including in
som e cases dangerous \irrelevant" operators. W e devote special attention to gauge
Invariance, both as a om al requiram ent and in is positive rok providing W ard
dentities constraining the renom alization of com posite operators. W e em phasize
that new oconsiderations arise in describing properties of the physical electrons (@s
opposed to the quasiparticles.) W e propose an experin ent which, if feasble, will
allow the m ost characteristic feature of our results, that is the divergence of the
e ective m ass of the quasiparticle near the nom nal Fem i surface, to be tested
directly. Som e com parison w ith other recent, related work is attem pted.



1. Introduction

In ram arkable work, Halperin, Lee, and Read [1] have developed a theory of
the two-din ensional electron gas that has gained som e im portant experim ental
support R]. Their theory isbased on the idea, suggested in the early literature of
anyon physics [3] and used to great e ect In the theory of anyon superconductivity
[4,5], of approxin ating the e ect of quantum statistics in an asssmbly of denti-
calparticles by a uniform m agnetic eld. Recall that n 2+ 1 din ensions one can
tranam ute the statistics of particles [b] by attaching ctitious charge and ux to
them , or equivalently by coupling them to a Chem-Sin ons gauge eld [/]. The
longrange part of the ctitious gauge eld (that is, the vector potential) accruing
to an assambly of m any identical particles sim ply tracks the number of particles
Inside, according to Stokes’ theorem , because each particle contributes a de nie
am ount of ux. Thus one m ay ram ove the longest-range part of the statistical
vector potential by replacing it w ith that of a uniform m agnetic eld, hoping to
treat the residual part as a regular, essentially local and therefore non-sngular,
perturoation. Precisely at = 1=2 the background ctitious eld thus introduced
cancels the real extemal m agnetic eld, suggesting that at this lling factor the
electrons can be treated as free ferm ions coupled to the residual gauge eld. Jain
B] has also fruitfiilly em phasized, from a som ewhat di erent point of view, the
In portance of representing electrons as particle- ctitious ux com posites, and the
goecial signi cance of 1ling factors where the real and ctitious ux cancel. A
general view of the phase diagram in the m agnetic eld-statistics plane incorpo—
rating these insights, consistently founded on the idea that generic am all, ocal
perturoations on system sw ith a gap (or perhaps even system s having an allphase
goace for low -energy excitations, as around a Fem i surface) do not change their
qualitative properties, has been propossd [O].

Besides its phenom enological success In a som ew hat esoteric comer of con-—
densed m atter physics, and its pro table use of glam orous theoretical ideas, there
is another in portant reason to be interested in the theory of Halperin, Lee, and



Read: it gives us the rst clearly form ulated exam pl of a non-Fem 1 liquid m etal
outside of 1+ 1 din ensions. There is signi cant evidence that the copper-oxide su—
perconductors are, In theirnom alstate, 2+ 1-din ensionalnon-Fem iliquid m etals,
as Anderson has advocated forcefully for several years now ; for recent review s see
[10] and RO]. For all these reasons, i seam s In portant to exam ine the theory
clos=ly, and to develop techniques for treating it m ore rigorously.

T he origihal calcuations of Halperin, Lee, and Read were essentially sophis—
ticated perturbative calculations. (In this context by sophisticated perturbation
theory wem ean, for lnstance, that approprate selfenergies, rather than, say, prop—
agators are calculated perturbatively. In Feynm an graphs, this am ounts to sum —
m ation of selected In nite sum s of graphs, eg. rmainbows.) However the relevant
coupling constant is not an all, and it is unclkar a priori why the calculations
work aswell as they do. Tt com es, perhaps, m ore as a relief than a surprise that
som e recent m easurem ents do not seem to agree w ith the perturbative resuls, even
qualitatively [L2]. These are m easurem ents of the e ective m ass as a function of
deviation from half- 1ling, a quantity which @we shall argue) is plausbly sensitive
to the munning of the gauge coupling. The running of the gauge coupling is an
e ect that is not lncluded in the original calculations.

Severalapproaches to In proving the origihalcalculationshave been proposed in
the literature [L3-21]. W e shalldiscuss them fuirther, and especially their relation
to the approach adopted here and in our previous work [14], in our concluding

rem arks.

O urwork isbased on applying conventional renom alization group ideas to the
coupled ferm ion-Chem-Sin ons system including, in portantly, an intrinsic long-
range ferm ion—ferm jon interaction. W e nd an nfrared xed point that plausibly
govems the infrared behavior for the Hall e ect near = 1=2. This analysis
fom s a direct extension ofa sin ilar approach to Fem iliquid theory that hasbeen
extensively developed recently R2,23,24]. Indeed, our xed point m erges into the
Fem i liquid xed point, which is sim ply e ective gauge coupling ! 0, when the



Intrinsic Ferm ion repulsion issu clently long-range. (O foourse, ifthe interactions
are su ciently singular they could in them selves sooil conventional Fem i liquid
behavior.) In the interesting critical case of 1=k jinteractions (as one has due to
real { ie. electrom agnetic { Coulomb repulsion), the approach to zero coupling is
logarithm ic.

In this paper, we revisit our non-Fem i liquid xed point. Our goals In doing
this are threefold. F irst, we want to show that the som ewhat unconventional as—
pects of our earlier form ulation, speci cally the use of shgularities in dim ensional
regularization to identify renom alizations, and the use of anisotropic scaling, are
not essential { everything can be done in a conventionalm ode-elin ination schem e.
W e shall also discuss the technical issue of gauge Invariance In a bit m ore detail.
Second, we w ill calculate m ore { speci cally, the anom alous din ensions of opera—
tors corresoonding to m arginal perturbations of Fem i liquid theory: the Landau
param eters, In purity scattering, and the Cooper instability channel. W e show
that the Fem i liquid param eters ram ain m arginal as a resul of the W ard identi-
ties, despite 1-loop correctionswhich are unigue to the non-Fem iliquid. In purty
scattering and the C ooper Instability exhibitm ore Interesting behaviors. Third, we
want to use the developed m achinery to derive physical consequences. The m ost
fundam ental of these, that tests the m ost characteristic property directly, concems
the soeed of ballistic propagation of quasiparticlkes. W e com pute in addition the
tem perature dependence of various themm odynam ic properties and transport coef-

cients from sin ple renom alization group equations and nite-size scaling. These
m ethods are explicated in the context of Fem i and Luttinger liquid theory in a
com panion paper [15]. In this connection we w ill em phasize an in portant point
that we treated very sloppily In [L14], nam ely that the quasiparticles are funda—
mentally di erent cbpcts from the elctrons, a fact that drastically a ects the
calculation of som e physical quantities while m aking hardly any di erence for oth-

ers.



2.A Renom alization G roup M anifesto

In [14], a som ewhat unusual scaling was used in the renomn alization group
procedure: m om enta perendicular and paraliel to the Fem i surface were scaled
di erently. In order to elucidate the logic behind this scaling, we w ill consider
the case of a at Fem i1 surface, relevant to the kp ! 1 lim it and perhaps to
the Fem i surfaces produced by tight-binding H am iltonians. In this context, we
explore the freedom availlble in the de nition of the renom alization group. W e
then restore curvature to the Fem isurface and show that the scaling of [14] is the
correct one for this problem . The nvariance of the e ective Lagrangian under this
scaling, together w ith the one-doop calculation of renomm alization functions, m ay
be used to w rite the scaling form of the free energy. T he tam perature dependence
is determ ined by nitesize scaling, w here the Inverse tem perature, , is the \size"
n the tin e direction.

Sihce we will be using renom alization group transform ations of a di erent
avor from those fam iliar in other contexts, i isusefulto review the basic require—
m ents that such a transfom ation m ust satisfy:

1. High momentum degrees of freedom should be removed. Their e ect is
retained only in their contrlbution to the e ective Lagrangian for the low -energy
degrees of freedom . This step (and all others) m ust be non-singular. In a pertur-
bative scham e, this is typically done by evaluating graphs w ith the m om enta in
som e directions on intermnal lines restricted to a narrow range at the cuto . No
extemal kgs on these graphs, and hence no elds in the low-energy e ective La—
grangian, m ay have m cm enta in this range. T here is considerablk freedom In this
choice. For instance, one can elin natea shell  d < &+ k)™ < orsinply

d < kg < . Inh either cass, the denom nators of Intemal propagators cannot

becom e too an all, so the procedure is non-sihgular.

2. Them om enta should be rescaled so that the cuto (s) are retumed to their
orighal values. In general, som e of the m om entum directions w ill be unrestricted

n intemal loops and In the low-energy Lagrangian (as the ky integration is In



the seocond m ode elin lnation schem e above). If the loop integrals are insensitive
to the cuto s In these directions, it is possibl to simply take these cuto s to
In nity. These directionsm ay then be freely rescaled. For instance, in the theory
of dynam ic crtical phenom ena R5] one integrates out high k m odes but not high
! m odes. Intemal loops m ust have d < k< and extemal legs m ust have

k < d whikbothhave 1 < ! < 1 . However, both k and ! are scaled,

k! sk, ! s,

3. The elds should be rescaled so that the quadratic part of the e ective
Lagrangian is retumed to its original form . In general, it m ay not be possbl to
retum all of the quadratic tem s to their orighal orm . In any given kinem atical
regin e, som e ofthe quadratic temm sw ill set the scale forthe in portant uctuations;
these are the tem s which should be retumed to their original form . The other
tem sw illeither grow or scale to zero as the renom alization group transform ation
is terated. If they scak to zero, they may be ignored at low energy. If they
grow , then they eventually becom e the in portant tem s which set the scake for

uctuations and the eld rescaling should bem odi ed to preserve them .

A Though strictly speaking it isnot part ofthe de nition ofthe renom alization
group, it is nevertheless im portant to keep track ofthe sym m etries of the problem .
Ifone is ooking fora xed pointwhich exhbisa certain sym m etry, then one should
choose a scaling in step 2 which respects this symm etry. Tt is also in portant to
realize that there is not a one-to-one correspondence between the ways of carrying
out steps 1 and 2. For instance, one could integrate out the circular shells, d <
&2+ kf,)lz2 < , or the independent rectangular shells, d < kg < and
d < ky < ,but in either case, one rescalesky ! sky, ky ! sky. It is often
convenient to use a reqularization m ethod w hich does not explicitly involve a strict
Iim it on the m om enta, but shifts the weight of m om entum Integrals away from
high m om enta In som e other fashion. Then there will be one or m ore regulator
param eters w hich willplay a sin ilar role to

O f course the overarching concem in the choice of a renom alization group



transform ation is that it lads to a workabl calculational procedure. If one is
Interested In com puting nfrared behavior, thispresum ably m eansthat it m ust lead
to an infrared xed point. T he choices available In the scaling of the unintegrated
directions, in the scaling of the elds, etc. should be exercised in such a way that
the renom alization group transfom ation lkadstoa xed point. Ifthiscan bedone,
the renom alization group allow s one to relate di cult Jow -energy calculations to
easy high-energy calculations. Suppose, for exam ple, that we have a theory with a
din ensionless coupling constant g and kinem atics de ned by m om enta p; som e of
which m ay have cuto s ;. Suppose further that we have de ned a renom alization
group transform ation underw hich som eofthecuto s ; havebeen lowered to 8% 5
In step 1 and that the coupling constant of the new e ective Lagrangian is g (s).
Then the correlation functions satisfy:

G i; i;9) = G i;s™ i;9(s)) @1)

W enow rescalkthemomentaby pi ! s ?ip; (including som e ofthe m om enta w ith

no cuto ) and the eldsby the appropriate factors to obtain

G i 19 =s G (s?Ppi; 1;9()) 22)

where s arises from the eld rescaling. Ifthe renom alization group transfom ation
has an infrared xed point,g(s) ! g ass! 0, then we have:

G i, 19)! s G(s?piy; 1;9) 23)

The keft-hand-side is di cul to caloulate directly in the cases of interest when

the m om enta p; are an all. Tn particular, it is not analytic in g, and perturbation
theory fails. However, ifwe have de ned a usefiil renom alization group transfor-
m ation, then the right-hand-side w ill be easier to calculate. This w ill be the case
if the s ?ip;’s are com parabl to the 's and if loop Integrals really are nsensi-
tive to the lJack of cuto s in those directions which do not have them , since then



G (s *'pi; 1;9 ) willnot diverge as the pi’sbecom e snall. (Ifg is sm all, one w ill
have the added advantage ofbeing abl to calculate the right-hand-side in low or—
der perturbation theory { this is infrared asym ptotic freedom , and when it occurs
precise asym ptotic results are easily obtained.) For exam ple, if there is only one
Pi, We can take s% = B

Gy 9= = G(; g ™) : ©4)

Now G (; ;g((£)™%)) is just a constant so Iong asp is am allenough that we can
neglkct the di erence between g (@E'™) and g .

3.Flat Fem iSurface

Let us now consider, in light of these ram arks, excitations about a at Femm i
surface. The energy of an excitation is proportionalto the distance to the surface.
T he free Lagrangian is:

So= d!'d*k Vil k) @)

ky is the direction perpendicular to the Femn i surface, and ky is the direction
parallel to the Femm isurface; () = ¥ ky. Follow iIng Shankar P2], and In analogy
w ith the theory of critical dynam ics, we Integrate out shells in ky but ket ! range
from 1 tol .A fter integrating out thehigh k, modesof (! ;k),we can rescale
P'Posl, kg ! osky, and ! s : . But what about ky? The quadratic tem

(31) by iselfdoesnot instruct ushow to proceed; in particular, itm ay orm ay not
be snsbl to Integrate out high ky m odes, because they do not necessarily have
large energy (unless ky is also large.) In fact, if we do Integrate out these m odes,
we m ight be losing track of som e low -energy processes that m ay be im portant for
the calculation of certain properties. There is no symm etry which dictates the
scaling ofky, unlike the case of relativistic eld theory. A s Jong as one is interested



In processes that take place In the neighborhood of a single point on the Fem i
surface, one can Integrate out high ky modesand scak ky ! s ky forany ; ifone
wants to consider processes that nvolve distant points, one m ust take = O?. For
our later purposes i w ill be usefiil to consider non—zero ; then, to m aintain the

3+

form ofthe action, wemust scale ! 2

Let us consider the scaling of fourfem iinteractionsunderthis transfom ation.

T he tem
Z
Sa=  dhdldlsdPkidked ks u kixikoikax) Ykaila) Yksils) Goila) kijlo)
32)

scalesas s (kg = k1 + ko k and sin ilarly for !,4). Hence, i is irrelevant
unless = 0, forwhich case i ismarginal. For any , however, the four¥Fem i
Interaction is m arginal In the kinem atic con guration kix = kizx or kpy = kisx.
Thus the Landau param eters u kix;kox;jKi1x) and u Kixikoxikox) are m arginal {

since there is one fewer ky Integral the scaling is reduced by s .

T his analysis sin ply dem onstrates that fermm jons at distinct pointsneara at
Fem i surface have m argihal Interactions. A s one focusses on a single point, Inte—
grating out processes w hich occur far from the point, the only m arginal interactions

am ong the ferm ions are those that either preserve or exchange their ky values.

Tt is Instructive to consider the oneloop —flinctional for these m argihal our-
Fermm i interactions. It vanishes. The reason R2] for this is that n the absence
of m om entum transfer the intermal m om enta must be on the Fem i surface. In
an explicit m ode elim ination (\W ilsonian") formulation such m om enta are not
sub Fct to elin nation; with other types of (\ eld theoretic") regulators one still
obtains a null result because the graphs are perfectly nite asthe cuto istaken to
In nity. This result will com e as no suprise to readers fam iliar w ith the literature
of Luttinger liquids (e.g. R6], R7]: for one m ight as well consider k, here as an

? O f course it possble for scattering to distant points on the Fem i surface to occur as a
virtual process; if these are relevant, a full renom alization-group analysis m ust include
them explicitly.

10



Intemal quantum num ber, and then the system ocould be Interpreted as a chain of
coupled chiral Luttinger liquids, which are fam ous for their m argihal interactions.

However, for our present purposes it ism ore usefill to interpret ky as a direc—
tion In mom entum space, s© we can Introduce transverse gauge elds. W e shall

Introduce a Chem-8Sin onsgauge eld whosemean el iscancelled and whose uc-

?
tuations are controlled by a :k—lj( Interaction asin [1,14]. O ne can use the constraint

arising from varying the vector potential ag to recast the 1=k ¥ repulsion between
ferm jons Into the form

Z
Sa =  d! &k yymnkikak ajkilan (ki 1) (33)

A ssum Ing that this temm dictates the scaling of the vector potentials, we nd

L1+ (

1
La+ @ x) Jay,a, | s 3

ay ! s 2 3%) ) a,. (Note that here we have assum ed
ky kx, as is appropriate for < 1.) W e then nd that the Interaction between
the gauge eld and the fermm ions,

Z

g d!d%Pkdqg Yk+qg! + !9 &;!)ai(q;!o)@i

@+ 2k) 34)
i
scalesass ® ¥72 | Hence this nteraction is relevant, or at east m arginal, so Iong

as x 1.

To check this, kt us consider the structure of a typical one-loop graph. F igure

1 show s the oneJloop vertex correction. Its value is:

Z
, d dk 1 1 1
)

: : : 35)
@ »ri vwkyi! 1w, k)kZk*

Qve

This graph is infrared divergent if the range of integration includes the origin;
thus the cuto has teeth, and som e of the Integrations m ust be restricted to a

? Thisnumber x, of course, is not to be confiised w ith the direction x. W e are follow ing here,
aswedid in [14], the originalnotation of [L]. T he reader should be wamed that, lam entably,
som e authors [L6] have chosen to use the sam e symbolx to denote our1 x.

11



narrow band at the cuto . It is quite clear that the ky Integration is the problam .
R estricting the integration in the k, direction alone is not su cient because the
denom nator of the gauge eld propagator can still becom e sm all; i is necessary

to restrict the ky Integration to a narrow band at the cuto .

R estricting the ky Integration to d < kyx < Issu cent tomake this
integral nite. Furthem ore, we can take the ! and ky cuto s to in niy and
Integrate these variables over their fiill range In loop J'ntegralsl./ Then, (35) can be
evaluated (to owestorderin 1 x):

Z

, d dk 1 1 1 g d
9V ) 3 . , > = 5 30)
2 ) i vk, il i & Py k) kgk * @)
T he ferm ion selfenergy diagram m ay be handled sim ilarly:
Z
, d dk 1 1 g*vr d
9vr ) 3 . > = ! > 3:7)
2 )y i i W Oy k) kgk * 2
These m ay be used to derive recursion relations for g and v,
< ) 0 e+ L g 38)
—_— = = X -— :
dn IVF > g 2 )2 IVF
d
_ gw (3:9)

In [14], equivalent resultswere obtained by a eld theoretic technique nvolving
a regularization procedure sin ilar to dim ensional regularization. The pole parts
in @1 x) of the ntegrals In (3.6) and (3.7) are cancelled by renom alization
counterterm s (n ore details will be given in the next section). This procedure

y This is certainly not the unique choice. O ne can integrate out shells ofany shape, so Iong as
ky = 0 isexcluded. O foourse, the nalanswersw illnot depend on this choice. O ne should
keep the analogy w ith critical dynam ics n m Ind. In that case, one integrates out high k
m odes and scals to the low k, ! lim i; in this case, one integrates out high k, m odes and
scales to the low ky, ky, ! lim i.

12



is m ore convenient, particularly for the calculations of the later sections of this
paper, so we w illadopt i now . The onedoop —fiinctional and the Fem ivelocity

anom alous din ensions m ay be evaluated by this technique and one nds:

1 2
()= 5(1 X) + 4 (3:10)
v = 4 3:11)
2
where = Z¥% |  isthe correct expansion param eter for perturbation theory,

@ )2

asmay be ssen from din ensional analysis. Every divergent loop ntegralm ay be
R
reduced to the form k%kxx which is a dim ension (1 x)=2 quantity; the product

of such a tetm wih  is din ensionless.

4.Curved Fermm iSurfaces

W hen the Fem i surface is circular, one would lke to in pose the additional
requirem ent of rotational invariance. If kg, ky are coordinates about a point on
the Fem i surface as In the at case, then the distance above the Fem i surface is

ky + k2=2ky and hence

k) =¥ (ky+ ki=2kp) @)

for ky, ky small compared to kg . To preserve rotational invariance (about the
center of the Femm i circle, not about the origin of the ky, ky coordinates), the two
term s in (4.1) should scale the sam e way. Hence, wemust take = % [13,14].

O therw ise, the circularFemm isurface is com pletely analogousto the atone. It
isquite clearthat there isnothing particularly specialabout circularFem isurfaces
because the In portant ferm ion-gauge eld interactions occur in the neighborhood

of a given pojnt? T he curvature of the Fem 1 surface detemm nes the value of

z This in plies, as well, that these results apply to the less sym m etric Fem i surfaces of real
m etals.

13



In particular, the one-loop calculations are nearly identical for at and curved
Fem isurfaces. T he presentation ofthese calculations given in the previous section
and in [14] is fairly telegraphic, so in the next section we provide a m ore detailed
and selfcontained analysis, specializing to the case ofa circular Fermm i surface. W e

also take this opportunity to correct som e m istakes and m isorints In [14].

5.E ective A ction: Screening and Scaling

W e are considering the interacting femm ion-C hem-Sin ons gauge eld system
w ith repulsion. A sbefore, we shall insert the constraint derived from varying w ith
resoect to ap. In thisway we arrive at the rst six tem s of the action we intend
to work wih:

Z Z
s= d'dk Yiz! 2%, k) + A &Pk 5 mokikek Task;!an ( k;

Z

+ d! dzkao ijkiaj

z

+ Tgly  dldl%Pkd’q Y+ gl + 19 (k;!)ai(q;!o)@i @+ 2k)
1 1xw z2 2 )

+ 2 TP 4 d % %Pk P Yk+ g 5+ 104 1D
8 ky = ZZv,
, Kia@! an @i

+ A d%Prkdg Yk+ g+ 19 kilag!Y
Z

+ d! d’kagap:

1)

T he Jast, additionaltem requires som e explanation. Tt ism eant to lncorporate
the e ect of static screening. It is standard practice to include such a tem or its
equivalent, at least implicitly, both in this context (eg. [1] ) and in the more
fam iliar context of electrom agnetism . In the latter context, this term param etrizes
the plasn on m ass. Two obvious questions it raises are: W hy doesn’t it violate

gauge Invariance? and W here does it com e from ? Let us address these in tum:

14



O foourse, asw ritten, a term agag In the action does violate gauge invariance.

However, it really arises in the fom
apao B3 fo37 62)

Involving a polarization operator . The true polarization operator is a com pli-
cated expression, even at one loop (the Lindhard function), but it reduces to a
constant tin es 1=k at sn allm om enta and frequencies. For our purpose of ana-
Iyzing the nfrared behavior, it su ces to keep only the keading tem . Even w ithin
this term we can drop the @paj@pa; temm s and the cross tem s, because they are
subdom inant according to the pow er-counting that w ill presently em erge, at least
forx > 0.

The screening tem em erges from the vacuum polarzation graph with the
ferm ions circulating n a loop. Since it is a Joop e ect, there is som e logical n—
consistency in treating it as part of the e ective action, that we shall then use to
generate a perturbation theory (including its own loops ... ). However we must
Include this tem from the outset, because although it is fom ally higher order
in the loop expansion or gauge coupling it is the lading temm of its type In the
Infrared. Since its purpose is to ram ove a singularity at an allm om enta that re-
ally isn’t there, ie. to give the longitudinal part of the gauge eld a m ass, adding
this tem helps stabilize the perturoation schem e. In principl for consistency one
should, having stabilized the perturbation schem e, treat the di erence between
the original treegraph polarization and the assum ed one as an Interaction, whose
e ects could be assessed perturbatively. These e ects are presum ably an all, at
Jeast if the standard treatm ent of screening in m any-body theory, which seem s
quite reasonable on physical grounds, is correct. A lthough we are not aware of a
really adequate discussion along these lnes, there is of course a vast literature on
the sub fct from other points of view (see R8]) going back to the classic work of
Bohm and P ines.

W hilke the treatm ent of screening w ithin e ective eld theory is an interesting
problem that undoubtedly dessrvesm ore attention, we shallnot attem pt it here. In

15



the absence of such a treatm ent we cannot escape som e looseness in the derivation
of (5.1). It seam sto be the sin plest straightforw ard in plem entation ofthe standard
Intuiion regarding screening: that the ferm i sea In fact screens, or in other words
rem oves the source at Iong wavelength (forus, thatm eans setting the C hem-Sim ons
m agnetic eld equalto the ferm ion density); and that it generates a plagn on m ass.
In any cass, from this point on we will regard (5.J) as given, and consider the

consequences.

U nder the scaling,

ke ! sk, 63)
ky ! sky G4)
11os!; 65)

1= - 56)
-] _

Bl= 67)
Ay 4 .

B= 58)
By 1= 1 :

Bol= - 5:9)
0.1~ 4 .

e 1= 0 (5:10)

- 611)

gl= o

T he scaling ofthe fermm ions and the gauge elds isdetem ined by the condition that
the 1st, second, and naltem sin (5.1) are keft invariant. T he fourth temm is the
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Chem-Sin ons tem which scaks as s**. A though i is irrelevant i a technical
sense, it is the kading P, T violating term and is, therefore, In portant for, eg
calculationsof y, in the = 1=2 quantum Hallstate. The next two tem s are the
ferm ion-gauge eld interactions (the latter of these is required by gauge nvariance
In a non—relativistic system ). They are imrelevant or x > 1, marghal orx = 1,
and relevant or x < 1. The naltem isthe fermm ion-scalar potential interaction
which is irrelevant shoe it scales as s*=2.

The renom alization functions, 2, Zy, , and Zg In (5.1) relate the bare and

Jow -energy quantities ( is an arbitrary energy scak):

0= 7172 (5:12)
VE 0= Zv, Vi (5:13)
1 x Zg
- 5 5:14
do gZZVF ( )

T hese three functions are su cient to cancel all of the divergences in correlation
fiunctions of ferm ions and gauge elds.

6.Renom alization G roup E quations and T heir Solution

Onem ay obtain renom alization group equations for correlation finctions in
the standard way. D i erentiating the relationship between bare and renom alized
correlation flinctions,

_ @)
226 W (yver; i )=Gy (uveri i) (6:1)

(r is the distance to the Ferm i surface, r = ky + k§=2kF and isthe energy scalk)
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with respect to ,we nd:

() w( )ri% G (v 5 )=0 62)

£+ ()£+
@ @

N B

since the bare correlation functions are independent of , where

()= & 63)
d
(1= Sz () g 64)
d Q )
(1= Ymz. = (1 & nz 65)
Vr d Vr @ A%l

T he renom alization group equation, (62), has the solution:
G (yvwry 5 =)= 2 6™ (guw (Omi ()i ) 6:6)

Combined w ith the sin ple scaling property of the G reen fuinctions under the scal-
ing, 6.3) = (6.5),

PN
=}

tm Dg®@ (1,

G™ (w5 =)= '$ive mio;o) 6:7)
this yields
6™ (v ;)= 20D T (= w ()s= () ) 68)
For the two-poInt function, wemay take = !,andwe nd,atlow !,
CO0wr ;)= Y 6P q——; ;) 6:9)

’!1+ Vg

For correlation functionsw ith insertions ofa two—fem ion operator, O , we have the
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renom alization group equation analogousto (62):

@ @ n @ .
@—+ ( )@_+E (M+1lo() « ( )ri—ri G(n'D(!';VFri;!j;VFrj; ;7 )=20
(6:10)
w here
d @
o ()= d—]nzofz = )@—anoﬁz (6:11)

and Zg is the counterterm which must be Introduced for the renom alization of
correlation functions wih O insertions. The scaling relation which follow s from

this renom alization group equation, analogous to the scaling relations, (6.8), is:

GO (v i yivers; ;) =
202D 02D B S oG O (1= sy (o= = v ()= ()
(6:12)
At the Fem i liquid xed point, = 0, which is stablk orx > 1 (or, more

generically, when there are no gauge elds present), these renom alization group

equations have trivial solutions, such as:

r
(e =0 )=1 1?1550 ) (6:3)

. ) Ve T
GO (e =0; )=6%1;=—;0; ) (6:14)

Sihce isa wkvant coupling orx < 1, = 0 isno longer an infrared stable

xed point. In [14], a new xed point was found in an expansion n (1 x). An
analogy was drawn between static critical phenom ena and this system In which

1 x)plhysthermwkof =4 d. The regularization procedure which was used

is analogous to dim ensional reqularization: the pok partsin (1  x) of divergent

Integrals are cancelled by renom alization countertem s.
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7.Calculationsand W ard Identity

Follow ing [14], we w ill calculate the renom alization finctions and the resulting
—function by this technique. W e willalso say a &w words about doing the sam e
calculationsw ith a cuto regulator. Such a calculation w illbem ore in the soirit of
the calculations of H alperin, Lee, and Read [1] (@and, of course, m ore In the soirt
oftheW ilsonian recursion relationswhich we discussed in the section on atFem i
surfaces). The zero ofthe —function isthen found to lradingorderin (I  x). The
anom alousdim ensions, and , , which determ ine the scaling form s of correlation
functions of farm ion  elds, are calculated to the sam e order. Later, we will also
use this m ethod to calculate the anom alous din ensions of com posite operators
such as the density and current density; these anom alous din ensions appear In
the scaling fom s of correlation functions w ith these operators inserted. A llof the
one-loop diagram s of this theory are digplayed n Figure 1. The rsttwo diagram s
In Figure 1 are su cient to determ ne the renom alization group functionsZ, Z +, ,
and Zy4. The divergence in the third diagram is related to that in the second by
gauge invariance; either one can be used to detem ine Z4. The fourth diagram is
subleading by a power of the extemal frequency and gives a contrdution to an
rrelevant operator, not to one ofthe term s in the action (5.1). The fth and sixth

diagram s have hasno singularpieces n (1  x).

The st diagram In Figure 1 is the fermm ion selfenergy diagram . There are
contributions com ing from theay, &,ax &,a0 &@,anday & propagators.
Since there is only one transverse gauge boson in 2+ 1 din ensions, one m ay solve
for ay In temm s of ay. In other words, we should choose a gauge. Here we shall
calculate in radiation gauge, ay = @=%)ay . This gauge is actually som ew hat
unnatural from the point of view of our scaling (@lthough having reached this
point, n calculating graphs we can use any gauge we plkase). In an Appendix
we discuss another, m ore natural class of gauges, and chedk explicitly that the
anom alous din ensions of interest do not depend upon the gauge choice. In the
kinem atic region of interest, g, <£=kF { as enforced by the polk at this value
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n the g, integral { so the ax & propagator is suppressed by a factor of qﬁ=k§
com pared to thea, & propagator. T he contribution from theay & andag a
propagators, too, are suppressed by powers of g asm ay be ssen directly from the
e ective Lagrangian, (5.1) . Hence, we only need to consider the contribution to
the ferm ion selfenergy com ing from theay, § propagator.

Z
IV 1 1
ey N9 3 & 7

The dg, Integralm ay be done by contour integration since ¢, appears linearly in the
denom inator of the the ferm ion propagator. Then disappears from the integrand,
and thed integralm ay be done, leaving

1
! + nitepart 2
7 s P 72)
where the divergent part of the integral has been evaluated by taking the pol
part in (I x) In analogy wih dim ensional reqularization. Since the sslfenergy
contribution depends only on ! ,wem ay conclude that ZZ,, = 1 and:

+0(%: (7:3)
x

The seocond diagram in Figure 1 is the vertex correction. Again, we need only
consider the contribution com ing from the exchange of ay gauge bosons,

Z Z
2 d dx 1 1 1 dky

@ P il + i ot k) 1!, i o k)k?* k2 ¥
-1 . X
(7:4)

’

Qve

where thedky and d integralshave been done as in the selfenergy integral. A gain,
the renom alization counterterm is chosen to cancelthepokpartin 1 x),

+0 (% (75)

Zg=1 4
J X
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D i erentiating the equation,

1 x Z2
= 7z g 76
0 722, (7:6)
with repectto In ,and soving for ( )= d =dIn ,wehave ( ) in the conve-
nient fom :
1
1 @
()= 5@ x =h Z4°=02%2, ) : (7:7)
Using (73) and (75) ,we nda -function
1 2 3
()= 5(1 xX) +2°4+0(°) (7:8)
and anom alous din ensions,
¢ 2
w ()= ()= (rhz, = 2 +0(°): (7:9)

@

T he physical interpretation of these equations is quite sinple. The e ective
coupling, ,growsat low energieson din ensionalgroundsbut thisgrow th iscut o
by quantum uctuations { ie. screening { so the coupling approachesa xed value,

= (1 x)=4.Anotherway to ook at this is to observe that, although there is
no divergent vacuum polarization, there is a relative renom alization between the
Soace and tin e parts of the action. This renom alization, which is an in portant
possbility for non-relativistic system s, kads both to the running of the e ective
coupling and the running of the Fermm i velocity. The e ective Femn i velocity falls

to zero as the Fem i surface is approached,

R B (7:10)
and the quasiparticle weight vanishes w ith the sam e exponent,

7z ! 1 3; (741)
T hese anom alous din ensions are re ected in the scaling form ofthe ferm jon G reen
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function.

Vg ¥

GU;D=GU;w () () )=1!" ¢ 1;!1]7.“;

;1 (742)
W e can com pare the calculations (7.1) — (7.5) w ith the sam e calculations done
wih a cuto regulator. Such a fomm alisn w illbe usefiil later when diagram s w ith
exceptional kinem atics are considered. A s an exam ple, consider the selfenergy
diagram .
Z

IV 1 1
3 d dgdg, — - - :
@) ¢ *+1J=qgii! i k

(7:13)

Here, we have used the oneJoop in proved inverse gauge eld propagator which
Includes the e ects of Landau dam ping, as In [L]. (The justi cation for such a
procedure is the sam e as that for the Inclusion ofthe screening tem In the action)
The g,~ntegralm ay be done rst asbefore, to yield:

7
92VF

@ 7y

d dg ) (7:14)

—————— sign (
F*+13=]
The -integration then gives:

7 x
1
2 dg— nf+il) (7:15)
1
0

T he ram aining g, —Integration must be donew ith a cuto . W e nd an ! -dependent
part (to owestorderin 1  x)):

2 ! In@ !'=2) (7:16)
T his in plies a wavefinction renom alization given by:
Z=1 4 In (7:17)

O ther diagram s are sin ilar.
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W ard Identity: An imn portant identity relating Z and Zy4 follows from gauge
Invariance. The W ard iddentity follow ing from the conservation ofthe current is (n

real tin e and position space for convenience)
EHM G (2) Y& @)Ni= (@ N (Y&) @it @ Y (V&) )i (7418)

T his equation relates divergences in the vertex function to those In the ferm ion
two-point function. T he divergent contributions to the left-hand-side are cancelled
by Z4 whilk the divergent contributions to the right-hand-side are cancelled by 7 .
Hence, the equality (7.18) inplies that

Z =74 (7:19)

Actually, a little more care is required In a non-relativistic theory. The
term  QohT ( (z) Y ) (v))i has divergences cancelled by Z4, while the tem
@HT (Ji(z) ¥ ®) (v))i has divergences cancelled by 2 4%+, because j; has an ex—
plicit actor of v In its de nition. Sin ilarly, the fem ion propagator on the right-
hand-side has an ! -dependent piece w ith renom alization function Z and a tem
proportional to v k with renom alization function Z Z,, . Equating the ! —and
k-dependent termm s separately, we have 24 = Z and Zg4Zy, = ZZy, which both
yield (719). 0 ur explicit evaluations respect these identities, as they had better.

8.Renom alization of C om posite O perators; A pplications

Landau Param eters: The Landau param eters, the central quantities In Lan—

dau’s Fem i liquid theory, are the m arginal fourfem i couplings u kix;koxikix)
and u (ki1x;koxikox), as we m entioned earlier. (The Landau param eter couplings
are not restricted to the neighborhood of single point where the ky, ky coordi-
nates are valid, but this is the only context In which we w illbe considering them .)
If there were no gauge interactions, these couplings would be strictly m arginal,
ie.  (lixskoxikix)) =  W@ixikoxikix)) = 0. However, interactions with a

transverse gauge eld could, in principle, cause them to run.
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Consider the sin plest cass, u kix;kox;kix) = Ug, and introduce a renom aliza—

tion counterterm Z, for this coupling.

Uo= uZ,=2"2 (8:1)

Z 4 may be calculated from the diagram s In F igure 2. O ne sees, by ingpection that
Zw 1)= 2@ 1).Butthen, we inmediately have %,=2 % = 1 to lowest order.

A s a resul, the Landau param eters do not scale.

In principle, the fact that they are m arginal m eans that the interactions
param etrized by the Landau param eters should be inclided in the e ective ac—
tion. However, they do not contribute to the renom alization of other couplings,
at Jeast to one-loop order, because of their restricted kinem atics. Indeed because
they m erely exchange (or, in three din ensions, rotate) m om enta they cannot link
Jow-m om entum to high-m om entum m odes directly. At higher orders they would
occur, through their In uence on the interactions am ong virtual high-m om entum

m odes. T hus they do not a ect our calculations, to the order we perform ed them .

Cooper Pairing and the 2kr Vertex. The diagram which determ ines the one-
loop —function ofthe (m arginal) C ooper pairing interaction Which scatters elec—
tronsofmomenta p; ptomomentak; k) isdigplayed in Figure 3. This diagram
causes an attractive C ooper pairing Interaction to grow logarithm ically, whilk a
repulsive one is driven logarithm ically to zero. In the presence ofa gauge eld, the
second diagram in F igure 3 also appears at one-doop. This diagram is unlike the
usual C ooper pairing diagram and unlike the other diagram s which we considered
earlier in that i gives a (In )2 rather than a smplk In  ocontrbution. For this
reason, thisdiagram m ust be handled w ith a little extra care. W ew illuse a variant
ofthe cuto regularization that we discussed earlier.

A s a wam -up, kt us do the Cooper pairing diagram of Fem i liquid theory
(the rst diagram in Figure 3). Here and in the gauge eld case to ollow, we
w ill take the sinplest case ofan 1= 0 Cooper pairing interaction, V (k;k% = v .
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W e will introduce a frequency cuto , but g, is unrestricted as before; g, is also
unrestricted. The g, integration m ay be done in m ediately to yield:

VZZ d dgd ! =
TV ) krat+ ) ( &kt a)
, ©2)
v d
=— dex—(C¢+ ) (¢ )
Vg
T he gx—Integral is a ham less angular Integral, and the -integralgives:
v 2
— n(=!) 8:3)
Vg

W ih the gauge eld, we willuse a cuto regulator and Introduce cuto s for
both and g.Asusual, we do the g,~ntegral rst:

( )2VZ d dgd ! ! !
IV ST S k@t ) ( kraPre i+ )=ad
1
= V dg — I+ !
O q2X+ij(+):qj(( ) ( )
8:4)
T he g-Integralm ay be done up to the cuto giving:
7
d 2 . .
V — n(gz+1i(+ ) nd ( + ) (8:5)
The -integralthen gives
z
d 2 . .
V — h(xz+i(+ ) hd (+ )
= V(G= 2;2;1) @+ )= 21+ M )H)F @+ NH
8:6)

The presence ofa (In )2 tem indicates divergent behavior in both the ultraviolkt
and the infrared. Iff we hold the 4 cuto oonstant, and vary the cuto , then

the coupling V is driven to zero ase ™ )7
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A very sin ilar e ect occurs In the renomm alization of the 2kp wvertex. This
vertex is I portant because of its contribution to the 2ky density-density correla—
tion function and its role In the calculation of the e ects of a quanched random
distrdoution of im purities. Consider the diagram In Figure 4 where the extemal
ferm ion lines have Iow energy and distance from the Fem i surface but di er by
Zky . Integrating py as above, we nd an ntegral of precisely the same form as
(8.4) above.

Z
2 dadpy- 1 | 1 1” |
U k p+2RiE+ !+ ) &k ®PFX*+13=pjJ

d
X | 1 |
+E+2!p2x+ij=qj(sjgn(E+'+ ) sgn (! + ))
8:7)

Qv

= dpx

A sbefore, thiswillhave the (n )2 fom .

Im purity Scattering. Scattering by isolated In purities isalsom arginalin Ferm i
liquid theory. If the in purty is non-m agnetic and interacts only through ordinary
potential scattering, the -function for the electron—im purity coupling vanishes to
all orders In the absence of gauge nteractions. To see this, exam ine the st
diagram in Figure 5 which ocould, potentially, renom alize In purity scattering in
Fem i liquid theory. The Landau param eter interactions can only pem ute the
ncom Ingm om enta (or rotate them , In d= 3), so the Joop m om enta are com pltely
constrained. A s a resul, the diagram s are non-divergent and vanish ifthe Intemal
m om enta are restricted to a thin shell at the cuto . Hence, these diagram s do
not cause the electron-in purity coupling to run although they m ay be num erically
In portant, since they can resul in Jarge corrections. T he second diagram in F igure
5 isunigue to the non-Fem i liquid theory w ith gauge interactions.

Let the electron-in purity coupling is represented by the ollow ng term in the

e ective Lagrangian (We consider the sin plest case of rotationally invariant scat-

? If the In purity is m agnetic and interacts through soin— Ip scattering, then the -function
for the electron-in purity coupling recieves a non-vanishing contribution from loop e ects.
Such a system is the sub fct of the K ondo m odel.
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tering),

d! ¢°k,d%k, Z Yko;!) (kyz!) : 88)

A s In the case of the Landau param eters, we see by Insgpection that 2 = Zg, s0
In puriy scattering also does not run. T his is essentially because a single In purity
couples to the local density which is not renom alized as a result of the W ard
dentity. However, a quenched random distrbution of in purities m ay be thought
of as coupling to a 2kr correlation function, which is renomm alized. This could
have cbservabl consequences or ocalization n the = 1=2 quantum Hallsystem .

O ther C om posite O perators: T he renom alization functions?Z, 7, ,and Z 4 are
not su cient to cancel the divergences which arise In correlation functions w ith
com posite operator Insertions. To calculate, for Instance, the density-density cor-
relation function, wem ust Introduce the renom alization function Z . The anom a—
lousdin ension, obtaned from this renom alization function m ay be substituted
Into the solution (612) of the renom alization group equation (6.10) to give the
scaling fom :

) ) .2 L FT .
h @!) (@ i !f(l,!leFj) 8:9)

H owever, the anom alous din ensions of vanish, = 0 as a result of the W ard
dentity, (718), so the scaling from is the sam e as that of Fem i liquid theory.
It also follows from the W ard identity that the curmrent recieves the anom alous
din ensions of the Ferm i velociy, so
Vg T Vg T
S 1 NS ~e 1N: A5 E (e F 12 vy £.1._F .

hMe!)ie o i -ij(l,!leFj) : fj(l,!leFj) (8:10)

By sim ilar argum ents, the heat current, J,, which has an extra factor of vy k

com pared to j, hasanom alousdimensions 5, = 2, .

Logarithm ic Correctionsatx = 1: Atx = 1, the interaction ism arginaland the

xed point coupling is = 0. A llanom alous din ensions vanish, but scaling law s
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receive logarithm ic corrections. These m ay be calculated by directly integrating
the one-loop —function:
d 2

— = =2 8:11
3 () ( )
which gives, at low energies:
1
= —— (8:12)
2h -2
Thism ay be substituted Into
dhnve _ =2 ©8:13)
dh v

(cbtained by di erentiating (513)) and the resulting equation m ay be integrated
to give:

e () O (©:14)
Jn _0

Logarithm ic corrections to the scaling of com posite opertorsm ay be cbtained sim -
ilarly.

9.Equilbriim and T ransport P roperties

T he invariance ofthe e ective Lagrangian under our scaling, together w ith the
one-loop caloulation of renom alization fiinctions, m ay be used to w rite the scaling
form ofthe free energy. T he tem perature dependence is detem ined by nite-size
scaling, where the inverse tem perature, , is the \size" In the tin e direction. The
equilbrium properties of a m etal described by this xed point follow inm ediately
from di erentiation ofthe free energy. T he transport coe cients are given, accord—
ing to the K ubo form ulas, by correlation finctions ofdensity and current operators.
Thesem ay be calculated from the renom alization group equations appropriate to
correlation functions w ith com posite operator nsertions. Again, the anom alous
din ensions associated w ith these are restricted by the W ard identities resulting
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from gauge nvariance. The calculation of these quantities using renom alization
group m ethods is explained in [L5].

E quilbrium properties: T he scaling form for the free energy density is

kK2t p i)

f const:+ >

©:1)

Since the free energy density for any theory w ith a Ferm isurface is proportionalto
kg 1, the 2 i the denom iator is given by din ensional analysis. Q is a function
of all of the couplings, but these m ay, in general, be st equal to their xed point
values (which is zero form ost of them ). T here is one exception, however: v can
not be set equalto its xed point value, nam ely zero. W hen v = 0 and ky isheld
constant, the energy of fem ionic excitations vanishes, so the friee energy diverges.
That is, wv is a dangerous irrelevant param eter. A s a result, we cannot take

ka1 QO O;u ;u,;::)
f const:+ —& '21' 2! 92)
but m ust, rather, take
k¢t A
f const:+ F2 9:3)
Vg M3
where Q (¢ v juy;::) = A= 7).
2
The soeci cheat, Cy = Tngz ollow s:

Cy THIwd 9:4)

T o derive the com pressibility and m agnetic susosptibbility, the scaling form (9.1)
m ust be generalized to include the possbility of a varable chem ical potential and
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m agnetic eld:

1
£ oonst:+—2k§1 L Q G ry L ;H 1 ;i) 95)

2
e°f T2 ©9:7)

For the orbital m agnetic susceptibility, replace wih ). The com pressbility
and susosptbility m ay also be calculated from the ! ! 0 Imm it of the density—
density and spin-soin correlation fiinctions.

T ransport P roperties: The conductivity is given, according to the Kubo for-
mula, by:

Iin O1h' = 0;!)] =0 1) 98

”Oaj(q— i1)30 g=0; )i (9:8)

N aively applying the scaling ormula (8.10), we nd
ha@=0;1)3( g=0; i T * £5(=T;0) (99)

However, aswas ponted out In [L5], m ore care is required because of the presence

of the din ensionfiil param eter, kr . The correct scaling law is:

] = 1 = : kF 2 —
hj@= 0;!)3( g=0; )i T T = £5(1=T;0) (9:10)

unless there is an um klapp process that is relevant, In which case kg =T is replaced
by krp =(@%=kr ) = (kr =g)° where g is the reciprocal Jattice vector in question. The
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conductivity scaling law that follow s from (9.10) is:

1

T he them al conductivity is given by the follow ing com bination of correlation

functions:
1 2 &12)2
K = T2 L i1 (942)
where
11 .d . .
L7=T Q{nod—,hj(q= 0;1)3(C ag=0; N)i (913)
12 . d_, . ,
L¥ =T ln —hf @= 0;1)3( g= 0; )i (9:14)
22 . d_, . ,
L=T 'h'mod_'hb G=0;"Yp ( g=0; )i (9:15)
Henos,
K TH? v 9:6)

10.B allistic P ropagation and a D irect M easure ofE ective M ass

In a beautifil experin ent G oldm an, Su, and Jain R] studied the ballistic prop—
agation of quasiparticles near half Iling. Exactly at half lling the quasiparticles
are supposed to travel n straight lines, even though they are electrically charged
and sub Ect to a largem agnetic eld, according to the theory ofH alperin, Lee, and
Read [L]. Them utual interactions am ong the quasiparticles through the statistical
gauge eld is supposed to cancel the applied electrom agnetic background eld, as
discussed in the st paragraph above. W hen the m agnetic eld is close to but
not equalto that which gives half 1ling, the quasiparticles w ill feel the di erence
asan e ective eld, and m ove in cyclotron orbits. The e ective eld can bemuch
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sn aller than the realm agnetic eld, so that the \intemal structure" of the quasi-
particles, which exists on a scale ofthe actualm agnetic length, is relatively sn all,
and one can In a usefil approxin ation regard them aspoint particles. Furthem ore
they obey Fem i statistics, and one begins to analyze them by assum ing a Fermm i
surface asa rst approxin ation, as we have discussed at length above. G oldm an,
Su, and Jain dem onstrated that these ideas are at least roughly valid, by exciting
the ekctron liquid at one point and nding enhanced response at the position of
cyclotron orbits corresponding to m om entum kg = 2p ", that is circles of radius
r= krp=eB, .,,whereB, .= B (= e) hunitswithh= 1.)

O n closer analysis, acoording to the ideas discussed above, quasiparticle prop—
erties, and not only occupation numbers, are detem ined relative to the nom inal
Fem isurface. In particular, the e ective m ass diverges, and the the velocity along
a cyclotron orbit vanishes as its Inverse, asthem om entum approaches the nom nal
Fem i surface. The technique of G oldm an, Su, and Jain allow s one to translate
thism om entum -space structure nto real space. By further m easuring the tim e of

ight along the orbits, as a function oftheir radiis, one could therefore in principle
check the m ost characteristic feature of the non-Fem i liquid xed point, that is
the divergence of the e ective m ass at the nom nalFem i surface, rather directly.

11.T heD istinction B etween Q uasiparticles and E lectrons

Until now , we have had very little to say about the elkctrons In the = 1=2
quantum Halle ect. The reason for this is that the description in temm s of quasi-
particles is very sin ple { essentially that of Femm i liquid theory with logarithm ic
corrections { whilke the electrons are a com plicated bound state of a quasiparticle
and two ux tubes. One m ight worry that experim ental probes couple directly
to electrons rather than to quasiparticles. However, for the physical properties
considered in Sections 8 and 9, it is su cient to consider the quasipartickes. For
them odynam ic properties this is sim ply because the quasiparticles are the ac—
tual low -lying excitations, and for probes that couple to ( ctitious gauge neutral)
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ferm ion bilinears such as the current, energy, or density the distinction between
the quasiparticle elds and the electron, which di er by a sihgular gauge transfor-
m ation, is unin portant.

However, there are som e experin ents for which the singleparticle properties
of electrons are in portant, and in the course of acknow ledging their existence we
willm ake a few brief comm ents at this point, that we realize are very far from
exhausting the sub gct.

T he distinction between quasiparticles and electrons is fundm ental when one
considers coupling the non-Fem i liquid to the outside world, as In tunneling. For
the outside world w ill not accept quasiparticlkes, but only electrons. T he electron
goectral weight, or In aghhary part of the retarded electron G reen function, is the
relevant quantiy for the calculation of the tunneling current. He, P Jatzm an, and
Halperin R9] have calculated the electron G reen function by assum ing that an
additionalelectron added toa = 1=2 statem ay be treated asan In niely m assive
charged particle that undergoes no recoil { much lke the core hok in the X ray
edge e ect { and then using the well known resuls of the X +ay edge problam .
They jasti ed this treatm ent of the electron by appealing to the e ects of the
largem agnetic eld. They found that the electron spectralweight is exponentially
suppressed at ow frequency, going ase ' ° 3. A s a result, the tunneling current
goes as e V¥ J at anall voltage. Kin and W en (0] have found qualitatively
sim ilar results (out not exactly the sam e; their ! di ers from that ofHe, et al
by a factor of 2) using sem iclassical technigques. A classical ‘nstanton’ solition
corresponding to the creation of a quasipartick together with two ux tubeswas
found. The G reen fnction was then found from the Euclidean action for the
Instanton-antiznstanton process corresponding to the creation and annihilation of
an electron. The action for creating an electron for tine  goes as 1=2? This

? The 2+ 1-din ensional spacetin e m ay be thought of as a three-dim ensional space and the
Instanton-antiznstanton pair m ay be thought of as a m onopoleantim onopol pair. The
action 72 may be thought of as an energy cost  L'~? for creatihg a m onopole-anti-
m onopole pair sgparated by a distance L. Such an energy cost would con ne m onopoles,
but m ore weakly than the usualE L.
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action cost for creating an electron alone in plies that electrons are bound to ux
tubes { s0 quasipartickes are stable against breaking up Into an elkctron and two

ux tubes { but only weakly since the cost is 1=2 | Runnig of the coupling
w ill alter these calculations quantitatively, if there is a non-trivial xed point, and
perhaps qualitatively if the xed point is at zero coupling. This sub gct deserves
further nvestigation.

O ne can soeculate on the possbl relevance ofthe ux binding for interpreting
an Interesting class of \e ective m ass" m easurem ents (di erent from , although not
unrelated to, the ones discussed In the previous section.) W e refer to observations
of Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations for snall B = B B ;—,, analogous to m ore
fam iliar such m easuram ents on ordinary charged Fem i liquids at anall B . If
elkectrons were In niely strongly bound to ux tubes, one would expect to nd a
constant e ective m ass as In the Fem 1 liquid case. If electrons were not bound
to ux tubes at all, as In the case of non-Interacting charged particlkes at half-

1ling, one would not expect any oscillatory behavior as a function of ( B) ' and
hence no e ective m ass. For electrons that are weakly bound to ux tubes, one
m ight expect oscillations in ( B) ! butan e ective m ass w ith a m ore interesting
asym ptotic behavior as B ! 0 rmather than the constant behavior of a Fem 1
liquid nearB = 0. In recent experim ents [12] such oscillations have been ocbserved,
and if these experin ents are taken at face value it appear that the e ective m ass
diverges as a rather strong power law in B . For several reasons, and especially
because them easuram ents have not been taken very near B = 0 where (@according
to our considerations) the relatively sim ple asym ptotic behavior applies, itm ay be
pram ature to attempt to t these experim ents. At weak coupling { as we have
at x = 1 and snall B { one would expect a naive analysis to be correct, and
it results in a logarithm ic correction to the e ective m ass. If this di ers from
cbservations, it m ight m ean that the theory is fundam entally awed, or (perhaps
m ost plausbly) it m ight ndicate that the experin ents have not yet reached the
weak-ooupling regin €, or it m ight be Indicate that nonperturbative e ects, ofwhich
Instantons are an exam ple, becom e quantitatively im portant even at a relatively
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weak coupling. T his sub ct too deserves further investigation.

12.Relation to O therW ork; and C oncluding R em ark

A num ber of other authors have considered theories of gauge elds Interacting
w ith fermm ionic excitations about a Fem i surface. Inspired by the suggestions of
A nderson and collaborators B1] that spin-charge ssparation occurs In the copper-
oxides, severalauthors [3B2]have considered theories of ferm ionic spinons interacting
wih a gauge eld which serves to elin lnate the redundancy in the spinon-holon
description. At the one-loop level they found non-Fem iliquid behavior, but in the
early papers it was quite unclar how the approxin ations were being controllied.
M eanw hile, Halperin, Lee, and Read [l] considered the = 1=2 com pressbl Hall
state of electrons interacting through an interaction, V (@) = é ,and m ade i quite
plausible that it was describbed by a gauge theory sim ilar to that proposed for the
copper-oxide superconductors. Calculating the one-loop correction to the ferm ion
propagator, they found non-Fem iliquid behaviorw hich depended on the exponent
x; at the physical value, x = 1 (Coulomb Interaction) they found logarithm ic
corrections to Fem i liquid theory.

The rst attem pt to justify the results of low -order perturbation theory from

a scaling standpoint wasm ade by Polchinski [13], who Invoked a largeN approxi-
m ation and assum ed the validiy of the analogue ofM igdal's theorem (that there
is no signi cant renom alization of the phonon-electron vertex function) in this
context. Here N is the number of ferm ion species; of course one is ultin ately in—
terested In am all nite valuesofN . Recently, A ltshculer, Io e, and M illis [L6] have
expanded on this large N analysis. A lso in portant in this regard is the work of
K in ,Furasaki, W en, and Lee [17], who showed that the density-density correlation
function is reliably given in perturbation theory because it recieves no divergent
corrections. Vam a R0] has shown that the case x = 0 ismarginhalin d= 3 under
a scaling analogous to that presented here and has considered a (3 d)-expansion
that is sin ilar in soirit to the (1  x)-expansion presented here.
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In thispaper, we have elaborated upon the analysis of [14], where it was shown
that the controlparam eter x, introduced by Halperin, Les, and Read [1], could be
usedto nda xedpoint ha (I x)-expansion analogous to the -expansion of
critical phenom ena. N o evidence was found In [14] for the validity of the analogue
ofM igdals theoram in the JargeN lim it. Indeed, because the xed point coupling,

, IsproportionaltoN ,allordersin In the -function scak asthe sam e power
of N near the xed ponnt. From our perspective, the neglct of higher order
corrections is only justi ed by the an allness of the param eter (1 X). W here
this param eter is am all, our results essentially agree w ith those of Halperin, et
al. [l], and A kschuler, et al. [16] (In the sense that our renom alization-group
expressions, expanded In perturbation theory, agree to the appropriate order w ith
their expressions). T he tem perature dependence of in portant physical properties
of systam s in this universality class is detem ined by the anom alous dim ensions
aocquired by the Fem i velocity and by two—femm ion com posite operators. The
anom alous din ensions of these operators are constrained by the W ard identities
resulting from gauge invariance, and in particular, the density operator receives
no anom alous din ensions. Thus we also see no con ict w ith the m ain substantive
clain ofKin, etal [l7]. However, we cannot jastify, w ithin our fram ework, m ore
general clain s about the validity of various resum m ations of perturbation theory
[L6] (orperturbation theory itself [17]) when 1 x isnot an all. For this regin e one
needs m ore pow erfiil techniques { possbly those suggested by these authors, or
possbly, aswe have suggested, onesm ore analogous to those used In extrapolating
the expansion In crticalphenomena to = 1.

T here have also been som e authorswho have found radically di erent behavior
from that reported here or found by the above authors. Kwon, et al. [19] and
A Ischuler, etal. [18]have used bosonization techniques and found G reen functions
equivalent to those of a one-din ensionalm odelw ith a four¥em icoupling that is
non—Jlocal n tin e. K veschenko and Stam p R1] have found sin ilar resuls using an
eikonal approxin ation. A lschuler, Io e, and M illis [16] clain that these results
are approprate totheN ! 0 lim it, but are not valid for nieN . From ourpoint
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of view, i is di cul to see how a bosonization procedure analogous to the one
approprate n 1+ 1 dim ensions, which m aps the Interacting fem ion Lagrangian
onto a quadratic boson action, could be equivalent to our analysis which appears,
on the face of i, to be intrinsically higherdim ensional.

If the ideas discussed in this paper correspond to reality, N ature has presented

us wih a truly rem arkable condensed m atter system , n which one nds gauge
elds, a running coupling constant, and even a version of asym ptotic freedom .
O ne virtue of this situation is that it allow s one, In principle, to extract precise
predictions with controlled estin ates of the errors; we have attem pted here to

provide form altools to begin this process.
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APPEND IX

Caloulations in O ther G auges

T he calculations of section 7 were done in radiation gauge, w hich isparticularly
sin ple Por caloulations, but isnot very natural from the point ofview ofthe scaling
53) - (511). W e can, Instead, do the calculations In the class of gauges

kay + kyaxy = 0 @ 1)

which are naturalbecause both tem s scale the sam e way. In this gauge, the gauge
eld propagatorhas an additional factor 1+ 2) ! and the vertex hasan additional
factorl1+ .Asaresult, wenow nd thatthe -function is:

()= 2a = +20F 1253 ® 2)
2 L+ 2)

and the anom alous din ensions are:

()= ()= 227 Lo(?, @ 3)
e a+ 2 ’

but the anom alous din ensions at the xed point are still

()= l(l 4
Vr = 5 X) @A 4)
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