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A bstract

T he wavefunction of two ferm ions, repulsively interacting in the presence of
a Ferm i sea, is evaluated In detail. W e consider large but nie system s in order to
obtain an unam biguous picture of the tw oparticle correlations. A s recently pointed
out by Anderson, in d 2 din ensions the particles m ay be correlated even when
situated on the Fem i surface. The "partial exclusion principle" for two particles
w ith opposite soin on the sam e Fermm ipoint is discussed, and related to results from
the T -m atrix approxin ation. Particles on di erent Ferm ipoints are shown to be
uncorrelated in d > 1. Using the resuls for the two-particke correlations we nd
that the orthogonality e ect induced by adding an extra particke to a (tentative)
two-dim ensional Ferm i liquid is nie.
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1. NTRODUCTION

Several years after Anderson []] confctured the failure of Fem i liquid theory in two-
din ensional nteracting electron system s even at weak coupling, the issue is still rather
controversial. M any body perturbation theory says that Fem i liquid theory breaks down
only in 1D, while it seem s valid in any higher dim ension, at least at weak coupling.f]]
However, the wavefunction for two Interacting particles In the pressnce of a Fem i sea
exhibis a peculiar and at st sight alam ing feature, namely a nite phase shift for
two particles w ith opposite spin sitting on the sam e point of the Fem i surface.]] A

nite phase shift signals the presence of correlations in the two-particlke wave function,
which seem s at odds w ith the existence of lndependent and stable quasi particles. This
e ect is present at arbitrarily weak coupling in 2D .Anderson fJ] indeed argued that due
to the nite phase shift the insertion of an extra particke in a 2D Fem i system causes
an orthogonality catastrophe, m aking the quasi particke weight vanish, and lading to
Luttinger instead of Fem 1 liquid behavior.

W ithin conventional m any body theory the phase shift is blurred in the them ody-
nam ic lin it by coarsegraining m om entum space, and does not seem to have any drastic
consequences. H owever, the perturbative m any body formm alisn m ay be inadequate w hen
singular correlations in m om entum space appear. Taking the therm odynam ic lim it before
solving the interacting problem is dangerous In this case. To obtain an unambiguous
picture of the correlations associated w ith the nite phase shift and its possible conse—
quences, it is therefore worthw hilke to go back to Schrodinger’s equation, and analyse the
structure of wave functions in Jarge nite system s.

In this work we present a detailed analysis of the correlations between two locally
Interacting particles in the presence of a Fermm i1 sea, iIn one, two and three dim ensions,
extending earlier studies by Anderson [l] and by Stamp.3] Ih Sec. 2 we provide som e
basic de nitions and oconospts usefil for a clear discussion of large nie systems. In
Sec. 3 we solve the twoparticle Schrodinger equation, and discuss in detail how the
wave functions are a ected by the Interaction. A carefiillderivation of A nderson’s "partial
exclusion principle" [l]] ©or two particles on comm on Fem ipoints w illbe given, and the
controversial relation between "phase shift" and "phase angk" [, [§] will be clar ed.
Particles on di erent Fem ipoints are shown to be uncorrelated in d > 1. In Sec. 4 we
w ill show that the orthogonality e ect Induced by adding an extra particlke on the Femm i
surface ofa (tentative) Fem iliquid is nite in any dim ension above one. Hencoe, In higher
din ensions a breakdown of Femm i liquid theory, if any, m ust be m ore subtle than in 1D .
Fially, in Sec. 5, we will concluide wih a few rem arks on the possibility of hitherto
undetected non-perturbative phenom ena at weak coupling.



2.LARGE FINITE SYSTEM S

Our ain is to take the lJarge system 1m it only after having understood the e ects of
Interactions. It is therefore necessary to de ne all quantities appearing In the course of
the calculation for nite system s, and Introduce certain distinctions which are usually not
m ade In the In nie volum e lim it.

For de nieness we consider a oneband Hubbard m odel on a d-din ensional sinple
cubic lattice with lattice constant one and periodic boundary conditions. The H ibert
soace of statesm ay be spanned by antisym m etrized products of local single particle states
¢ Pi,where ¢ creates a form jon w ith spin profction  on site jand Pi is the vacuum .
A tematively onem ay construct a basis from statesw ith sharpmomentum % i= & i,
whereal! =V 127 ;93¢ ,and V = L9 is the num ber of lattice sites. W e assume L to
be even. The m om enta k are taken from the Brillouin zone B = fk = (ki;:5ky) 1k =

2 =L . The Ham iltonian is

X X
H=Ho+H:= tydc + U nypny @)

ij 3
where tj; is a (translation invariant) hopping m atrix, U 0 a (rpulsive) coupling con-—
stant, and n5 = ¢} ¢; . The kinetic part can also be w ritten In diagonal om as

X
Ho= k3, ax 22)
k;

where , isthe Fourier transform of t;.

The N -particle ground state of the non-interacting system U = 0) is given by
. N . Y Y %
Joi= a Pi 23)
k2F N
where the non—interacting N particle Ferm i sea F ¥ containsallmomenta n B with
N, and the chem icalpotential ¥ issuch thatF " containsN=2momenta N = N.+ Ny,
assime Nw» = Ny, ie. N iseven). In the Pllow ng we w ill frequently drop the index N .
Let F = BnF be the complment of the Fem i sea iIn B . Vectors k;, denote m om enta
in F on the border to F , whike k; denotemomenta in ¥ on the border to F (see Fig.
1). The sest ofallk, and k; form the "inner" and "outer" Fem isurface @F and QF *,
respectively. In the Iimit L ! 1 both sets de ne the same m anifold @F , the Fem i
surface. We assume N < L9 and , to be such that the Fem i surface is sn ooth and
convex w ithout nesting.
In the follow ing, when considering very large nite system sor, m ore precissly, sequences
of larger and larger system s, it w illbe in portant to distinguish various levels of "equality"

ofm om enta:



1) "m icroscopic" equaliy, k0m=ick, ifboth are precisely on the sam e site of the k-lattice,
i) "m esosoopic" equality, k= k, ifboth m ay be ssparated by a nite num ber of steps on
the k-lattice,

i) "m acroscopic" equality, k°="k, if both may be ssparated by an i nite number of
discrete steps @sL ! 1 ), which is analler than O (L), however, such that the distance
between k%and k shrinksto zero orL ! 1 .

P roperties described for k"="k or k”="k w illbe understood to hold for "alm ost" all such
cases (zerom easure exosptions allowed); k¥=k iswhat isusually in plied by w riting "k° =
k " in m any-body theory, when perform ing calculations directly in the them odynam ic
Iin it, where "k" refers actually to (in niely) m any states, and it is supposed that they
need not be distinguished any m ore, m aintaining only theirdensity V=2 )¢ in m om entum
soace as the only Inform ation. On the other hand, the Pauli exclusion principle acts
only in the case of "m icroscopic" equality, but is fortunately easy to buid in exactly,
and is all one needs of k-space ne structure In the non-interacting system . In general,
In an Interacting system it is not a priori clear whether the "intemal" structure of a
"ooint" in the continuum ofm om enta in the in nie volum e lin it is really irrelevant. A
sinplke (though adm ittedly unphysical) exam pl for an interaction where it is relevant
would be a strict exclusion principle for particles w ith opposite soin on the sam e (in the
m icroscopic sense) point in k-space. The Hubbard or other short range interactions are
of course am ooth In m om entum space, but shgularities In k-space m ight be generated
non-perturbatively.

3.TW O PARTICLE WAVE FUNCTION

In this section the wave function for two particles w ith opposite soIn in the presence of
a Fem isea willbe evaluated. A s in the C ooper problem , the Femn i sea w illbe assum ed
to be inert, ie. is role ismerely to blodk m om entum space. M uch of the calculation
n @A) and B) follow s the analysis of the related problem of two particles on an em pty
lattice by Fabrizio, Parol and Tosatti. [§]

A ) Schrodinger equation:

The wave function for two particles with totalmom entum P (conserved) is a linear
com bination “
ji= = ‘L@ iP=2+ q"iP=2 q#i G4)
q
where the prin e restricts themomenta P=2 g to F . The amplitudes L (q) cbey the

Schrodinger equation

0 U = ;
€ E @L@=_ 5 L@)=:C B2)

q0



whereE% () = p=2t+gt p=2 q- FOrU > 0 there are two classes of solutions, a trivial
class characterized by C = 0, and a non-trivialone with C & 0, resoectively.

In the om ercase onehaseigenvalieskE = E ° whereE © isa non-interacting eigenvalie,
and L () 6 0 only forg such thatE° (@) = E °. h addition, the am plitudes are restricted
by the condition F gL @) = 0. For each d°>-©d degenerate E°, there are d&® 1 such
solutions, where d°=2 are spin-triplet and dy=2 1 spin-sihglet (ifd, 2).Usually d° is
at Jeast two, due to the symmetry E% (@) = E°( q), an exception being E ° (0).

In the latter class, one can solve for L (), and obtains

C

La@-= 33)
E P=2+qg P=2 g
w hilke the eigenvalues E are determ ned by
1 1X o 1
6: Ia ® P =2+ g p=2 q) =:Ky P;E) 34)

NotethatK; P ;E ) isa ral function, which has sin ple poles at the non-interacting two—
particle kvels E° (). The nomalization 1= h ji=  .°% (@ ¥ of the wave function
xesC as

C?= B rorq po2q) (3:5)

For xed totalmomentum P , the non-interacting two-particke levels E 0 @) = p=sqt
p—2 o can be ordered In an ascending sequence E J;E{; =3E] . In tem s of £fE °g, the
eigenvalue equation reads
U L¢_,E EO
where d° isthe degeneracy ofthe non-interacting levelkE ° . T he right hand side has sin ple
polesn E °. Hence it is cbvious that the solutions of (3.6) also form an ascending sequence
EO;E;L;:::;EM,wheJ:eEO BE <EO+1.
Let j yxol denote the non-interacting eigenstate obtained by form ing the symm etric

(spin-singlet) linear com bination of k " k°#i and %°" k #1, and possbly other states w ith
thesameenergy E% = , + 0. Foreach j yyoi there is a corresponding exact eigenstate
J xxol of H , related to J yyol by continuity asU ! 0. In the Pollow ng we w ill analyse
the energy shift and the m odi cation of these wave functions by the interaction. In
particular we w ill calculate the overlap of interacting and non-interacting wave functions
as a convenient and easy-to-understand m easure for the wave fiinction change, altemative
to the "phase shift", which will also be discussed.

B) State j yxiand "partial exclusion principle":



Let us now analyse the state j i1 In dinensions d = 1;2;3. W e will determm Ine the
energy shit E = E U) EY theoverlp Sy = h yxJ xxi In the large volum e lim i,
and, if this overlap is an aller than one, the "range" of the Interacting wave function in
k-space. Setting P = 2k and extracting the temn wih g = 0, the eigenvalue equation
(34) becom es

ot tFe 1 — Tk ekE) 37
U LeE L9, E E°@Q LIE
where E = E 2yand E °@) = xiq+ x g 2x-.Notethat, oranallq,
Xd
E °@q) ad ; g= @ =L)n wheren integer (3:8)
=1

ie. the amallest E °(q) are of order O (. 2). 2D tums out to be a critical din ension
here, because the distance from E° (0) = 2  to the next non-interacting lkevelsE° (q) is
of order I ¢ in any din ension, while the potential energy of j xxi (@s a trial state) is
U=L9. The overlap Sy is given by the am plitude L. (0) = C= E , where the nom alization
oconstant C can be written as
5 1 X 9 1
(EY g60 L E E°@F

ForE above 2  but below the next non-interacting levelE ° (q), one has

( mic_ 4
0 (1) fPrk=k;

Ky 2k;E) ! e nd=1 (3:10a)
O L) Prk6k;
( m es +
0 @) ork=k; .
Ky 2k;E) ! nee o Ind=2 (3:10b)
O (logL) fork6 k;
K, 2k;E)! O (@) nd= 3 (3:100)

The exception fork =k; in 1D is due to the com plkte blocking of states close to J i i
by exclusion from the Femisea F . In d > 1 there is no such com plte blocking for
k m=ick;2 due to degrees of freedom parallel to the Fem i surface. Partial blodking m akes
Ky @k;E) nite in 2D fork = ki, while it diverges logarithm ically otherw ise. Inserting
the asym ptotic behavior ofK';, 2k;E ) Into the eigenvalue equation (3.7), one obtains the
energy shifts ( _
ow ') ork=k;
0L ?) forkek;
( ) mes 4
o 2 fork ="k;
0 (1=L?bglL) forks k;

nd=1 (3d1a)

ind= 2 (3:11b)



E! OL?) ind= 3 B:dlc)

Rew ritin 2 _ 2 _ P 0 0 2
g (B39) as (Sx) ( EyY=C 1+ (EYf 4olE E °(@)] %, one thus
obtains the overlap

( 1 mic_ 4
1 oW ') Prk=k;

Sy ! o nd=1 (3:12a)
r<1 fork 6 k;
( m es +
r<1 fork = kg .
Sy ! . nee . nd= 2 (3:12b)
1 O (I=(bglL)?) fork# k;
Sx!''1 o ?) nd= 3 (3:120)

m es

Fork "6 k; in 1D and k ='k; in 2D, the behavior of K’y 2k;E ) inplies energy shifts E
of the order of the level spacing, I ?, and thus a nite reduction of the overlap Sy, for
any non-zero interaction U . In 1D, the asym ptotic overlap r does not depend on U, as
long asU > 0, whik 2D r is U-dependent and goes continously to one forU ! 0. For
k6 ki n 2D, E tumsouttobeoforderO (1=I? ogL), ie. too an all fr transferring a

nite am plitude to other statesbesides j 1. For the exosptional case km=ick§ in 1D, the
energy shift E isoforder L !, but here the next allwed levels are separated by a gap.
The reader m ay com pare w ith the corresoonding results for two particles on an em pty
lattice in Ref. [§].

T he overlap reduction Sy < 1 in pliesthat two particlesw ith opposite spin cannot fully
occupy the sam e k—state, a phenom enon which A nderson {l] refers to as "partial exclusion
principle". To clearly see thise ect t wasmportant to taketheImit L ! 1 only after
having calculated the overlap for nie system sat nie U . The wave functions j yxiare
very short-ranged in k-space: The amplitudes L (@) in j xxiare oforder I ? as soon as
g di ersm acroscopically from zero, ie. orL ! 1 the wave function j i is con ned
to an In nitesin ally sm all region In m om entum space, and is therefore m acroscopically
Indistinguishable from the non-interacting state j yxi. In contrast to the case of Pauli
exclusion, the state j (i1 isnot (even partially) expelled from the H ibert space of states.
ForL ! 1 ,thereisnoteven apartialtransfer ofam plitude to higher energies: Sum m ing
the squared probability am plitudes §. (0)F of states w ith totalm omentum P = 2k and
energies E  In an in niesim al nterval around 2 , the total occupation probability one

is recovered.

C) States j yyoi:
W e now analyse the states j yxoi ©r generic momenta k and k°. The energy shift
E =E K xo can be determm ined by splitting the eigenvalue equation (34) as
d° &L o 1 d° 0
= + L =: + K, k+ k3E) (313)

1
U LY E g B E%(@q) LY E




and studying the asym ptotic behavior of Ky, k + k%E ) Prlarge L. Here d° is the degen—

eracy of the non-interacting kevelE° =  + o, and E°(q) = x+q T ko g7 the double

prin e ndicatesE ° () 6 E° 1 addition to exclusion ofk + g and k° g from the Fem i

sa F . The overlip Spxo = h 1103 xeoi isgiven by  d°C= E,where C is obtained from
d° X o 1

c *= + — 3:14
(E7 ", E E'@F G

Recall that j yxol is @ symm etric combination of d° degenerate states (with am plitude
l=p@ foreach). ForL ! 1 , the right hand side of (3.14) is always dom inated by
levels in an in nitesim al interval around E . T he qualitative behavior ofthe sum In (3.14)
follow s from them ean spacjngﬁ of levels around E , which is related to the density of
tw o-particlke states
X 0
€)= 1Im Im L ° €  po2rg Pz q) (3:5)
q
via
E°=d €)= ©) (3:16)

Here (x) isa broadened delta—fiinction ofwidth ,and & € ) isthe ¥vel degeneracy as
determ ined by symm etry (accidental degeneracies possible for certain disgoersion relations
have zero m easure). W e willnow discuss results for the overlap Syyo In various distinct
cases.

Ifk ork? (orboth) arem acroscopically distant from the Ferm isurface, and in addition
k%6 k, one has a kvel spacing oforder, ¢ around E %, and K';, is nite ©rE between E °
and the next non—interacting level. Hence E isoforderL ¢, as the kvel spacing, which
In plies that nie am plitude is transferred to other levels, ie. Sxxo < 1 In any din ension
In this case.

Ifk"="k°m acroscopically distant from the Fem isurface, one nds

i r<l ind=1
Skko ! 1 nd= 2 (347)
1 nd= 3

as is easily understood by extending the corresponding resuls for k=k° i (312).

Let usnow consider the iIn portant case where both m om enta lie m acrospocially on the

m ac

Fem isurface, ie. d&;QF ); dk%QF ) = 0, where d(;:) denotes the euclidean distance
between points or sets in k-space. In this case, the overlap cbeys

m ac

(
<1 Prk=k°
Sk ! © e nd=1 (3:18a)

1 fork= k°



(
mac. d(k+k%)=2;QF ) .
Sy ! <1 Prk=kiand =Fgomt— nite L g ) (3:18b)
1 else
Skko ! 1 jnd= 3 (3:18(:)

m ac

for large system s. In deriving these results, the three casesk'= k% k=" kland k6 k°
m ust be treated separately.

Fork'é k° (possbk only ind> 1, ork and k® on @F ), the twoparticke density of
states ( + k%  + o) vanishes, ie. the kevelsnext to  + o are typically at in nite
distanceon scale I 9. Hence no am plitude is transferred to other levels, and thus Syo ! 1
forL ! 1 .

Fork'= k° (Cooper channel) the density of states is nite, but Ky, k+ k%E ) diverges
logarithm ically for large I (@nd E detached from non-interacting levels), ie. the Schro—
dinger equation forces E down to order 1=I% JogL, mplying Syxo= 1 O (=(ogL)?) :n
any din ension.

For k"= k° the density of states is divergent in 1D , zero :n 3D , and has a rather subtle
behavior n 2D . Let us discuss only them ost di cult (@nd in portant) 2D case In detail.
T he general qualitative behavior can be understood by assum ing a quadratic dispersion
relation , = k?=2 for sin plicity. Setting kr = 1, the density of two-particle (ortwo-holk)
states .n 2D is then given by []]

°o or!< i,
§1=4 forlyg< ! <!
(E)_gz%smlp’!ilo r! < !< 1, G19)
1=4 for!, <!
Here ! istheenergy relativeto 2 r,ie. ! = E 1, and the various regin es are ssparated
by !, =!,@P)=P+P3?=2,! =1 @P)= P+P?’=2and!(=!@)= @=2)* 1,

resoectively, where P = P j. See Fig. 2 for an illustration of the various regin es in the
P ;!)plane. Note that here we m ake use only of the part where ! > 0, corresponding
to two particles, not holes. This density of states has a sim ple geom etric interpretation:
For quadratic dispersion, equienergy m anifolds for two particles w ith totalm om entum
P are spheres (In 2D circls) with center P =2 in k-space; n 2D, the density of all states
(irrespective of whether particlesare n F orF ) is 1=4 Independent ofP and !. The
density of two particle states in F in 2D is thus sinply x=4 , where x 2 [0;1] is the
fraction of diam eters crossing the equienergy circle wih both ends In F (see Fig. 3
for an illustration). The sam e holds analogously for two hols. The singular behavior
of E)nInthelmiP ! 2k ,E ! 2 issinply due to the fact that x may assum e
any valie between zero and one, however close to the Fem i surface the particles m ay
be. Thus i is clear that generically two particles n k and k® with k° ="k nd other



levels w ithin an energetic distance of order I 2, the only exosption being the cases where
x = 0, corresponding to d(k + k9=2;@F )=d(k;k% ! 0. It rem ains to see under which
conditions K, k + k%E ) is nite. In aln ost all cases there is an in nite number of levels
above and below E® = | + o sihce we have required only m acroscopic equality of k
and k°. Hence, orE = E°+ E detached from non-interacting levels, we m ay check the

niteness of the sim K k + k%E) orL ! 1 from the corresponding principal value
integralReK ( + k%E ), where

KCP;E):zljmolianLCP;E+i) (320)
1oLy

Note that i doesn’t m atter whether we Insert K or K’y on the right hand side. For
P 2ks , K P ;E) is just the particleparticle bubbl known in m any-body perturbation
theory (forP < 2ky, however, K di ers from the bubbl since the two-hole contribution
isabsent In K ). In the regin eswhich are of interest here, ie. P 2k and E 2 > !,
not large, ReK P ;E ) can be taken from earlier results for the particleparticle bubbl In
2D [1), ie.

8

< Lrog— 0D prig<t<d
ReK (P;E)= ] []!+ 1 [ (] 1)1 (3:21)
T L ogite Pr! < !<

where ! isan ultraviolet cuto . Obviously ReK P ;E ) does not have a unigue 1lim it for
P3! 2k, E ! 2 .Genercally ReK k+ k% , + o) is niten thelimi k; k%! @QF,
k%! k,being divergent only (logarithm ically) ifthe ratio d k;k%=d (k + k%=2;QF ) goes
to zero n the lim iting process (ote that d(k + k9)=2;@F ) = P=2 kr and dk;k?% =
2(0 1)),

H ence, generically the overlap Syyo is reduced ork and k°m acroscopically on the sam e
Ferm ipoint in 2D, exosptions being the rare cases where the ratio d(k + k%=2;QF )=
dk;k% is either zero or in nite. The geom etry of the generic and the two exceptional
cases is shown in Fig. 4. Viewed as a lim iting process where k; k° ! @F , the phase
oace for this wave function m odi cation in the forward scattering channel vanishes w ith
the sam e power as the one for C ooper scattering. Judging from Fig. 2 the e ect in the
forw ard scattering channel looksw eakerbecause it corresponds to points in a quadratically
narrow Ing region in the P;!) plan, or! ! 0, whik the Cooper processes take place in
the only linearly narrow ng region ! > !, P ). However, the gure showsonly a section in
thed+ 1 dim ensional P ;! ) space, w here the C ooperprocesses take place In a cone around
the ! -axis, while the 2ky processes live In a quadratically narrow Ing ssure encircling the
| axisata xed distance 2kyr . Henoe, In both cases the phase space vanishes quadratically
In the Iow energy limi in 2D .

10



dk;QF )+ dk%QF )="0 || dk;QF )+ dk%QF )6 0
d| k=k° kK6 k° kK'="k° kK6 k°
1| @ 1 r r
2| r® 1 1 r
3 1 1 1 r

Tabl 1: Values of the overlap Syyo: r denotes an overlap < 1; @) the special case
k =kO="k} has Sy = 1, b) Skxo < 1 generically ord(k + k9=2;@F )=dk;k% = nite

m es

6 0 and also Prk=k"="k’ and k ="k"=k (hcliding k = k="K ).

The results for Syye In d = 1;2;3 din ensions are summ arized in table 1. Analogous
results hold for two holes instead of two particlks.

D ) P hase shift versus phase angle:
The phase shift  fortwo interacting particles in a nite system isde ned by [I, [l

= E=E° 322)

where E = E E° E°=E%, E°. Reamllthat = 0;1;2;::5;M lbels all
the di erent non-interacting two-particle energies E ° of two particles with xed total
momentum P in a sequence of m onotonously increasing energies, and the nteracting
elgenvaliesobey E < E < EY | for = 0;:::;M 1. The phase shift isa m easure for
the m odi cation of the non-interacting wave function j iby interactions. Tt is nie if
h j i< landzeroifh J 1i= 1. Thetem "phase shift" derives from an expression
of the orm ((322) for the phase shifts In a partial wave decom position In scattering
theory.fJ1 In 4 > 1, is a widly uctuating function of , whith requires a proper
average over m any lvels In order to obtain a wellde ned lim iting function forL ! 1 .
The phass angke () isde ned E]by

E)= 3 €)lexpl E)] 323)

where (E ) isthe 2-particle scattering vertex for an In nite system , which is given by

U
R — 324
&) 1 UK &) 324)

and K E) is obtalned from K E), 34), via the lin itihhg procedure K E) = lim | ¢
liny, ;1 Ky € + 1 ); the dependence on the totalm om entum has not been w ritten here.
Note that ourK & ) is slightly di erent from the particleparticle bubbl in perturbation
theory, sinhce In K ;, € ) two-hol contrbutions are absent.

11



Phase shift and phase angk are in generaldi erent quantities, even for lJarge L, exoept
ind= 1. In B]theirequivalence hasbeen shown w ith the tacit assum ption that  tends
to a continuous function () as L Increases, which is however not generally the case.
Only in 1D hasauniquelimit forL ! 1 andE° ! E,and one can indeed show that

E) = Im = E) (325)

L1
E01 B

and the overbp of interacting and non-interacting wave fiinctions is related to the phase
shift by the sin ple identity
sn E)
&)

In this case. A derivation for these relations is given In Appendix A .

Phase shifts and phase angles fortwo particlkesw ith xed totalm om entum and variable
energy are shown In Fig. 5 fora 1D system and in Fig. 6 fora 2D system . The phase
shifts have been calculated for a Hubbard m odel w ith next neighbor hopping t= 1 and
Interaction U = 5, on a large but nie lattice. In 1D the relation (325) is seen to be
veri ed, while in 2D the phase shifts uctuate around the phase angle. In 2D one m ay
de ne a function (€ ) representing the m ean phase shift cbtained by averaging m any
points in a sn all energy interval. For the system s studied here it tumed out that this
m ean phase shift generically di ers from the phase angke (@t an all energies it is Jarger),
but € ) behaves qualitatively sin ilarto (£ ), ie. one has

ho il (326)

E)= €&) E) 327)

where () isa anooth fiinction of order one. In particular, a nite phase anglke in plies
a nitem ean phase shift and vice versa. Furthem ore, llow ing the steps .n ], it iseasy
to see that there is a general identity relating the phase anglke to the average energy shift,
nam ely

€)=  E=EC (328)

where E 0 isthemean ¥vel spacing.

A oontroversy In previous studies arose on whether the phase shift for two particles on
the sam e point ofthe Fermm isurface n 2D is nite ornot, the problem being that the lin it
P! 2ky,E ! 2 isnotunigque. It wasnoticed that the asym ptotic phase angle is nie
if the lim it is taken n a particular way.[§, i, [§]1 H owever, as we have pointed out above,
what looks so speciala lim it in the P;E ) plane re ects actually the generic behavior of
two partickes with momenta k®and k .n the linit k° ! k ! @QF . Anderson’s fl] nite
phase shift, which has originally been calculated in the special case k m=icko, is generically
present ork = k°, too.
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T he detailed behavior of the phase angle (x + o) with P = k + k° or two particles
ink and k®in thelimit k°! k ! QF isillustrated in Fig. 7.

E) A ntibound states:

To com plete the presentation of the two-partick problem in a lattice m odel with an
upper bound in energy), we now brie y discuss properties of the "antibound state" [l|] on
top of the two-particle spectrum .

SheeE < E? | for M 1, alllevels but the highest (fora given totalm om entum
P ) are shifted only by a tiny am ount of order L. ¢ or even less in som e cases. However

Ev = Ey Elf,i tums out to be nite If U exceeds a critical value U, which depends
on density and din ensionality. In d = 2, (34) Implies that U. = 0, sihce the density of
twoparticke levels is nie (In 2D ) or divergent (in d < 2) at the upper band edge. For
anallU, E, isexponentially smallin 2D, whik it isoforder U? in 1D . This split state
has been called the "antibound state" .ﬂ] It is in a sense the m irror in age of the bound
state In the C ooper problem w ith attractive U .

T he antibound state j y 1 is actually a bound state In that it hasa nite expectation
value for double occupancy of sites In real space even forL ! 1 , ie.

hyH:3ui 0@ Hr U> U, 329)

T his is of course energetically highly unfavorable for repulsive (positive) U, which iswhy
Ey ispositive of order one. Since the trace of H ; In the subspace of tw o-particke states
wih xed totalm om entum isalwaysU , independent ofthe basis, equation (329) in plies
that
My 1
h #H:j i< U for U > U, (3:30)
=0

Hence the solitting of an antdbbound state m eans that the other states In the continuum
have an overall reduced expectation value for double occupancy, and j v i jist pays the
bill for all of them . In the H ibert space of twoparticle states spanned by £ i: =
0;:::;M 1g doublk occupancy has been partially procted out. In 2D , this profction
isa weak ocoupling e ect (oresent orany U > 0), in 3D not.

Ignoring stateswhich are ssparated by a gap from the low -energy part ofthe spectrum ,
onem ay say that the presence ofa down-spin, say, reduces the din ensionality ofthe space
of available states for up-spin particles, as in the presence of statistical interactions L]
between opposite spins. The signi cance of the antbound states in the two-particle
system for the m any-particle system is however not yet clear. Anderson []] suggested
that the splitting of the antibound states in plies that the Hubbard modelin d 2 m ight
have the sam e low energy behavior as the tJ-m odel, where doubly occupied sites are
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progcted out com plktely. A full profction of double occupancy can be In plem ented by
gauge elds, kading to singulare ective interactionsw hich have been argued to invalidate
Ferm iliquid theory forthe tJ-m odel (at least at nite tem peratures).f[]]] T hus, ifthe above
(controversial!) argum ents were valid, Fem 1 liquid theory would break down in the 2D
Hubbard model forany U > U, = 0.

4. ORTHOGONALITY CATASTROPHE

Long ago Anderson [[4] pointed out that a local scatterer in a m any fermm jon system
changes the wave function so drastically that its overlap w ith the wave function w ithout
scatterer is zero in the In nite volum e lin i, and related this "orthogonality catastophe”
to the observed singular response of electron system s to a sudden appearance of local
scatterers, such as In the X +ay problem . M ore recently he proposaed to extend this line
of reasoning to the insertion of a quasi particle ;n an interacting Fem 1 system .[l]

To understand the argum ent, it is usefiill to recall the case of a Jocal scatterer rst. A
system ofnon-interacting (spinless) ferm ions in the presence of a Jocalpotentialon site O
is govemed by the Ham iltonian

X
H = N + UL

k kg
T he ground state ofH isa Slaterdetermm nant constructed w ith single particle wave func-
tions ofthe form j i= F q Lx (q)ai+qj0iwhere Ly )= Cx=Ey x+ q), the elgenvalue
Ey isthe solution nextto  ofU '=1L ¢ _E k+q) ',and Cy is xed by nom al-
ization. Note that Ey = Ey « and Cy are both typically oforder . ¢, corresponding
to the spachg of the non-nteracting kvels (exospt rk'= 0). The overlap of the Fem i
seas w ith and w ithout scattering potential, respectively, is given by [2]

X
EHIY @)

S =hji= det Lyp) 42)
kp2F

where Ly, = Ly @ k). Note that Ly, decays rapidly as a function of ks but
themom entum transferp k may be large. A su cient condition for the orthogonality
catastrophe S ! Owhen L ! 1 isthat the sum

X X
s = Lip T 43)

P P
diverges. Indeed sbehavesroughly asL ** ,,p . (x  p) °,which is Jogarithm ically

Infrared divergent forL, ! 1 in any din ension. N ote that contrbutions com e from any
g=p k @motonly snall ones) across the Fem i surface. To cbtain the orthogonality
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catastrophe it is In portant that all (or at least a nite fraction of) the single particke
states &l Pi with k 2 QF are modi ed by the scatterer, ie. h j i< 1 or, what is
the sam e, the phase shift , = Ey=E  mustbe nie allover the Fem isurface ( E
being the distance to the level follow Ing ).

Recently Anderson f]] suggested to infer the breakdown of Ferm i liquid theory In two—
din ensional interacting electron system s from an orthogonality catastrophe caused by
Insertion of an extra particlke. To this end he considers the overlap

Zpy= Y&y o3y if (4:4)
for "k = kp". Here U is the exact ground state with N particles whike } "' is an
exact eigenstate of the N + 1 particlke system wih "one quasi particke added", ie. the
state evolving adiabatically from the non-interacting state ai j § i, as the interaction is
sw itched on. In analogy to the local scatterer problem it is argued that the nite phase
shift in icted by the extra particle on the other particles on the Fem i surface will lead
to an orthogonality catastrophe, Z}SF ! 0, and consequently the elin ination of the quasi
particke peak in the spectral function.

T his argum ent presents various di culties which we w illnow discuss.

(i) The m acroscopic spectral function (k; ) is given In tem s of exact eigenstates by
X
(; )= lim Im PR Joif 0w @:5)
for positive energies > 0; the sum runs over all N+ 1)-particlke eigenstates with m o—
mentum k and spin  (relative to j § i), , is the excitation energy, and  a broadened
—finction, eg. &)= = &+ 2).Each "ooint" k; ) In (; ) nvolves actually an
in nite number of eigenstates of the interacting system . H ence the vanishing of the over-
lap w ih a sihgle eigenstate in the large system lin it does not necessarily a ect  (; ).
In particular, it iseasy to seethat Z) ! 0 for generic k'=ky In any din ension, even 1 a
Fem i liquid. By de nition, in a Fem 1 liquid the spectral finction obeys the asym ptotic
behavior
&; )P 4 ( Ey) 4®0)

for ! 0,k ! @F, where E; is the quasi particlke energy, Zx a nite renom alization
constant, and  the width of the quasi particle peak, which must vanish m ore rapidly
than the quasiparticle energy when approaching the Fem isurface. In a Fem iliquid, for
k"="ky the width of the quasi partick peak is zero on scalk one, but generically i nite
on the scale set by the kevel spacing. Hence, Z]S is zero iIn this case. To have a chance to

m es

geta nite Z, , onemust set at kast k = k; , which would however leave the num erical
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value onQF com pktely arbitrary, if nite (eg. for k a hundred steps on the k-lattice
away from @F , z? ismuch smallr than fork ='k{ . A reasonablk unique de nition of
a possbly nite Z)) requires the choice k k! In (44).W e are not aware of a general
dentity relating Z,) to the renom alization factor Zy, in (4.6). A prioriZ, m ight still
vanish even ifZ,_  is nite (out not vice versa, of course).

(i) In ocontrast to the local scatterer problem , the extra particle inserted here has
a com plicated dynam ics, and the overlap (4.4) cannot be calculated exactly. M aking
an estin ate In analogy to the case of a local scatterer added to a Fem i gas am ounts
to making two (ndependent) approxin ations, which m ay m iss In portant physics: The
system in the absence of the extra partick is treated as non-interacting, ie. the ground
state j § ibeocom es sin ply a product of two non-interacting Femm i seas for up and down
s, ie. j §i J§ i. Only Interactions between the extra particke (wih soin down,
say) and particles w ith opposite spin (ie. up) are kept. Still the calculation of j I}f;#li
poses a m any-body problam , due to e ective Interactions between up-spins m ediated
by the extra down-spn: an up-soin may scatter the down-spin to a new state, which
changes its relation to other up-spins.fl3] For a local scatterer (v ithout ntemal degrees
of freedom ) this problem does not occur, because the scatterer rem ains always in the
sam e state. Neglecting these induced correlations, too, one m ay estin ate the overlap
oL 'i ;n analogy to the problm of a local scatterer by approxin ating

el 03Kt det @yp) 4:7)
Kip2F

where Ly, = Ly @@ k), and the amplitudes Ly (q) are extracted from the interacting
tw o-particle wave functions evolving from Jj iy, i, ie.

X 9
J kke 1= Ly@k+a"kr gti 4:=8)
a

m ic

solved for xed k?=k; and variablk 2 F in presence ofan inert Fem isea ofdow n-spins,
but no otherup-spins. Here only thedown-soln m om entum ky g isblocked by exclusion
from F . Note that only the up-spins reduce the overlap, since the down soin Fem i sea
is treated as nert. Since the up-spins are not blocked by a preexistent Ferm i sea, m ost
J kk, 1 will be shifted from the corresponding non-interacting states j xx, i. However,
m ost m odi cations nside F In k-space cancel out when the Fem isea is llked, and only
shifts leading out of F, as measured by the sum s = : K2F : p2F Tp F, are relevant.
These latter shifts are of the sam e order of m agnitude as those considered In Sec. 3,
where j ol has been analyzed for k and k° on the surface of two already pre-existent

Ferm iseas.
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ifi) In Sec. 3 we have seen that two particles on the Femm i surface m ay be scattered
within F only ifthey are on the sam e point of the surface. A nalogously, an extra down-—
particle added to the system in ky In the presence of an inert Femm i sea down-spinsm ay
scatter up-particles out of F into F only in ky iself, but not on other points of the
surface. Even worse, if kg m=ick§ , In m ost cases the extra particlke is not able to scatter
any up-son out of F (this is slightly di erent from the situation In Sec. 3, where both
particlkeswere outside F' from the start, and thus could always shift parallel to the Fem i
surface in d > 1). Com paring this state of a airs w ith the response to a local scatterer,
where a wave function change over the whole Ferm isurface led to a logarithm ically (only)
divergent signal of orthogonality, it is obvious that here we nd no signalat all.

In summ ary, a straightforward adaption of the local scatterer calculation to the prob-—
Jlem of nserting a dynam icalpartick into an Interactingm any-body system doesnot signal
an orthogonality catastrophe in 2D . Stam p, 3] too, concluded that considering nite sys-

tem s withn a twoparticle scattering approxin ation does not yield any evidence for an

orthogonality catastrophe. C learly, approxin ating the ground state by a Fem igasm ay
give qualitatively correct results only if the exact ground state is a Fem i liquid. Hence,
as in perturbation theory, we have only checked consistency of quasi particle behavior as
a hypothesis. W e have to recognize that the above check of orthogonality is insu cient,
if the exact ground state is neither a Fem i liquid nor a state cbtained by resumm ng di-
vergencies show ing up in perturbation theory (@s in the one-din ensional Luttinger liquid
4, 23D.

N ote that the phase shift as calculated In Sec. 3 does not signal the orthogonality
catastrophe which is known to occur in a 1D interacting Femm i system upon adding an
extra particle near one of the two Femn ipoints! A particle inserted in k m=ick§ cannot
kick out any states near k; iself in 1D (and ork = k; i can a ect only a nite
num ber). Hence interactions w ith particles near the sam e Fem i point do not produce
an orthogonality catastrophe In 1D, whether the phase shift is nite or not. On the
other hand, interactions w ith particles on the opposite Fem i point do a ect In niely
m any states, and second order perturbation theory does Indeed indicate an orthogonality
catastrophe In this case. H owever, the phase shift calculated In Sec. 3 tumed out to be
zero In this case, vanishing logarithm ically in the large system 1 it. This is an artefact
of our treating the Fem i surface as inert, not allow Ing for particle-hol excitations when
calculating two-particke correlations. In a diagramm atic lJanguage, treating the Fem i
sea as nert m eans summ Ing only ladder diagram s, which is equivalent to introducing a
renom alized coupling whose ow is caloulated from the partickeparticle channel only,
and therefore seem s to scale to zero logarithm ically (for positive bare coupling). In 1D

17



there are how ever other contributions, involring particlke-hol excitations, which m ake the
—function vanish identically,[14,[14] ie. the renom alized coupling and the exact phase
shift in them any-body system rem ain nite, and an orthogonality catastrophe does occur.

5.CONCLUSION

Two ferm ions in the presence of a Ferm i sea can have nteraction induced correlations
even if both particles are situated on the Fem i surface: In addition to the wellknown
C ooper pair correlations for attractive Interactions, In low din ensional system s correla—
tions appear even for purely repulsive Interactions, nam ely i) ifboth particles sit on the
sam e point oftheFem isurface (ind  2), and ii) ifthey sit on opposite points (ind= 1).
In the fom er case a solution of the Schrodinger equation for a tw o-particle wave function
In presence of an inert Femmn i sea reveals these correlations, while in the latter case one
must allow for particle-hole excitations to obtan the correct result or a m any-body sys—
tem . Equivalently, In the fom er case a properly interpreted T -m atrix calculation yields
the e ect, whilk In the latter a com plte one-loop renom alization group calculation of
the tw o-particle vertex is required.

In the fullm any-body problem wem ust actually distinguish correlations between bare
particles and correlations between low energy excitations (ie. quasiparticles in a Fem i
liquid) . C orrelations am ong bare particlks are of course always present n an interacting
theory, but are largely absorbed in the wave function renom alization when passing to
an e ective theory of the low energy excitations. The issue here is whether there are
correlations between (tentative) quasi particles, surviving at arbitrarily low energy scale.
O f course the above refers to these latter correlations only.

Tt was in portant to distinguish various scales of distances on the k—lattice ofm om enta,
to cbtain a clkar picture of the rather singular correlations In k-space, and to relate
Anderson’s [[] resuls for the phase shift to results from the T -m atrix approxin ation.[}]
Anderson’s nite phase shift, calculated for two particles residing on the very sam e point
of the k-lattice, was seen to be not an artefact of this special choice, but represents the
generic behavior in the lin it k;k°! Q@F with k°! k. Thisbehavior is .n fact correctly
signalled by the corresoonding lin it of the phase anglk of the scattering vertex calculated
In T-m atrix approxin ation.

Two ferm ionson the Fem isurface ofa two-din ensional system repeleach other at very
short distances in m om entum space. W e note that this "partial exclusion principl" [1]
isnot only "partial", but also less persistent than genuine statistical correlations such as
Pauliexclusion: T he expectation value ny, »ny, 4iw ill riss when m ore and m ore particles
are added to the system , and m ay com e arbirarily close to one. The am plitude for two
particles on the sam e Fem i point is only partitioned am ong di erent eigenstates w ith
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energies in an In nitesim alintervalat 2 » . H owever, the Independence ofquasiparticles is
obviously spoikd by these correlations at short distances In k-space. Since quasi particles
on di erent Fem ipoints are how ever uncorrelated In 2D , Landau param eters Involving a
an ooth angular average m ay stillbe well de ned.

T he orthogonality e ect caused by addition of an extra particle on the Fem i surface
of a twodin ensional Fem i gas was shown to be nite within a crude approxin ation
which takes Into acoount only two-particle correlations between the extra particle and
other particles in the system . This con m s earlier consistency chedks of Femm i liquid
theory perform ed directly in the in nite volum e lim i, ], §] and a recent study show ing
the irrelevance of nite size e ects in the T -m atrix approxin ation.[f] In contrast to the
case of addition of a local scatterer, which m odi es the wave fiinctions of other particles
over the whole Fem 1 surface, a quasi particle in 2D m odi es the wave functions at best
on that Fem ipoint where i is added. In one dim ension an orthogonality catastrophy

does occur as a consequence of nite phase shifts for particles on opposite Fermm ipoints.

A llwell established weak coupling nstabilities of the Fermm 1 liquid are signalled by the
renom alization group, evaliated perturbatively to som e Iow order.[l4,[7,[1§,19]1A recent
analysis ofthe crossover from 1D Luttinger liquid behaviorto 2D Fem iliquid behavioras
a function of continuous din ensionality w ithin perturbation theory summ ed to all orders
Indicates that at weak ocoupling higher orders In perturbation theory do not destroy the
Fem i Iiquid xed ponnt in any dim ension above one, as long as no Cooper instability
sets in.RQ] Th addition, recent rigorous results on two-din ensional Ferm i system s seem to
Indicate that the existence of hitherto unknown weak coupling instabilities of the Ferm i
liquid is unlkely.[[§] These rigorous results are however not yet general enough to be
applied to a system lke the Hubbard m odel.

O n the other hand, the rather peculiar change of the tw o-particle wavefunction, egoe-
cially in 2D , could throw doubts on the generalvalidiy of conventionalm any-oody theory
itself, even if summ ed to all orders. Two particles near the sam e Ferm ipoint indeed de—
velop singular correlations In k-space, which are however visbl only if the discrete ne
structure of k-space is resolved. These correlations m ight not be adequately taken into
acoount when taking the in nite volum e lin i before solving the full interacting prob-
lem . In a two-din ensional Fem i liquid ground state, pairs of up—and dow n-soins near a
comm on Fem ipoint would seem quite unstabl ob gcts: they have a tendency to repel
each other but they can’t, being blocked by their neighbors in k-space. The hypothesis
of a com plkte non-perturbative reorganization of the ground state is therefore not com —
pktely unplausible. In one din ension the repulsion of particles from comm on points in
mom entum space a ects only excitations, not the ground state, which is instead m odi ed
by interactions between opposite Fem ipoints. However, In two dim ensions the situa—
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tion m ay be di erent, since new gapless degrees of freedom parallel to the Fem i surface
appear.

In summ ary, In our opinion there are Interesting hintsbut no evidence for a breakdow n
of Fem i liquid theory at weak coupling in two din ensions. C lar is only that such a
breakdown would have to be m uch m ore subtl that in one din ension.
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A ppendix A :P hase shift, phase angle and overlap in 1D

In one din ension, the non—interacting tw o-particle spectrum fE °g of states with xed
totalmom entum P is locally nvariant, ie. the levels becom e equidistant in the Im it
L! 1,E°! E,withaspachg E °=E?, E° thatdependsonly onE . The kvel
degeneracy d° also becom es a filnction ofE only. In this situation, the phase shift, energy
shift and wave function overlap are uniquely detem ined by the phase angle, for aln ost
all states In the lJarge system lin i, aswe willnow show .

For large L, and assum ing local spectral invariance, the eigenvalue equation (3.6) can
be written as §§,[21]

1 loc
5=KL E)+ ReK E) A1)

where K (E)::]In 10]inL11KL(E+i),and

R d°

K{°€)=1 ° — @ 2)

m= 1

is the "localsum ", which is detem Ined by kevels in an In nitesin al interval centered at
E.Here E °= E °E) is the kevel spacing, and d° = d° E ) the degeneracy of kvels
w ith energy E . T his decom position holds asym ptotically for alm ost all levels, excsptions
being levels which are so close to the bottom or top of the spectrum that their local
sum does not extend over a large number of kevels on both sides. Using the identity

P
IL . & m)'=  oot( x),onedbtains

K E)= (E)ocot( E)) @ 3)
where €)= =L9 E ° is the density of states, and
€)= E=E" @ 4)

the phase shift. Thserting @ 3) Into the eigenvalue equation, and solving for (E ), one
nds "

u &)
€) 1 UReK E) ® =)
Since E)= IImK ®), this is nothing but the phas angke & ), de ned In (323).

Hence, for locally invariant spectra, phase shift and phase anglk are Indeed equivalent for
large system s. A slightly di erent derivation of this result can be found in Ref. f].
T he nom alization constant C is given by

® d°
C = (C ?<= @ %)




forL ! 1 and local spectral invarance. Note that here only levels In an In nitesin al
P
neighborhood around E contribute. Usingtheidentity 1_ ; & m) 2= Z2=(sh( x))?,

one obtains

Jsin jJ .
La @ <)
T he overlap between interacting and non-interacting wave functions is thus

P
CE)= &

sih E)
&)

Pr—
h j i=:SE)= dC=E = @ 8)

P_—
Recallthat § iisa symm etric com bination ofd® degenerate statesw ith am plitude 1= d°
foreach. The overlap of j yxoiand j yxol iscbtained from thisby nsertingE =  + yo.
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Figure C aptions
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Fig.

.1 Fem isurfaces @F and @F © on the discrete k-lattice in a nite system ; the con-—

tihuous line represents the Ferm i surface @F in the large system 1l it.

R egin es for the two-particle density of states in the @ ;! )-plane, ssparated by the
functions !y P ),! ®)and !y ® ). The dotted line indicates values for ;! ) wih
=x=4 ,x= 03.

G eom etry of available twoparticle states with xed totalmomentum P and xed
energy In two din ensions. The bold sections on the circle around P =2 indicate
the possble Iocations of mom enta k and k® outside F such that k + k= P and

k + k0 = const.

Two particlkes in k"=k on the sam e Fem ipoint in 2D :generic case (a) and the two
exogptional cases (o) and (). Note that the plot show s an in nitesim al fraction of
the Fem i surface, which therefore looks perfectly at.

Phase shifts (oints) and phase angke (line) as finction of energy for a Hubbard
m odelw ith nextneighbor hopping t= 1, couplingU = S5and = 13 i 1D, for
a xed totalmomentum P = 0. The phase shifts have been calculated ora nite
system wih L = 1000.

Phase shifts (dots), phase angle (solid line) and m ean phase shift (dashed line) as
function ofenergy for a H ubbard m odelw ith next-neighbor hopping t= 1, coupling
U=5and p = 23n2D,Pra xedtotalmomentum P = (028 ;036 ). The
phase shiftshave been calculated fora nite system wih L = 100. Each point &)
is obtained by averaging 50 phase shifts corresoonding to eigenenergies nearE (the
dashed line connects these points as guide to the eye).

Phase angle for two particles with m om enta k and k° close to a comm on point of
the Fem 1isurface, plotted forvarious xed totalmomenta P = k + k% as a finction
oftheratio k° kF@® 2kp).A quadratic , with acuto !.= 10, and a constant
coupling U = 5 hasbeen used In thisplot.
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