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Transverse Spin D i1 usion

In a D ilute Spin-Polarized D egenerate Fermm iG as

Denis I.G o]osovl] and AndreiE. Ru(:kenstejnB

D epartm ent of P hysics, Rutgers U niversity, P iscataway, NJ 088550849, U S A .

W e reexam ine the calculation of the transverse soin-di usion coe cient In a
dilute degenerate spin-polarized Femn i gas, for the case of s-wave scattering. The
special feature of this lim it is that the dependence of the soin di usion coe cient on
team perature and eld can be calculated explicitly w ith no further approxin ations.
T his exact solution uncovers a novel intermm ediate behaviour between the high eld
soin-rotation dom fnated regine n which D, / H 2,Dy / T 2, and the low-eld
isotropic, collision dom inated regime with D, = D, / T 2. Tn this ntem ediate
regine, D,y / T 2pbut D, 6 Dy. We emnphasize that the low— eld crossover
cannot be described w thin the relaxation tin e approxin ation. W e also present an
analytical calculation of the selfenergy in the swave approxin ation for a dilute
soin-polarized Fem i gas, at zero tem perature. This em phasizes the failure of the
conventional Ferm Hiquid phase space argum ents for processes nvolving spin  Ips.

W e close by review Ing the evidence for the existence of the intermm ediate regin e in
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I. NTRODUCTION

The unusual features of soin dynam ics In spinpolarized quantum system s have been
intensively studied sihce the pioneering paper of Leggett and Rice [l] on spin di usion
in nom al liquid *He. The main e ect arises from the cbservation that the presence of a
molecular eld (induced by the applied m agnetic eld) leadsto an additionalprecession ofthe
Foin-current which in steady state acquires a com ponent perpendicular to the m agnetization
gradient; through the continuity equation this results In an anom alous reactive com ponent

(dam ped spin-wave) to son transport. This \spin-rotation" e ect is also present In the case
of spin-polarized Bolzm ann gases @]1.

From a m icroscopic point of view , it was expected that a num ber of qualitatively novel
phenom ena m ight arise in the case of su ciently high polarizations [}]. A naturalsuggestion,
m ade by M eyerovich (], was that low -tem perature spin-di usion becom es highly anisotropic
for nite polarizations. M ore precisly, processes Involving soin— ijpsm ake use of the phase-
gpace volum e between the two distinct Ferm i surfaces (for \up" and \down" spins) leading
to a nite scattering rate in the Im t of T ! 0. This is In contrast w ith processes invokring
scattering In the vicinity ofeach of the Femm i surfaces which are sub ct to the phase—space
restrictions of unpolarized Fem i liquids and are thus characterized by the conventional
Ferm iliquid behaviour of scattering rates, / T2 B1. M eyerovich’s suggestion was recently
supported by m easurem ents of the transverse spin-di usion coe cient in weakly polarized
liquid *He [§]. Theoretically, D , was calculated in the dilite gas Iim it at T = 0 [][§]; whike
forT & 0 the only available estin ates are based on a variational solution of the Boltzm ann
equation [}]/9], or on a phenom enological M athiessen-type rule [J].

In thispaper we present the analytical calculation ofthe nite tem perature behaviour of
D, fora dilute Fem igas In the swave approxin ation, by solring the appropriate kinetic
equations exactly. W hik at H " T our results for D, agree w ith those of previous work
[1[3), in the opposite case of T H the exact solution of kinetic equation results in a

qualitatively new behaviour ofD , . W e show, that the crossover between the high— eld and



Jow — eld behaviours is describbed by two din ensionless param eters rather than only one as
implied n Refs. [{§Q]: The rst is the ratio H=T, which detem ines whether the phase

Soace that is available for interparticle scattering is due to the eld-induced solitting of the

Ferm i soheres #H T ) or to the tam perature am earing of the Fem idistrbution function
(T H ). Thedi usion coe cient is, roughly speaking, nversely proportionalto the square
of the available phase space volum e; and hence in the two limitswe cbtain D, / H 2 and

D, / T ?, respectively. T he second param eter,

= H=T)@r) (¢=T); @)

(@ is the s-wave scattering length and r and pr are Fem ienergy and m om entum in the
absence of magnetic eld) is the ratio of two frequency scales appearing in the kinetic
equations for transverse spin di usion, = I;=!,. The scak !, is detem ined by the
therm al term i the transverse relaxation mate, !, 1=, m&T?, wherem is particle
mass; whik !, ap H isthe molkcular eld contrbution to the precession frequency of
the transverse soin current. (fts origin is the soin-dependent exchange scattering am plitude
of two particles interacting through a spin-independent interparticle potential f]1). Thus,

the value of m easures the number of oscillations of the soin current during a oollision

tin e. For 1 the \spin—+otation" e ect strongly a ects the soin di usion process, which
rem ains anisotropic even for H T : n this case, we cbtain D , 089D, . T he crossover
to isotropic behaviour occurs for 1, so that D; Dy only once 1.

W e note that the crossover between isotropic and anisotropic behaviours of D, 4 at

1 has already been discussed previously [Q[,1P]. However, the qualitative changes in

the oollision Integralwhich occur at H T were overlooked. Sin ilarly, the subtlkties that

arise In the solution ofB oltzm ann equation at 1 have not been noticed in R efs.[[[}4,10],

which however provide the correct resuls for 1. In the present paper, we w ill give the
com plete description of eld and tem perature dependence of D , for a dilute gas (within
the s-wave approxin ation for the twobody scattering) which is valid for any valie of H

provided that the gas ram ains degenerate for both values of soin proction,



where pr,y are the Ferm im om enta for spin-up and spin-down particles:
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N 4 are the numbers of spin-up and spin-down particles per uni volume, M | is the Iongi-
tudinalm agnetization per uni volum e induced by the eld H , and N is the density of the
gas. A short acoount of the present work was already published in Ref. {[3].

W e em phasize that throughout this paper we concentrate on the hydrodynam ic regin e
de nedby nite Iongitudinaland transverse relaxation tin es, , x, which, in principle, satisfy
the condition D ; 4k - 4 1, where k 1=, ! 0 (L is the size of the systam) is the
characteristic w avevector ofm agnetization uctuations. The T ! 0 lim it ofour calculations
leads to di erent physics from that of the strict T = 0, collisionless regin e discussed by 1.
A.Fomin [I[4]. Indeed, one should interpret our T = 0 results as descrbbing uctuations
with su ciently long wavelength, and at low but nite tem peratures, T H , such that
the hydrodynam ic condition is satis ed (note that Dy and  diverge at T ! 0). The
Interesting issue ofthe validity ofthe linearized B oltzm ann equation approach in the context
of spinpolarized Ferm igases at Iow tem peratures, raised in Refs. [[4[13], is kft for future
Investigations. Here, we Iin it oursslves to the linearized equations, which should be valid
even for T H as long as the extemal probe used to drive the system out of equilibrium
isweak enough and su ciently slow Iy varying in soace.

The plan of the paper is as ollow s: In Section [[f we discuss the zero tem perature lin it
of the kinetic equations derived m ore generally In Appendix B. To get a better feeling for
the physical content of these equations we begin with an analysis of the relaxation time
approxin ation. W e then solve the T ! 0 equations exactly and recover the variational
resul ofRef. []]. This is ollowed in Section [[ w ith the discussion ofthe nite tem perature
equations in the lim it of an all polarization, H r , and the resulting exact solution for

the di usion coe cient. Since the results of Section ITlare valid everywhere in the region



H T our expressions are thus covering the entire range of eld and tem perature values in
the degenerate regin e, T r - This analysis uncovers the tw o crossovers already discussed
above. In Sect. [[V], our resuls are com pared w ith the available experin entaldata in SHef
‘Hem xtures [[§,I7/§13]1and in *He [@]. T he derivation ofthe selfenergies (which are used
as an input into the B oltzm ann equations) is relegated to Appendix A . T he calculations are
Instructive as they uncover the sin pl phase-goace origin ofthe nitevalieofD , atT ! 0.

Throughoutweusstheunitswih ks = (= h= 1,whereks isBoltzm ann constant and

0=2 is the m agnetic m om ent of a particle; also we take the volum e of the system ,V = 1.

IT.TRANSVERSE SPIN DIFFUSION AT T ! OAND THE TRANSVERSE

RELAXATION TIM E

W e begin w ith the kinetic equations for the transverse (0 -diagonalin spin space) com —

ponent of the density m atrix In the rotating fram e, nwy (G £;p) (see Appendix B):

|
: Z 3.0 4 a

4 a, 0 " 4 .
— + —— nmw % + —1 nw Gr; —1
et m Qr s Gxip) m s © ’p)(2 3 (I‘lp 1’15) o
nh @) @) i
N« Ny)ney Grsp) = 1 o (v @);P) a4 (#@)ip) nwyGxEp)t
@)+ + o | " # !
+ Ty t;f;g e O, 1) 4)
w here is the chemical potential and .52..),.## denote the contrbutions In Eagns.

@3{A14) quadmatic in the scattering length a; similarly, the transverse self energy,

~@ ;2 p, isgiven by Eqn. [B33). T the T ! O lini, the Femm i distri-

bution functions for spin-up and spin-down particlkes, n; and ni, can be approxin ated by
s P

Tt iseasy to verify thatther.h.s. ofEqn. {§) doesnotm ix di erent Legendre com ponents

of the quantity nwy (G 2;p) as a function of m om entum . Therefore, we w ill search for the

solutions of the fom

nwy GE;p) = geip) + £ (Gx;p)ocos )



where is the angle form ed by vector p and the x axis. Ik tums out that in the swave
approxin ation the higher Legendre ham onics do not contrdbute to nwy (G x;p) (see below ).
Ean. () inplies that, n the rotating fram e, the transverse m agnetization and spin current

are given, respectively, by

Z
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w here the Indices x and y refer to spin space.

To nd the transverse soin di usion coe cient D , one has to calculate the value of the
SoIn current J, Induced by a slow spatial varation ofthe transverse m agnetization. W e w ill
assum e, w ithout loss of generality, that £ M , isuniform and is directed along the x axis:

Z
@ G, %1
gliEip) = @1+ G:  X)HP); M, = o G GpIPdD; ®)

where G+ G, x j 1 forany x inside the sample.
The value ofD , should then be found from the m acroscopic constitutive relation []2Q],
which can be w ritten as

D, @
Jo = R —M > 7 (9)
! 1 i@x

where the quantity is referred to as the spin—rotation param eter. T he non—zero im aginary
part of the denom inator in () re ects the fact that, due to the spin—rotation e ect, the spin
current is not parallkel to the driving m agnetization gradient.

Substituting Eqns. {§) and ) i the Bolzm ann equation @) and separating the Leg-

endre ham onics, we obtain two coupled kinetic equations:

Z 4

e .. ! P @ . 2e. : v
PGP o S fEER Y —E g taddan, 1)

4

fiaﬂ" Ny 6) = Tabol il kol (10)



@ 4
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w here the linear operators representing the \relaxation" and \spin-rotation" contributions

to the collision integral are de ned (for an arbitrary function W (p)) as
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T he sin plest way ofunderstanding the physicalm eaning ofthe kinetic equations {1q{[L1])

is to appeal to the relaxation tim e approxin ation for the collision integrals, Eq. (I4),
1 )
LanW )= —W ©E); IaW @)= W ©); 15)

where , isthe transverse relaxation tine, while ©® can be identi ed as a second-order
correction to the precession frequency of the spin-current (see below ). Upon integration,

Equations {[J{1]) then read @] (see also Appendix B):

@ @
—M 2 + _Jo = O; (16)
@ ¢ @x °
@ p% 1 & @ 1) 2) 1
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@t °  5m21 dex - ( W, , a7
where d = py=p» and
4 a 8 a
= — a\I" N#) = —M k: (18)
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Them ain fature ofEgn. {[7]) isthe precession ofthe spin current around them olecular eld
( P+ @) origihating from the exchange contributions to the singleparticle self energies.
T his does not appear in the equation ©orm agnetization Ean. ([§)) which only precesses at
the bare Lam or frequency. In the sin ple case taken here, @M , =@t = @J, =@x = 0 and the

solution to Eqn. {I7) reads:

D, @ t
' M, +J,,0ep i( P+ ®Hr — 19)

J, © = —

T hus, the steady state current takes the form @) w ith

2
pil a
Do 57 q2i = (U e (20)

J5  (0) represents the initialvalue of transient spin current which in our case is independent
ofx.)

H aving used the relaxation tin e approxin ation to illustrate the physical content of our
kinetic equations {Q{L]) for the transverse density m atrix we now proceed w ith the exact
solution of these equations.

For the purpose of com puting the spin di usion coe cient it is su cient to consider the
steady-state solution @) w ith a tin e-and coordinate-independent functions f (t;#;p) f ()
and g () @ (). In this case, the rst two temson the Lh.s. ofEqn. (0) vanish
along w ith the rsttem on the L h.s. of @I) ﬂ W ih the help ofEgns. @{E) one can

easily check that Eqn. {0) is then solved exactly by

®®E =n, 1: 1)

To prooeed w ith the solution of the Boltzm ann equation we note that, already on sym —

m etry grounds, we expect

Len[f] m&H?f; L[E] ©NTa)HE; @2)

T he only coupling between the rst and second Legendre com ponentswould nvolve @ f=@x which

vanishes In our case in the steady state. This jasti es the form assum ed in Eqgn. (E).



which also ollow s from explicit integration: after a rather cum bersom e calculation we nd
that for any function W (p) that vanishes outside the region py < p < pr (as required by
B13),

Z 4 2,472

Lo W (@) Pdp= a3pr'r'1 F iAW Gep)a; 23)
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Thus, thetwo tetm s on the r. h. s. ofEqn. ) are an all com pared to the third tem
on the L h.s. which is of order N ' aH f. Therefore, Eqn. ({11) m ay be solved iteratively

by substituting

. Gop " #
—

on the r.h.s. . Upon Integration, Eqn. @) then leads to:

1 B’ 1
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Intum,Egns. €1), €3{24),and £4{L7]) can now beused to extract the nalexpressions

rD, and ,exact n lading order n N*3a:

1 4d 4 a
m21 g’ ; T(N" Ng) p s (28)
where the di usion time p is given by
1 16a” o 21 ) .
i 1 =d&a &) 6+ 28+ 17dY)
b 189 m 1 & 64
1 _
5 ed 1) @+ medt 1P o (29)
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This proves that the result orighally reported as variational in Ref. f]] is In fact exact
In the appropriate Im it We note that this result has been substantiated earlier through
the num erical evaluation of the expressions n Ref. ). Equations @§{EJ) show that the

transverse soin di usion coe cient rem ains niteat T ! 0, aswas already discussed above.

2

In particular, In the lin it of low polarizations,when1 d mHp 1l,we nd
)= ° g2 (30)
b 8m a2 )

The detailed results or the spin di usion tine, , are pltted n Fig. [] (dashed Ine)
together w ith variational bounds, , , on the relaxation tine, ., which appears in the

relaxation tin e approxin ation RJ].

ITT.TRANSVERSE SPIN DIFFUSION AT FINITE TEM PERATURES AND

SM ALL POLARIZATIONS

In this section, we extend our results to the case of nite tem peratures in weakly polarized
Iim it, w ithin the degenerate regin e, T r - T he appropriate B oltzm ann equation isderived
in the Appendix B (see Eqn. @33)). The only di erence from the T ! 0 case ofEqns. §

{ [[4) is in the orm of collision tem s,

Z 3.0 Z 3,0
d d
Lol ©1=W ¢ A @Ep)—r  AE%eW ©)—r ; G1)
e ) RS
Z 3.0 Z 3.0
" d " d
LW ©1=W 6 BEp)ee foos 6 g BEpW ) @)
Here
@ \ 0 1
2 2
A e & ©re) €n’ .+ nt, - iA 33)
m P P pz+p02 2
p l eXp 2m T ?
and
2a® i 1+ 2 !
B i) 2% ap+p oin £ BT (34)
m P P 2
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herepr = (2m 5 )2 istheFem im om entum ofthe non-polarized system ). O nce the kinetic
equations are solved, the values of D , and should again be deduced from Eans. [F{P).
W e start w ith show ing that the solution of Eqn. (IJ) with @f=@x = 0 again takes the

form
Q@) =n, 1f: (35)

The di erence from zero-tem perature case (see Egn. )) is that the Fem i fiinctions on

ther.h.s.ofEagn. (39) are now given by

it h ! 3 36)
P - 1 p2 -

n - H
&P T o g +1

rather than by sin ple step functions.
Sihce for the function gy (o) given by Eqn. 83) the L h.s.ofEqn. (IQ) vanishes, and
so does the operator I, [gp] on the r. h. s. (see Eqn. (3J)) we have to prove only that the

function gp () solves the equation
Lealgp)]= 0: 37)

U sing Egns. ) and @),we rew rite @) in tem s of din ensionless variables,

) = P -h—H (38)
omT T ' 2T
as

Z 4

g()(*+h*+ %) L9+ ) 39)

1 1 2
+ + d =0;

eth+ 1 e B4+ 1 ef 1

where g( ()) g (). It is convenient to transform Ean. [§9) into a di erential equation

k) H+ Hgk)+ 2 sech® kgk) =
h

sinh 2
=2 kgkiz2 ( snkh shh k hooskhoosh k) (40)
cosh® k

for the function

12



Z 4

gk) = e* g( )oosh-d ;
1 2

w ith the nom alization constant k g k given by

Z 4
k gk= ) g()d

U sing a function g, (o) ofthe orm (33), we cbtain

1 1

go():e b+l eth+ 1 @n

and the corresponding Fourder transform ,

2 sinh3 coskh
cosh k

9o k) = 42)

F inally, verifying that gy (k) is a solution of Egn. (40) proves that the finction (33) satis es

Ean. B1).

W e can then rewrite Eqn. (1)) in the steady state lim it as

Gove [ orf) iYEf@E) = InEE] iTaEE): 43)

Here vy isthe Fem ivelbcity and ) = 2aprH= (cf. Eqn. [18)).
W ith the help ofEgns. (31) and {83) we cbtain the explicit expression for the integral

of the relaxationalterm on the r.h.s. ofEqn. (43):

Z 4 Z 4
Lol ©Pd § . F @HP)W @)dp; (44)
2 'y 3
8m a? Z 1
F (T;H ;p) = . 2 + ZH24+ %725 45)
3 2m 4

Here the function W (o) is assum ed to be localized In the vichiy of the Fem i surfaces,
wherevy jp B J max(T;H).

T his yields the expected estin ate Lo [f ©)] m&f (o)max® ?;T?) Hrthe relaxational
tem on the r.h.s. ofEagn. 43). In the case of spin-rotation tem , the ﬁmctjonsn; rﬁ n

Ean. 83) carry a factor ofH , and thus I, [f ©)] (@ a)?H £ ) D f ).

13



The ratio of the precession term Y f (o) to the relaxational temm is always large for
H T, whereas for H T it is of the order of (seeEqn.Dl))andcanvary from 1
high— eld region) to 1 (low- eld region). On the octherhand, the eld and tem perature
dependence of relaxationaltermm itself is determ ned by the ratio H =T . Below wew illusetwo
di erent m ethods to solve Eqn. @3) in two regions, 1 and H=T T=f , assum ing In
both casesthatH ;T r . Owing to the presence of a Jarge factor (@pr ) ! in the de nition
of ,thetwo regions overlap. Since the highly-polarized case H T W ith no requiram ent
H r ) isdescrbed by the T ! 0 lin it of Sect. [, we w ill thus cover the entire degenerate
region (T r) Prallvalues ofH .

H igh+ ield Behaviour, 1:In this case the relaxationalterm in ) isan all, Ty [f]

M f, and the -approxin ation estim ate for the spin—rotation param eter (see Eqn. [20))
yields 1, so that in the spin-space the current J, is alm ost perpendicular to the
m agnetization gradient. In this lin it the solution of Equation (43), f5 (), can be cbtained

ireratively in com plete analogy w ith the zero-tem perature case of Sect. [O:

. Yo " # Vg " # Y " #q .
h P) = 62 O, 1) WGZ Lenbh, 1] WGz Lnbh, 1n]: 46)
Upon Integration this leads to
8 9
< . =
_ |VF n # l (2) n # l l .
J, = T 562 by 1’15]: 1 0 h, 1] o ~ rﬁ]; ; 47)
? Ep

where J, W ()]= “w P)P’do=(12 “m) (s=eEan. (1)), and the functionals ® W (p)]and

» W ()] are de ned by
zZ 1 zZ 1
W ()p’dp ILaW @) pdp
;W )= 22 ; W )= 2z : 48)
LenW @) p°dp oW (o)p dp

T he values of these fiinctionals at the exact lkading-order solution, n; rﬁ , represent respec—
tively the second order correction to the spin current precession frequency and the \di usion
tine" , . Calulating thevalie of , with thehelp ofEqns. {44{f5) and perform ing explicit

integration n = @, we arrive at PJ]:

14



Vi o 3 %

D') = = 49

) 3 SmaZH 2+ 4 2T2) @2)
9H w; 4

= (D4 @ = d + —apr 1 2h2)]: 50

( ) b 4a(HZ+42T2)D 52]EDE( )] (50)

The rst thing to stress is that in the entire high— eld region the value ofD , in {@9)

di ers from that of the longitudinal spin di usion coe cient ,

D, = (=8 ma’T*)C ( 1=3); (51)

where C ( 1=3) 03843 is the B rocker{Sykes coe cient [24]. The two di usion coe cients,

D, and Dy, are plotted in Fig. . N ote that the spin di usion rem ains anisotropic even at

T H (rovided that 1), n which case we obtain firom ):
BVE% 0:890D (52)
: 32 ma?T? ) 8
In agreem ent w ith Ref. @].Thedierenoebe’cﬂeenD? and Dy at 1 re ects the fact

that in this regin e the soin rotation e ects dom inate, as can be seen from the leading role of
the precession tem 1 W £ () mnEqn. {J). Obviously, no such tem enters the Bolzm ann
equation for the longitudinal soin di usion, and the longitudinal soin current isby de nition
parallel to the gradient ofM . Thus in spite of the identical tem perature dependence ofD -,
and D y, the nature of the spin transport di ers in the two cases.

The crossover between T ? and H 2 behaviours of D, occurs at T H. Ean. [@)

show s that the di usion rate | ' obeys \M atthiessen’s ruk",

+ (53)

1 1 1
— = — Tt —
D H T

w here the quantities

9 9
gmanz’ T 3 mar: OO o9

H =

can be thought of as the rlaxation tines for eld- and tem perature-dom inated collision

processes.

15



W e note that it hasbeen comm only acoepted [1B/L0] that the crossover of D, atH = T
corresoonds to transition from anisotropic to isotropic behaviour of spin di usion. W e will
see that In reality this transition occurs at much lower elds, H (Eie) )T?=1 .

T he dotted line in Fi. f] corresponds to the quadratic t @,0]

v 1, B !
—— 5H +C( 1=3)T (55)

U?:

which is obtained by substitution ; !  n Eqn. (63) and is widely used to describe the
tem perature dependence of D , . One can see that whik this t provides correct order-of-
m agnitude estin ate, it deviates from the exact result @) atT = H.

C rossover and Low F ield Behaviour, H =T T= :In this region, the spin—rotation tem

on the r.h.s.ofthe steady-state equation {3) issn allin com parison to both the relaxational

and precession tem s,

LaE©E] LanE©1; Lol ©] Df ) ; (56)

and thus, it m ay be om ited In the lrading-order calculation. Furthem ore, onem ay also sst
H = 0 in evaluating the collision term T,ey -
In tem s of the reduced variablkes B§), Eqn. {3) then becom es

Ve 1 1 2a’m

—G = £() *+ 7 o
T2 % ¢ h4 1 e*ht] 2a°m T2
4a'm * 2 (+ )E() ——+— 2 g 57)
3 1 e+1 et 1 !
where £ ( (o)) f ) and h 1. Since the L h. s. ofthis equation iseven n  and the

Integraltem on the r.h. s.has the pariy ofthe function f ( ), the inhom ogeneous equation
@) should have an even solution £ ( ) = £ ( ). In nding this solution, we w illm ake use
of the m ethods ofRef. P4] and begin by transform ing {57) Into the di erential equation

’hve coskh
G2
2a’m T2 osh k

2
F %k) 2 2F (k) gsechz kF k)= (58)
for the function

F k)= ejkf()ooshad ; FR)=F ( k):
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i @)
2 1

2 a’mT?

The solution of Eqn. (5§) can be w ritten as an expansion

®
F k)= Fn n k) (59)
n=20
In the basis provided by the fiinctions
k)= @ ) Pc.'i(); =tanh k; (60)

1
2

w here Cn+ ( ) are G egenbauer polynom ials w ith a com plex index + 1=2. The functions

» (k) satisfy the hom ogeneous equations
k) ?? k) ( +n)( +n+ sk k k)= 0 61)

and are orthogonalto each other,

Z

1 X 22 (2 4+n+1)
nk) o K)sech® kdk = ot 5 mn t (62)
! nlm+ +32) ( +3)
Sihce ,( k)= ( 1) , k), only the functions , k) with even n contrbute to the expan—
sion (59) ofan even function F (k). Substituting the expansion
coskh 1 , %
= = s=ch” k 9 nk); (63)

3csh k 3 cosh k

n=0

w here the sum m ation again has to be perform ed over even n only, and

5=2 1 1
o+ +1H (+D
%73 Loy a4+ +n21+ i“ 1 n (64)
sz (G 3) 2) A+ 3+35) G 3 %)
into the r.h.s.ofEqn. 5g) we nally obtain
3w h A
F, = AR El (65)

2 22m T2 2§+ ( +n)( +n+ 1)

foreven n. A swas already m entioned above, F,, = g, = 0 forodd n.

The transverse spin current (1) can now be evaluated as
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J, = dk = Frnan; (606)
T 122 1 cosh k12 7,
Zq
an 2o ) g - 67)
1 cosh k
B (+1) @ +n+1)
- 1 n n n 1 n

foreven n,and a, = 0 Hrodd n. Fially, Eqns. {§ {[§) and §3) yield the expression

D, v T %
= a =
1 i Gy _,
_1 % # % 2 ; (68)
4 ma’T? _ 2+ ( +n)( +n+ 1)

from which one can extractD , and spin—rotation parameter  (see Fig.[B) . In the high— eld

Tim it 1,Eqn. [68) gives
9
D, 0:890Dy ; = P 1 (69)
in agreem ent w ith Eqns. (63) and {50), while in the low - eld case of 1 we cbtain the
isotropic result,
D, =Dy; 0439 1 : (70)

N ote that while the value of D, in (70) can be cbtained from the -approxin ation fom ula
@d) with ., =  (seeEan. 1)), spin—rotation param eter isnotgiven by @ .
The crossover between Egns. {69) and {70) at 1 cannot be properly accounted for
w ithin the relaxation—tin e approxin ation (Eqns. (20)) because the relaxation operator Loy
on the r.h.s. ofEqn. {43) (see also Eqns. {@4{[49)) does not depend on the m agnetic
eld for H T . This is In contrast w ith the Interpretation of the low eld crossover as a
result ofthe com petition between two di erent tem s in the relaxationalpart of the collision
operator RPY]. A s illustrated in Fig. [, what changes at 1 is the form of the solution,
f (o), to the steady-state equation {43). & is this change In £ o) which is not acocounted for
w ithin the relaxation tin e approxin ation, hence the absence of the second crossover In that

approach {LQ].

18



A Tthough quantitatively our considerations apply only to the degenerate case (T F)y
there is no reason to doubt that the crossover at 1 should also be present in the
case of H ~ @e)r and T 7 ¢, in the presence of higher partial waves, or in a system
w ith stronger interactions. Since the separation of scales of the two param eters is provided
by the factor (y=T )=@pr) 1 in Equation {I]), in both of these cases the intem ediate
region between the two crossovers should shrink. In the next section, we w ill discuss the

experin ental resuls that support this point of view .

IV.DISCUSSION OF EXPERIM ENTAL RESULTS

Som e com m ents are In order conceming the possible relevance of our ndings to experi-
m ent. Even though, strictly speaking, our analysis doesnot apply to the strongly nteracting
case, t is worth noting that the available experin ental data in weakly polarized He [1
deviate system atically from the sin ple theoretical t which uses a sihgle adjistable param —
eter (T, n []) to cover the entire tem perature range ncluding both > 1 and < 1.
M uch better agreem ent is cbtained by restricting the t to the 71 region w ith an overall
prefactor sn aller than the one mnplied by tting to the value of D, In the ow eld, high
tem perature regin e (in reanalyzing the data we use the value A 7  1®sec=am %K ?
instead of 5:8 10 sec=an ?K ? forthe inverse overallprefactor in Eqn. () ofRef. §]; we also
take the value 125 mK instead of 164 mK for the \anisotropy tem perature" T,). This is
consistent w ith our picture, with D, < Dy for 71 (i e. g 1) and T H . In addition,
although it appears that the region between the two crossovers cannot be clearly identi ed
{ m ost lkely due to large Fem i liquid renom alization e ects { the isotropic lim it is indeed
reached In the regine < 1 [f]. W e also note the system atic deviations from the quadratic
t of Ref. [[(] visbk in the measurements of D , In a 64% °He {*Hem xture [[§] ;n the
Intermm ediate region between T T, and Jj Jj 1. However, the Interactions in this system
are still too strong for our theory to be applicable. The fact that in both cases of Refs. [{]

and [[4] the intem ediate region appears to be rather narrow is in Ine w ith our expectations
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(see Sect. [I) . In principle, our caloulations should be m ore relevant to the m easurem ents
in dilute *He {*He m ixtures. A tfhough in the available data (fr :18% >He) the crossover
to the isotropic lim it occurs for lwihH T, the tem perature is not su ciently far
below r and, m oreover, the polarization is som ewhat high, 25% . Nevertheless, or > 1
D, / DywiththeratioD , =D y slightly lessthan unity [[]/I§]. A Iso, them easured T depen—
dence of the \gpin—rotation" param eter, , near the crossover to the isotropic (\low - eld")
lim it is qualitatively consistent w ith our results in both the data of R eference [[7] and those
obtained in the degenerate regin e ofm ore concentrated solutions 2:6% °He) f[3]w ith lower
polarization ( 2% ). In both situations, the crossover to the isotropic regin e can be clearly
distinguished. H owever, In the fom er case the polarization was again ratherhigh ( 25%)
and the \low — eld" crossover itself occurs beyond the degenerate I it. A Iso, there isa large
discrepancy in the m agnitude of the shift of T? in the latter case (see Fig. [§) which can
be attributed to Fem i liquid renom alizations anticjpated in high concentration solutions.
The deviations of at 1 from the predictions ofRefD[9] are also seen In the data for
the dilute (05% and :1% °He ) m ixtures of Ref. 1491, n which case due to the high polar-
ization 1 correspondsto T ¢ . Again, our results do not apply quantitatively to this
situation. In addition, the data points are som ew hat too scattered for a clear identi cation
of the crossover. To sharpen the identi cation of two crossovers the data of reference [L9]
should be extended to lower tem peratures (to study the H =T 1 behaviour). Q uantitative
com parisons could be m ade only In the m ore dilute case of references [L1[14] where Iower

eld and low er tem perature experin ents should be perform ed.
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APPENDIX A:ON THE DYNAM ICSOF QUASIPARTICLES IN A

SPINPOLARIZED FERM IGAS

In this Appendix, we derive the in aginary parts of quasiparticke sslfenergiesat T = 0
which are used as nput into the kinetic equations.

W e start w ith a spIn-polarized gasofneutral ferm ions interacting via a repulsive potential
UGz ¥ 9. I the dilute lim i, N =r, 1, where r, is the range of the potential,
the leading contribution com es from the s-wave scattering between spin-up and spin-down
particles. Then the natural sm all param eter is provided by N =3a, where a is the s-wave
scattering length. W e w illkeep tem s up to the second order in N '=3a; w ithin this accuracy,

the scattering is fully describbed by a twobody T-m atrix which cbeys the Bethe-Salpeter

equation:
Z 33 "#
d’k T (&K (s078))U K N " (R)
T ipi (Sis) = U@ @)+ T Bk Gois B ;a1
@ )Y2sy &=m+2 K=m + iN "*®) O
w here

stk s X
n; and ni are the Fem idistrbution functions for soin-up and spin-down particles respec—
tively, and (sp;8) is the 4-m om entum of the center ofm ass. The m om enta of the incom ing
(outgoing) particksares p, 8 p).Equation @1) is solved by
2

4a 4 224 N "t ®)

m m 25y, S=m + 2 B=m + IN"*"®) O
#

m &k

P— 3

P ¥ @)

\)

T ®1ip2i (S0i8) =

; @A3)

which is a straightforward generalization of a weltknown result Pd] for the case ofa spin-

polarized system .
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To obtain the self energies of spin—up ( . (! ;p)) and spin-down ( 4 (! ;p)) particles,

one has to perform the Integration ofthe T -m atrix m ultiplied by the singleparticle G reen’s

function, asshown nFig. . W ewill rst considerthe on-shellselfenergies w (! = « (0);p)
and 4 (! = 4 (@);p), where
2 2
p 1 pr 1
" = — _H M = — + _H 4
(P) om 2 ’ #(p) om 2 ®A4)

are the single-particle energies. To second order in aN = we obtain

4 a
m () (0 E);P) = —Ny+ @5)
Z 2 " "m # # 3
L, @GP, NTRNTEY 20, 1) . 2n_o ; dkd’p’ ;
2m e @2 R+mN"E) 0 @ ¥ K Q)
4
w® (s E)E) = — N+ ®6)
7 2 " "m " " 3
L@ar”  NUTRNTER T 2, 1) . 2n_o 5 Prp’
2m e P2 R+mN"ER) 0 @ ¥ K @)

Here the center-ofm assm om entum s that enters the de nition ofN "* %) (seeEqn. B7)) is
equalto e+ p9=2.

Separating realand in aginary parts in Eqn. @) yields

Re w () = 4 aN + @ a) p 4_stk s K Tpollg g Tpoly % 5 d’k d’p a7)
mo m © & 4 @ )
and
z .
(4 a)2 h " # # " n # *
I e (p) = o n_ .n x o N "®)+ 2n_ n’
© 9?7 kI

K ; @as8)

4 @ )®

sin ilar equations with "$ # hod for Re ,, and In ,,. In the non-polarized case, when

n, = ni , the expressions A J{R §) reduce to the fam iliar form ulae forthe selfenergy R4R71.
AtT = 0, i is possblk to perform the integration in Eqn. @§) (and in the sin ilar
expression for In 44) explicitly. A fler a cumbersom e calculation we obtain the follow Ing

resuls for the mm agihary parts of self energies:
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Atq> Pry

a? h
i
+2 @+p’ 4 Prepd DT @9
a®> B 3 5 5 2.3
In 4@ = 15 on 5q( pr 3p°+ py SppyT+
i
+2 @+p? 4 H+r+pd §)T @ 10)

In the Intem ediate region py < g< pr ,

a? h
:ﬁ‘n wn (q) == 5(§p#3 29;5 + 5p"2p#3+
15 am .
1
+2 @ p’+pd) fg PP+ ) @11)
a® B 3 5.l
In 4@ = 5 2 54ps° + 3py” @a12)

And, nally, in the Innem ost region q< Py,

a2 h
In e (Q) = % o 7 20dps®  10dp«?  15qn” + 30cps’pel+
i
+8 @ pi+pd) fg pit o) @A 13)
a* 2 2
M oy@=—® 4)° : @A 14)

Equations @ 9) and @I9) comncide w ith those reported in Ref. B]. The expressions @ I({
R 13) are presented here orthe rsttime.

The shgularity at ¢ = p.? + py?, which is present at Eqgns. @ {R 10) corresponds to
a process In which an incom ing particle excites a particle of opposite soin from w ithin the
Fem i sphere. At g > @+ + py?)'™?, the incom ing particle has enough energy to excite
any particlke of opposite soin. G eom etrically, this singularity correspoonds to the exterior
tangency of the shifted Femn ispheres, and i is already present in the unpolarized case R4].

In the spinpolarized case there is one more shgularity at ¢ = p«?° R (see Eqns.
) and (A 13)), associated w ith the interior tangency between the two Femn ispheres. In
this case, the corresponding virtual process is a recom bination of the incom ing spin-up hole,
Pllowed by an excitation of spin-down particlke; at g< @2 @2)'?, the holk has enough

energy to excite any of the spin-down particles from w ithin the spin-down Fem i sphere.
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The functionsIn v () and In 4 (@) changetheirsignsatg= pr and g= p; resoectively.
The new feature ofthe above results, relevant for the transverse spin dynam ics, is that, due
to the availability ofthe scattering phase space between the two Fem isurfaces, the lifetin es
of soin-down particles and soin-up holes in the nterm ediate region py < g< pr are nie.

T he transverse spin processes are described by the W igner transform of the transverse
com ponent of the density m atrix, nwy (G 2;q), which cbeys the Boltzm ann equation of a
peculiar type (see Sect. [M{). Ih the appropriate lnearized approxim ation su cient
for the calculation of transport coe cients the transverse com ponents decouple from the
longitudinal ones, enabling one to discuss the transverse and longiudinal spin dynam ics
sparately R(Q]l. By rotational symm etry, the transverse deviations from the equilbbrium

(uniform ) polarization must be an all at any point in p space, i. e.

n

ne (GE;) Ny n (@ 15)

T his also respects the fact that the eigenvalues of the density m atrix are between zero and
unity.

Thus, In a non-equilbrium state the value of nwy (5 #;q) has to di er from zero over a

nie interval of values of g w ithin the intermm ediate region py < g < pv. The fact that the
quasiparticle relaxation rates @ 1]{R13) also di er from zero within this region results in
the nite relaxation tine -, ofthe transverse soin current even at T ! 0 (see Sect. @I)

W e note that from the viewpoint of longiudinal spin dynam ics the system behaves
as a conventional Ferm i liquid: the non-equilbrium tem s in the diagonal com ponents of
density m atrix are con ned to the respective Fem i spheres, where the in aginary parts of
the quasiparticle spectrum vanish. A s expected R§], the in aginary part of the o —hell self
energy at the Femm i surface behaves as

2
2 P2,
mp"

T (o foe)+ Lipe)  sign! @16)
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APPENDIX B:DERIVATION OF BOLTZM ANN EQUATIONS

In this Appendix, we derive the kinetic equation for transverse soin processes using the

K eldysh approach P3]. W e w ill consider tin e dependent G reen’s functions of the form :

—_— '.I++— '.
JGlZ_th 21,3G12—}]T1 21,

Y, =h"; "Yi; 6,5 = HI T i; ®1)
which satisfy the identity
G, , + 1617 Gy, G5, =0: B2)
Here, the indices 1;2 stand for the two spacetine arguments X ; = (;% ), T and T are
the operators of chronological and anti-chronological ordering respectively, and the average
h i is taken over the given non-equilbbrium state.

In the absence of the interaction, the fiunctions B1)) cbey the llow ing equations of

m otion:
a 0) ab
G01l Gl()za = zab X X)) ®B3)
A 0) ab
Gozl Gl()za = 2 Xy X3); B4)
where the indices a;b acospt values + or and 2 isa Paulimatrix: , = % =1,
+ +

= = 0. Here and below we presum e that the sum should be taken over the repeated

z V4

Latin or G reek (i. e. spin) indices. T he operator @011 isde ned as

S = G— e —+ ) T ®5)
01 et | 2m
T he G reen’s functions of the Interacting system satisfy the D yson equation
z
0)ab 0
G, = Gl()Za + Gy5° .G, d'Xsd'Xy B6)
or, equivalently,
z
0)ab 0)db
Gibz = G:f)za + GT5 §d4Gz§)2 d'X5d'X 4 B7)



where ﬁ‘bz are the proper selfenergies.

Our ain is to exam ine the equation of m otion for G .., which isthe o diagonal com -
ponent of the density m atrix in soin-space which is ultin ately related to the transverse
m agnetization and associated soin current (see Eqns. (@ { [])). To derive this equation
we act on Eqns. 89) and §7) with the operators G o/ , and Gy, , respectively, and

subtract the resulting equations from one another to cbtain,

n @ 1 # 7 h 5 )
: + + +
l@_-t Hr fr 20 H Gl"Z# = 1":? Gg 2% + Gl"? 2 24 d X3 ; CB8)

where X and X % are de ned by
1 0
X=§(X1+X2); X"=X; Xp: ®B9)

W e will be Interested In departures from equilbriuim which are (i) su ciently small so
that the equations can be lnearized and (ii) slow ly varying as functions of X so that only
leading tem s in the gradient expansion are required. The rst approxin ation in plies that
only one of the internal lines in any diagram ocontributing to i‘?z# orG "i‘ﬁ’z# m ay contain the
transverse G reen’s function G 31534#; by symm etry, the departures of the diagonal functions
Gy GShur Gow and 33, from their equilbrium fom are already quadratic in G3vy,
resulting In the decoupling of the transverse and longiudinal Boltzm ann equations In the
linearized lim it. T he second approxin ation requires that, In the rotating fram e, the char-
acteristic scales of variation of G§v,, as a function of X should be large com pared to all

m icrosocopic scales In the system :

1 m 1 1
L —; t — L ; t —
jon ol pr B H

B10)

T he ssparation of scales discussed above is In plam ented as usualby rst transfom ing
all quantities into the rotating fram e and then perform Ing the gradient expansion in the
W igner transfomm . T he Jatter isde ned asthe Fourier transform w ith respect to the relative

coordinate, X ° here F (X 1;X ) is an arbitrary fiinction):
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. d‘p
F®ijX)= e® YFX;P)——

;i

@)
z 1 1
FX;P)= &F XOF(X+§XO;X 5x")d“x% ®11)
P=(;p; P =1 pfO:

In transfom ing into the rotating fram e all transverse s=lf energies and G reen’s functions

acquire Lam or precession phase factors,

ab _ _iHtm~ab ab _ _iHt~ab .
G 1"2# = € Gl"z# 14 1"24 =€ 124 (BlZ)

Forexam pl, for them ixed Fourier transform (only tim e argum ents are shown) ofa tem

K containing G3%,,,

Kt,)= F & /8 /4 £)G 531?4# dt;dty

one cbtains,

K (;0)= "R (I;0=

. 1 1 dr?®
="t F ! SH! !O;!+§H G%ﬁ;(!o;t)z—: B13)

For the purposes of deriving the kinetic equations, the rotating fram e function , K (! ;t), will
then be treated as a slow Iy varying in the centerofm ass tin e variabl, t.

W ith the help of Egns. B11{B13) the kinetic equation {B§) can be rew ritten as:

e po@ . h
- + - G" .P = "ua G’?"— .P +
ot moes ¢ XP) ® )Gw X ;P) |
1
+ 7 X GP)GEH P FGur P )TN P+ GLAKGP) 5 BL) ®14)
whereP = (! ZH ; p).Note that in Eqn. {B14), the dependence on X only appears in

the transverse G reen functions and selfenergies as expected In the lnearized lim it.

The various selfenergies on the right hand side of Eqn. {B14) are related to the T -
m atrices as shown in Fig. []; shoe both ends of the interaction line bear the same sign (+
or ), there are only four kinds ofthe T -m atrices nvolved (T ,T *,T" and T'", se

Fig.[]). AILT -m atrices are detem ined by Bethe-Salpeter equations which, to lowest order
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In the transverse G reen finctions, conserve the spin of each of the ncom Ing particles. Ik is
convenient to rew rite the corresponding integral equations by separating out the T -m atrices
involving independent propagation on each of the K eldysh contours, T, and T, *; the full
T ®-m atrix is then obtained by connecting factors of T, and T, * by the appropriate G *
orG* iInsertions (seeFig. ).

Thus T, and T,  are determm ined by the BetheSalpeter equations with no G * or

G* intemn ediate lines. Tt is easy to see that, or T = 0,

T, @025 (0:8) =T (17127 (5058)) 5 B15)

where T (1;1:; (Sp;3)) istheusualequilbrium T -m atrix calculated In Appendix A (seeEagn.

@3));whikat T 6 0 we have:

4 a 4 a ?
T, @i (0i8)= — —°
7 2 m m 3
N "# m d3k
p 4 &) . . o1
!
. 4 a 2% 2 S2 2 k2 vy 2 , ] d3k
+1i m So a+ — N "R)+ n_ N0 . oy
(see Equation @3)). Sin ilarly,
T i 0i®) = Ty (1imi (0i8) 51

W e note that the ( +) insertions cannot m odify the physical scattering Jeng‘dﬂ and
thus, as can be seen from Fig.[d b, to second order in N '=3a), the T-matricesT and T**

are determ ined by the st tem,

T  (ip2ii(80:8) =Ty @i (50:8);

TY e 8i8) = T, (105 (50;8))

’Fom ally this ollow s from the fact that the integrals over energy and m om entum i a \bubbk"

com posed oftwo ( + ) G reen’s functions are convergent.
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Sin ilarly, to second order In the scattering length, T * is determ ined by the rst diagram
in Fig. § b, proportionalto an integralof T, Gy Guw Tp .

F inally, the selfenergies required in the derivation of the kinetic equations can now be
caloulated from Fig. []. For exam pk, the real and im agiary parts of the on-shell self-
energies Fg.[]) . (»(@);p) are given by Eqns. 7)) and @ §) (sseEqn. B14)); sin ilar

equationshod for ,, («();p).M oreover,
P = wm @) ;#+(P)= w ®) B18)

W e are now In the position to reexpress B14) as a kinetic equation for the transverse

com ponent of the density m atrix (in the rotating fram e),
Z |

ne GER) = 1 G KB ) B19)

W e rst note that the expansion of the o -diagonal s=lf energies " iIn powers of N 1733

startsw ith the tem sproportionalto N 'a)? (sseFigs.[] { B) . In the diagonalselfenergies,

+

and ", we separate the rst-order contrbutions,
4 a 4 a
-E%.) ®P)= ?N# H 4&#>++ ®P)= ?N "oy ®B20)
Z 3.0
4 a d’p
~ @) ~ @)+ 0
wp XGP)= o  XGP)= P Gxeip") C ) ;

and m ove the corresponding tem s n Eqn. @I14). to the L h. s.. Expanding the G reen’s
functions G, and G.. with the help ofDyson’s equation §€) and Ean. §20), we nd,

to linear order in nny (G 2;p) :

Yo ®GP)Gy @)+ G @ )T P = B21)
8 ‘a, Ll a’p’
= —i¢ ©+ )@ 1) neEEp°) oyt O N a’) :

Here we also used the ollow Ing form ulae for the non-interacting longitudinal G reen’s func-
tions:

2
)+ + 1 . " P

0
O e Hy= c

G nn



GO e

2
2 i El) (! g+ ); B22)
2
GN e =2y (0 v )
m

and sin ilarly forthe ## com ponents, n which caseP isreplaced by P, . K esping the tem s

of up to the second power of apy , we thus rew rite Eqn. B14) as

: Z
@ p @ 8 2 " s e’
—+ = — . ®K;P) + i + ney GE;P)—— +
Qt m @r # (Xl ) m ( (P) h) rls) #(r Ip)(z )3
+ o PG, ®KiP)+ G &) ST e = WA )ENT )P+ B23)
+7 TKGP)GL T PO+ G Te )T

1
0) )
"y X;P)+ va# a(x;P) ##a+ ®+)

’
w here to the leading order In Interaction we can replace the transverse G reen’s fiinctions on

ther.h.s. wih

Y T xi;P)=6Y" ®iP)=GY T x;P)=GY ®;P)=
T <N

=2 Ny (trfrp) ( — + ) .

2m

B24)
F inally, using also Eqns. B2(0) and (B23), we nd upon integrating Eqn. @23) over !
: z
¢ i)+ 21 nay e @ )
S L PE e Sl SO (el i
et mee | FOUENT #EERI TS e
4 a,
—la\I"
m

Ny)nng G2;p) = LT hey Geip)]l LThey Geip)l: B25)
Above, Ijhwn Grie)] and L ey @ x;p)] are the direct and exchange contrbutions to the
collision Integral, respectively:

n

Lihes GER)]= 1 o (v + 2

oo (e (@E)ip)t
AR Y 5P S R (4 )i5) 1 G2iD) B 26)
and
Lhwy Gep)l= 17 ® ;2‘;—2 P+ nl 1)+
+17%2 ® ,-21;—2 e+ i ;%2 P ; ®27)
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w here the superscript (2) again In plies that only the quadratic term s In a should be ilncluded
in the corresponding selfenergies (we have used the notation @4)).
Equations B23{B27]) are vald at any tem perature; at T ! 0, the kinetic equation can

be sin pli ed further by assum ing that

nwy Gxe;p)=0; p<py orp> pr; B28)

This ansatz is consistent w ith the linearized equation: to see this, st note that Eqgns.
©22), B24), and [B28) together w ith energy conservation in the corresponding diagram s

of Figs.[],[§ b inply

2

~ +,P
" _ ; = 0; > ;
# <2m P) P> p
p2
“a — ip)=0; p<p: B29)
2m

From the transverse com ponent of the selfenergy dentity R3],
t o1 F Jlr » =0 B 30)

it then follow s that the exchange contribution to the collision integral @27) indeed vanishes
outside of the interm ediate region, py < p < p» (the direct term already vanishesby B29)).

Sin ilarly, in the case of longitudinal self energies, energy conservation yields:

o (0 )P)=0; P>pri 4 (40P =0; P> py;

w (n@)iR)=0; P<pr; 4 (+@ip)=0; P< B}
which, with the help of §30) and §19) kad to:

o (n@);P)= 21T W («(@);P); P< Pr;

s (40P =  2iIn 4 (4E)iP); P< Py : B31)

Equations B29{B3]) then enabl us to rew rite the Bolzm ann equation at T ! 0 in the

om {@).
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The nite tem perature Bolzm ann equation is derived by substituting the explicit ex—

pressions,
X ! ,z 8 . "
~ @)+ p @ a) n_.+tn .
" t'l“"— M = P 32
# ’ ,21‘(1 s m . o ﬁ))z Y B 32)
h i (¢] d3k d3 0
. n # " # p
il n., o+ an3+ Dy ® P 4¥ nu (t;r;pO)W;
Z
o (n@)p) = 2 i z Doy nio 1 - p0)2 ¥ —
4 @)
z
(4 ay + " " 1 o2 d’k d3p0
##Jr (+®)ip) = 2 & m I‘ls Rns+k Nyo 1 Z © ) ¥ W

into B23{B27) hereand below s= (o+ p“)=2) to obtain the equation valid at any tem per-

ature and m agnetic eld in the dilute swave lim it:

@ p @
@CJF - nwy (GE;p) = nwy (G x;p)
Z 3,0
. 4 a " # dp
t-—— B ©F) Ogo o A E;P) C )
Z 3.0
. 4 a 0. " # 0, ey 0 d’p .
1 o B Eip) 0, 1) AfEip) nwyGrp )W : ®33)
Here
Z i 3
. 0 _ (4 a)2 h " # n # ny 1 l 02 d k
Apip)= —— 20, .n_ F @utnaNTR) e P K oy B3
and
" #
® a2? n__+n &k
B ;p% = p—=* g : 35
BRI ® O 44e ) ©35)

W e note that Egns. B33{B33) are In com plkte agreem ent w ith the appropriate lin i (see

inequalities B1() above) of the kinetic equation of Ref. ﬁ Upon integration of Eqn.

T he origins of the di erence in num erical factors between Eqns. (33{B39) and the resuls of
Ref. @] (which contains another derivation ofBolzm ann equation w ithin K eldysh form alian ) are

unknown to us.
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B 33) over the m om entum space the two term s on the r. h. s. (\direct" and \exchange"
temm s) cancel each other, and, according to Eans. @{[]), we are kft as expected w ith the
continuity equation (§).

E lem entary Integration in Eqn. B39) kads to the Hllow ing expression ora (o;p9:

A ip) 2 1 0 1+ exp(su w + h)

2 a°T s 1 exp(2w)# 1+ exp( su w+ h)
1+ exp(su+ w + h)

B 36)

1+ exp( su+w"+h) "

" 1 1+ su w+h 1+ su w h)

f @+ nt) 2u & pr P ) | o 1F el ),
P P s 1+ exp( su w+ h) 1+ exp( su w h)
where we use the follow .Ing notation:
_dp ¥ P+ %) 4m _H
u=s ——— ; W= ;i h= —:
2m T 4m T 2T

In the lm it of Jow tem peratures and sm all polarizations, when T;H , only the

electrons from the viciniy ofthe Fem isoheresm ay participate in the scattering. T herefore,
in the expression 34) wemay assume thatp ¢ Cm }2?andw = max(T;H)=T.
M oreover, it is easy to check that the contrbution of backward and forward scattering
regions (where the product su m ay be arbitrarily am all) isnegligble, so one can also assum e
that suT max(T;H ).

W ith this assum ptions, we obtain Eqn. 3) or A (;p". The quantity B (e;p°) at

T;H isgiven by Ean. $4).
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. The upper and lower bounds of the relaxation tin e functional , as functions of
d= py=pr. Solid lines correspond to the fiinctions a®pn? » [@)=m . The dashed line represents the

diusion tine p (see Eqn. @)).

FIG.2. Spin di usion coe cient In the high- eld region H > T. The transverse son dif-
fusion coe cient D , (Eqgqn. @)), the longiudinal coe cient D ., and the simnplk t E,E]

©)

1=D . o

1
+ 1=D Eagn. @)) forb, O, = 3v]§=8ma2H2 is the lin iting value of D, at

T ! 0) are represented by the solid, dashed and dotted lines, respectively.

|
FIG .3. The crossover at T .= H p=apr @€e. 1).Fjg.[13ashowstheratioD?=Dk.

T he spin-rotation param eter isplotted in Fig. E b.

FIG.4. The functions f () that solve the steady-state equation @) In the isotropic lim it
1 (solid line) and in the interm ediate regin g, 1l and H T (dashed line) at the same

tem perature T .

FIG .5. The Iow - eld behaviour of the spin—rotation param eter in the concentrated *He{’He

m ixture. T he points represent the experin ental data of R eference E], the dashed Ine { the T ?
t for the behaviour of below the crossover, and the solid line is our theoretical result for the
s-wave approxin ation W ith the values of T and scaled by appropriate factors). Note, that the

latter isnot a straight line.

FIG.6. The diagram s for the selfenergies . (@) and 4, ).

FIG.7. The T-matrix T (o ;1:; (Sp;8)) and the diagram s for the self energies 2%, ﬁ and

?i in the K eldysh technique; the Indices a and bm ay take the values + or
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FIG .8. (@). Bethe { Salpeter equations for the auxiliary T-m atrices T, and Tg+ . ). The
diagram m atic serdes forthe T-matricesT andT ' .TheseresforT**" and Tt can bedrawn
in a sin ilar way. W ithin the second order in N *3a only the rst tem s in these diagram m atic

series should actually be taken into account.
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