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The electron self-energy for long-range Coulomb interactions plays a crucial role in understanding
the many-body physics of interacting electron systems (e.g. in metals and semiconductors), and has
been studied extensively for decades. In fact, it is among the oldest and the most-investigated many
body problems in physics. However, there is a lack of an analytical expression for the self-energy
Re X (e,T) when energy £ and temperature kg7 are arbitrary with respect to each other (while
both being still small compared with the Fermi energy). We revisit this problem and calculate
analytically the self-energy on the mass shell for a two-dimensional electron system with Coulomb
interactions in the high density limit ry < 1, for temperature r? <« keT/Er < rs and energy
% <« le]/Er < 7s. We provide the exact high-density analytical expressions for the real and
imaginary parts of the electron self-energy with arbitrary value of ¢/kgT’, to the leading order in the
dimensionless Coulomb coupling constant 75, and to several higher than leading orders in kgT'/rs Er
and €/r;FEr. We also obtain the asymptotic behavior of the self-energy in the regimes |e| < kgT
and |e| > kgT. The higher-order terms have subtle and highly non-trivial compound logarithmic
contributions from both ¢ and T, explaining why they have never before been calculated in spite of

the importance of the subject matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

In Landau’s Fermi liquid theory, an interacting Fermi
system, at low excitation energies and temperatures, is
described by long-lived excitations called “quasiparti-
cles” which evolve adiabatically from the corresponding
excitations of the noninteracting Fermi gas as the inter-
actions are turned on [I]. The quasiparticle is well de-
fined only when the damping of the single particle state
is small, which happens at low temperatures close to
the Fermi surface. In other words, the imaginary part
of the retarded self-energy Im () (k, ¢) should be much
smaller compared with € + Re (%) (k, €) at low energy e
in order to have well-defined quasiparticles, satisfying the
Landau Fermi liquid paradigm. The electron self-energy
is a crucial quantity, which determines not only the life-
time of the quasiparticles [2HI6], but also their effective
mass [I7H25], the renormalization factor, and many other
single particle properties [26H29]. It is well-established
that for low T (< Tf) and |¢| (< Ef), Imn X (¢) goes
as T? and €% (up to logarithmic corrections) in three-
dimensional (3D) and two-dimensional (2D) Fermi sys-
tems, leading to the existence of well-defined 2D and 3D
Landau Fermi liquids. By contrast, in 1D interacting
Fermi systems, quasiparticles do not exist, and the one
to one correspondence with the Fermi gas picture is de-
stroyed even for infinitesimal interactions.

The calculation of the self-energy of an interacting elec-
tron system is a condensed matter problem that has been
extensively studied for decades [11 13| 24] 25 B0H33]. In
fact, this is among the oldest many body problems in
physics, dating back to the 1950s, when field theoretic
Feynman diagram techniques were first used in calculat-
ing properties of simple metals within the 3D interacting
electron liquid model [T, [34]. Later, similar many body
techniques were used to study the properties of 2D inter-

acting electron liquids in various artificial semiconductor
structures [35]. Most of these calculations, where the
inter-electron interaction is the long-range Coulomb cou-
pling, are either completely numerical, dubbed “GW?” ap-
proximation [36], or just leading order theories in € or T'.
To the best of our knowledge, the expression for the self-
energy R (k,e) with arbitrary e/kgT is unknown for
such an interacting system with Coulomb interactions.
For this reason, we revisit the problem and calculate an-
alytically the on-shell self-energy using the random phase
approximation (RPA). In the leading order r, expansion,
where r, is the standard dimensionless Coulomb cou-
pling parameter, we obtain the real and imaginary parts
of the self-energy up to the next to the leading order
(min(|e|, T)/Eers)®. We also extract from these expres-
sions the asymptotic behavior of X9 (g, T) in the low
energy |e| < kgT and low temperature kg7 < |e| lim-
its, with the leading order terms consistent with previous
studies [5]. The higher-order generalization of the ana-
lytical self-energy expressions for the 2D electron liquid
is the main result of the current work.

For the long-range Coulomb coupling, it is well-known
that an asymptotically exact many-body description for
the interacting self-energy is available in the high-density
limit, rs < 1, where only the infinite series of polarization
diagrams (see Fig. involving the electron-hole “bub-
bles” (or “rings”) need to be kept in the theory. This
bubble diagram description of the system is equivalent
(see Fig. [1]) to a theory involving the leading-order self-
energy calculation in the dynamically screened Coulomb
coupling (instead of the bare Coulomb coupling appear-
ing in the Hamiltonian), where the dynamical screening
is approximated by RPA. We therefore refer to the self-
energy theory in this leading order dynamical screening
approximation itself as the RPA self-energy. Such an
RPA self-energy is exact to the leading-order in 7, and



is extensively used in materials physics, where, for histor-
ical reasons, it is universally called the “GW” approxima-
tion. Our goal is to analytically calculate the interacting
2D self-energy to the leading-order in r4 (where it is exact
for the interacting problem), and to nonleading orders in
eand T.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec.|[I]
we present the general formulas for the self-energy of a
2D electron system with Coulomb interactions. Using
these formulas, in Sec. [[TI} we derive analytically the ex-
pressions for the imaginary and real parts of the electron
self-energy in the high density (r; < 1), low temperature
(ksT/Er < rs) and low energy (|e|/Er < 1) limit for
arbitrary value of ¢/kgT. The asymptotic expressions
for |e|/ksT < 1 and |e|/kgT > 1 are also presented in
this section. In Sec. [[V] we conclude with a brief discus-
sion. Finally, appendices are devoted to some technical
details: In Appendix [A] the self-energy formulas shown
in Sec. [[] are derived using the Keldysh technique. We
provide in Appendix [B| the evaluation of the momentum
integrals appearing in the self-energy formulas, and in
Appendix [C] the frequency integrals involving hyperbolic
tanh and coth functions.

II. GENERAL FORMULAS

This section summarizes the general formulas for the
electron self-energy. The results provided in this sec-
tion are, in principle, known, but we give them here
for the sake of completeness because we have not seen
them written down anywhere in the literature in the
precise form necessary for our calculations. In addi-
tion, this section provides a context and serves the use-
ful purpose of explaining our notations and the actual
calculations as well as the analytical results. We con-
sider a clean 2D electron system with Coulomb inter-
actions, a parabolic energy dispersion and a spin de-
generacy factor of 2, and from now on adopt the units
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FIG. 1. (a) The RPA self-energy diagram for a system
of interacting electrons. (b) The diagrammatic definition of
the RPA dynamically screened interaction. In both panels,
the black line represents the bare electron Green’s function,
while the red wavy line with a solid (open) dot corresponds
to the RPA dynamically screened interaction (bare interac-
tion). The RPA interaction is the dressed Green’s function
for the Hubbard-Stratonovich field that decouples the interac-
tions, and is given by the infinite Dyson series with repeated
insertion of the polarization bubbles, as shown in panel (b).

kg = h = 1. (Spin is an implicit variable since we only
consider a paramagnetic situation with no explicit spin-
dependent scattering— the only interaction in the prob-
lem is the long-range Coulomb coupling, which is spin-
independent.) The detailed derivation of these formulas
is presented in Appendix [A] while an alternative Mat-
subara approach can be found in Ref. [1].

To the lowest order in the dynamically screened inter-
action, the retarded electron self-energy is given by

=0(ce) = 3 [ {DH @G+ g e +w)
W
+DW (q,w)G ) (k + q,¢ + w)} :

and the corresponding self-energy diagram in plotted in
Fig.[I(a). Here we have employed the shorthand notation
fq = [d*q/(2m)* and [ = [7_dw/2m.

G denotes the non-interacting fermionic Green’s func-
tion, and is represented diagrammatically by the black
line in Fig. Its retarded (advanced) component ac-
quires the form

Gy D (k,e) = [e — & i) " )

7 is a positive infinitesimal, and & = k%/2m — p, with
u = FEg, where Ef is the noninteracting Fermi energy,
being the chemical potential. We use kr for the Fermi
momentum, defined by Ef = k2/2m. We note that
the dimensionless Coulomb couling (or the effective fine
structure constant) is simply given by 7, = v/2€2 /v,
where the Fermi velocity vr = kg/m. The Keldysh
Green’s function is related to its retarded and advanced
counterparts through the fluctuation-dissipation theorem
(FDT):

G (k,e) = [fo” (k,e) -GS (k, e)} tanh(e/2T), (3)

and, unlike the other two components, depends on the oc-
cupation number. Hereafter, superscripts (R), (4) and
(K) stand for the retarded, advanced, and Keldysh com-
ponents, respectively.

In Eq. [I} D indicates the RPA dynamically screened
interaction, which is represented by the red wavy line
with a solid dot in Fig. [l It can be considered as
the dressed Green’s function for the bosonic field that,
through the Hubbard-Stratonovich (H.S.) transforma-
tion, decouples the interactions (see Appendix [A|for de-
tails). In Fig. [[{b), the RPA interaction D is defined
diagrammatically by the infinite Dyson series of the po-
larization bubble diagrams where the red wavy line with
an open dot stands for the 2D bare Coulomb potential
V(q) = 2me?/q, and the black bubble corresponds to the
polarization operator whose retarded component is given
by

1w = =i [ (667 et a2+ )6 .e)
k,e (4)
+GH (k+ a6 +w)GE (K, 9)]



It is therefore straightforward to see that the retarded
RPA dynamically screened interaction can be extracted
from the following Dyson equation

-1

DP(qw) = [V g - (qw)] )

while its advanced and Keldysh components are related
to the retarded one through

D (q,w) = [DP(q,w)] (62)

DH)(q,w) = [DM (q,w) = DD ()| coth (w/2T),
(6b)
as expected for a bosonic propagator. Here the last equa-

tion constitutes the FDT relation between the compo-
nents of the RPA interaction D.
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In the static limit w < krg/m, —I10)(q,w) is well
approximated by v = m/m, the density of states at the
Fermi level. As a result, DU/(4)(q,w) is reduced to the
static screened interaction

- 1 1 kre
Vig) = = - ; 7
@ V-lag)+v  vq+kre @)
with kte = 2me?v being the Thomas-Fermi screening

wavevector.

Inserting the explicit expression for the non-interacting
electron Green’s function Gy (Eq.[2) into Eq. [1} and uti-
lizing the FDT relation as well as the Kramers-Kronig
relation (Eq. for both Gy and D, one finds that the
imaginary and real parts of the electron self-energy are
given by

Im D) (q,w)

© - [eraa) h
Re DI(g.1)
© i [p s (80)

m ) w q—(w) )
e i (R)
el dw coth <2T) </0 dq +/q . dq) Im DYV (q,w)

For simplicity, here we have defined
Ae =e — & — ¢*/2m, (9a)
qi(w)z‘:tk+\/k2+2m(w+6—€k) . (9b)

Equations [8a)and [8b|can be directly numerically calcu-
lated for arbitrary rs, €, and T to provide the self-energy
function of a 2D interacting electron liquid. Our goal is to
obtain the analytical expressions for small values of 7y, €,
and T as described in the next section. We note that for-
mally Eqgs.[8a]and BD]appear to be 2D integrals over w and
q, but this is misleading since the screened interaction D
itself (see Egs. [dlj6|above) is formally a 3D integral. Thus,
Eq.[8]in general defines a highly singular five-dimensional
integral, which is not easy to handle directly numerically
although its T' = 0 version has been calculated numeri-
cally [12] and crude numerical calculations have also been
performed for the temperature dependent 2D self-energy
by approximating the dynamically screened interaction
D as a simple function with poles within the so-called
plasmon pole approximation [37]. There had also been an
early purely numerical attempt to calculate the 2D self-
energy at very high (T > Ef) temperatures, where the

sgn (w + Aeg)
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[kﬂq (w—l—As)r—l.
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static screening approximation was used to replace the
dynamically screened interaction [38]. Such numerical
self-energy calculations carried out with simplistic and
uncontrolled approximations fail to provide any analyti-
cal insight into the low-temperature quasiparticle prop-
erties of the interacting 2D Fermi liquid, which is the goal
of our study.

III. RESULTS

In the previous section, the real and imaginary parts of
the electron self-energy X(*) (k, ) are expressed as two-
variable integrals in terms of the retarded RPA interac-
tion DU (q,w) given by Eq. Having these formulas,
we now calculate analytically the on-shell (¢ = &) self-
energy Y (k, ¢) close to the Fermi surface (k ~ kg) in
the high density limit (rs < 1), where the RPA ring di-
agram approximation should be exact for the Coulomb
coupling. We work in the regime where e/ EBr < A <
rsEr, with A = {T,]e|}, and obtain the electron self-
energy up to the order of (A/EFTS)3 and the leading
order in ry.



In the low temperature regime, the polarization op-
erator II")(q,w) can be approximated by its zero tem-
perature result, whose explicit form has been calculated
in Ref. [39] and may be expressed in terms of two di-
mensionless variables: ¢/kg and mw/kgq (see Eq. [BE).
Because of the RPA interaction and the thermal fac-
tors, the most significant contribution to the integrals
in Eq. [8| comes from the region ¢ < kg = V2rkg and
w < max(T,|e|). As a result, terms of higher orders in
q/kr and mw/kgq in the integrands lead to, respectively,
higher order terms in s and max(7T, |¢|)/Errs in the elec-
tron self-energy ) (k, ¢), and are negligible in the high
density (rs < 1), low temperature (T/Ef < r5) and

Here I(w) is defined as the integral

m g+ (w)

m D) (q,w)
B dq%—{zs (-2

Its detailed calculation is shown in Appendix

I(w) =

The frequency integration in Eq. can be done by
expressing the hyperbolic functions as infinite exponen-
tial series:

tanh k: —Qkx

1+2Z
= 1+2Ze

coth(z

We evaluate integrals of such forms in Appendix [C} and
use the results (Eq. to obtain the imaginary part of
the self-energy on the mass shell

T2 V2or, F € T2 ¢
ImY® () = - =1 s Z) - o=
m ) EFn< T >91(T) 5 27
T3 €
93(7)7
r B27NT

small energy (|e|/Er < rs) limit. It is therefore only
necessary to keep the first few leading terms in ¢/kr and
mw/keq in the integrals to obtain the leading results of
interest to us.

A. Imaginary part of the self-energy

To calculate the imaginary part of the self-energy
on the mass shell (¢ = &), we insert the expression
for the polarlzatlon operator [39] into Eq. [8a] and set
Ae = —¢*/2m. After the momentum integration, this
yields

w+e w—¢€
anh( 5T )—tanh( 5T )] Im I(w), (10a)
b (w >2 s (10D)
— | = nw.
2v2r, \ EF s
[
where
€ 1 2
gl(T) =% (77 +Tg)
€ 2
gz(T) = -3 <6 YE —ln— —24lnA)
(2= —In2) &
1Y T2
1
- s, —€/T s e/T
+ 4 [aSLls( e=/T) 4+ 0, Liy(—e )} =
e. V2 1 1
= ____ —_ '[_E/T_f ] __E/T
gg(T)_ - [C(3) 2L13( e ) 2ng,( e )]
(14)

Here Lis(2) = Y po, 2"/k* denotes the polylogarithm
function and ((s) = Lis(1) represents the Riemann zeta
function. g ~ 0.577216 is the Euler’s constant and
A ~ 1.28243 is the Glaisher’s constant. Following a
straightforward calculation, we find from Eq. [I3] the
asymptotic behavior of Im E(R)( ) in the regime |e] < T*

X (le] < T) = 5 5 T

T 7¢(3) T3
6+ In27° — 361n A)E—F—N%TSEE.

_Ijj] (ﬁrsEF>
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24(
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FIG. 2. Imaginary part of the on-shell electron self-energy
Im X (e, T). In panel (a) [(b)], Im %) (e, T)/EFr given by
Eq. [13] is plotted as a function of ¢/Er (T'/EF) for different
values of T//Er (¢/EFr) and is compared with the asymptotic
result for T < ¢ (¢ < T) given by Eq. (Eq. [15). Solid
curves from top to bottom correspond to Im 2 (g, T') / Er at
T/Er (¢/EF) equals to 0.1, 0.2 and 0.5 , while dashed curve
represents the the asymptotic result for T < € (¢ < T). In
both panels, rs is set to be 1.

Eq. [I3] can be rewritten as

2 \V2r.E € g2 €
Imy@® (o) — — S [ V2B ) o By S5
mE(e) B\ 9(7) EFQQ(T)
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where we have defined

e, T? ¢
gl(f) = ?gl(f)a

°° dw w+e w—¢
(R) (g} = iy ndiiig
Re X' (e) /0 - {tanh( 5T ) tanh( 5T )} Re I(w),

2
2v/2 T |wl
n —~ =+
Ty 4+/2r, Er

2 2
w =1 () Tac)+ Ta),
3
in(5) = CEo(g) (1)

This leads to the following asymptotic expression for
Im 2 () when |¢| > T

2
B (e| > T) = —S‘EE In (‘@";'EF)
mEF
18)

g2 | 1 1 e

87 Er <n 2) 6v/2r T B2
We note that the leading order terms (i.e. the first terms
on the right hand sides) in the asymptotic expressions
Egs. |15|and [18| are consistent with the results in Ref. [5],
which obtained the correct leading order 72InT and
£2Ine forms for the 2D imaginary self-energy. We note
that in spite of the additional logarithmic factors com-
pared with the corresponding 3D self-energy [Il 2], the
imaginary self-energy has the quadratic dependence on
T and/or €, indicating that the interacting 2D system is
a Landau Fermi liquid at low temperatures and excita-
tion energies. Our results in Egs. [I5] and [I§] provide the
full analytical form for the 2D imaginary self-energy in-
cluding the next to leading order terms in the excitation
energy and temperature.

In Fig. P2 panel (a)[(b)], we plot the imaginary part
of the on-shell self-energy given in Egs. and as
a function of e/Er (T/Ef) for different values of T/FEk
(e/Ek), together with the asymptotic expression for T <
e (e < T) given in Egs. |15 and The solid curves
from top to bottom are associated with e/Er (T/EF)
equals to 0.1, 0.2 and 0.5. As the value of ¢/Er (T'/EF)
decreases, the corresponding solid curve approaches the
dashed one, which represents the analytical asymptotic
result for T < € (¢ < T) as given in Egs. 15| and

B. Real part of the self-energy

Compared with the imaginary part of the self-energy,
the calculation of the real part is much more difficult
since it requires one more integration involving a branch
cut. For the real part of the self-energy on the mass
shell (¢ = &x), the second integral in Eq. vanishes to
the leading order in r, while the first integral, after the
momentum integration (for details, see Appendix , is
further reduced to

(19a)

17 w*
32r2 E2

5w, <4ﬁrsEF) (19b)
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We then evaluate the w—integration in Eq. by uti-
lizing the exponential expansion of the hyperbolic func-
tion (Eq. . The detailed calculation is relegated to
Appendix [C] From Eq. [C6} we find that the real part
of the on-shell self-energy has the following asymptotic
form for low energies and temperatures

€ T2 rsEF €
) D () )
T>+7«SE§ n( T > 2\T

Te
Re Z(R)(E) = ho€ + ET:hl (

T?e €
+ rSEEhs (T) ’
(20)
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ho = 21y (22
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€ 1T e
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ey b , &2
h (T) =482 (W * T2> ’

£ 1 g2

—)=——(32—10yg — 25In2) [ — + 7*
m () N (T2 o )

Lz [85 Lis(—e_%) — 0 Lis(—e%)}

s=3

(21)

The subleading term Tehy(%)/Er in Eq. [20]is of a form
similar to the result obtained for a model with short-
range interaction in Refs. [24] 25]. Our system is com-
pletely different, i.e., an electron system with the realistic
long-range Coulomb interaction, so it is important that
long-range and short-range interactions lead to similar
subleading terms in the self-energy. We emphasize that
we also obtain additional terms of higher orders in T/ Eg
or ¢/Er, which was not done in Refs. [24] [25]

For |e| < T, Eq. [20] becomes

ReX) (|| < T)

=" 2v2 €
7\@7‘( Ts
T%¢ [ T

Bpre | 96v2
2 (e D))

We note that the quasiparticle effective mass obtained
from this asymptotic expression is consistent with the
result in Ref. [17].

In2Te

4 Ef
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We then rewrite Eq. [20] as

Re (P (¢)
ele| ~ € g3 Ts ~ €
=hoe + J%F'hl (T) t B2 In (aEF) h (T) (23)
+ oo (5)
where
i (5) = 5 (5)
i (5) = (5). 2
i () = rmdn (5) + D 5).

From this equation above, we arrive at the asymptotic
form of Re £V (¢) for || > T

s 2v/2 1 elel
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We note that, although the leading-order dependence
of the real part of the self-energy on the excitation en-
ergy and temperature manifests the expected linear-in-
€ behavior, the next-to-leading-order terms as shown in
Egs. 22] and [25] are nontrivial, and impossible to guess
because of the logarithmic factors which disallow for a
simple dimensional argument. The analytical result of
the real part of the on-shell self-energy given by Egs.
and [21] is presented in Fig. 8] Since the leading order
term in Re X)) (¢) scales as &, here we plot the ratio
Re X (g) /e instead of Re (7 (¢) itself. In Figs. [3h (b),
Re X (¢) /e is shown as a function of ¢/Ef (T/EF) for
different value of T/ Er (¢/FEF), and is compared with the
corresponding asymptotic expression for T < ¢ (¢ < T))

as given in Egs. 22 and

ReX(je| > T) =

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present the calculation of the on-
shell (e = &) self-energy ©(F)(k, ¢) of a 2D electron sys-
tem with Coulomb interactions in the high density limit
rs < 1. We work in the regime where the temperature
T and the energy e are arbitrary with respect to each
other but both are small and satisfy 7"2/2 K A/Er L 1y,
A = {T,|e|}. Thus, we are in the low-energy quasiparti-
cle limit, but we keep the next-to-leading-order terms
involving both energy and temperature together. We
obtain analytically the real and imaginary parts of the
self-energy for arbitrary values of /T up to the order
(min(|e[, T)/rsEF)? and to the leading order in ry. The
asymptotic behaviors of the electron self-energy in the
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FIG. 3. Real part of the on-shell electron self-energy

ReX® (g, T). In panel (a) [(b)], ReZ(e,T)/e given by
Eq. is plotted as a function of ¢/Ef (T/EF) at various
T/Er (¢/Er) which admits the values of 0.1, 0.2 and 0.5 (cor-
respond to solid curves from top to bottom), and is compared
with the asymptotic result for T < ¢ (¢ < T') given by Eq.
(Eq. represented by the dashed curve. rs = 1 in both pan-
els.

low energy |e| < T and low temperature T' < |e| limits
are also discussed.

To calculate the electron self-energy, we employ the
RPA approximation which is exact in the high-density
(rs < 1) limit, but is often found to be reliable even
outside the high density regime. Our results may there-
fore remain valid even at moderate densities outside the
strict high-density limit. Our work is theoretically mo-
tivated, providing the analytical expression for the 2D
self-energy going beyond the simple leading-order linear
in e for the real part and quadratic in T (or in &) for
the imaginary part of the self-energy. The next to the
leading order terms involve both energy and tempera-
ture combined into nontrivial multiplicative forms, which
cannot be guessed from dimensional arguments, showing
the subtle and intricate nature of the many body prob-
lem even for a system which has been extensively studied
for seventy years. The experimental implications of our
work arise in the context of 2D tunneling measurements
as carried out in Ref. [40] where the quasiparticle spectral
function is measured directly for interacting 2D electrons
as a function of temperature and energy (tuned by the

bias voltage). Since the quasiparticle spectral function
is determined directly by the real and imaginary parts
of the 2D self-energy through the formula that the spec-
tral function is proportional to the imaginary part of the
interacting Green’s function, such a tunneling spectro-
scopic measurement, can be directly compared with our
theory. We mention that the original experiment was
compared with the leading-order theory of Ref. [5], and
therefore, it will be interesting to compare future such
measurements with our analytical theory which goes be-
yond the leading order self-energy in energy and temper-
ature. One caveat here is that the typical experimental
rs parameter here is s ~ 1, which does not satisfy the
high-density (r; < 1) RPA requirement. We note, how-
ever, that 3D metals have r; ~ 5, and RPA theories
have had great success in describing metallic properties
and band structures through the “GW” approximation,
most likely because of the cancellation of higher-order
vertex diagrams as discussed in Ref. [23]. Thus, there is
hope that a comparison between our improved analytical
2D self-energy results with future 2D tunneling measure-
ments could lead to a deeper understanding of the Fermi
liquid renormalization effects in 2D Coulomb interacting
systems.

Before concluding, it may be useful for us to emphasize
some of the salient features of our analytical self-energy
results. The leading-order 2D imaginary self-energy is
already known to have the T2 InT (for T > |¢|) or €2 Ine
(for € > T') behavior, with the logarithmic part a special
2D feature not arising in 3D systems. Our work estab-
lishes the next-to-leading-order terms going as O(T? or
e2) and O(T? or €3), respectively in the 2D imaginary
self-energy for T' > € or T' < ¢ as the case may be. No
additional logarithms arise in these higher-order terms.
On the Fermi surface, where ¢ = 0, the quasiparticle
broadening therefore goes as O(T? InT)+O(T?)+O(T?).
The real part of the 2D self-energy is even more sub-
tle in our theory because of the non-analytical contribu-
tions arising from the special form of the 2D polariza-
tion bubble (with a kink at & = kg). In particular, the
leading order results is the usual O(e) for T > ¢ and
€ > T, which provides the quasiparticle effective mass
renormalization to the electronic specific heat. The next-
to-the-leading order terms in the real 2D self-energy are
O(eT) + O(eT?*InT) + O(eT?) for T >> |e], indicating a
linear-in-T" correction to the usual specific heat coefficient
in violation of the Sommerfeld expansion. For ¢ > T,
the higher order self-energy corrections to the real part
of the 2D self-energy go as O(e?) + O(e®Ine) + O(e?)-
the appearance of the log here is again special to 2D sys-
tems. We also note that the full RPA low-energy and low-
temperature self-energy expression derived by us in this
work does not suffer from the leading-order logarithmic
corrections found in the Hartree-Fock theories [10] 28].
The full analytical expressions (when ¢ ~ T) for the
imaginary and real parts of the 2D self-energy, given in
Eqgs. [13|and [20| respectively, are very complex and do not
allow for a simple discussion.
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APPENDIX A: Derivation of the general formulas
for the Fermi liquid self-energy

1. Keldysh formalism for interacting electrons

In this appendix, we derive the self-energy formulas
presented in Sec. [[I] using the Keldysh technique. We
start from the partition function of a 2D system of inter-
acting electrons:

YA E/D (1/_),1/)) exp (iSo + ©Sint)
/ Bl
r,r’ t,t

mt— Y Ca ’@[Jaa watf (I‘ t)
1,2 /

a=

r,tir,t) (', 1),
(A1)

xV(r—r )z/;a,(,/ (r',t)hq,0(r, 1)

Here ¢, (r,t) is a Grassmann field that carries a spin
index o € {1,{} and a Keldysh label a € {1,2}. a =1
(2) indicates the forward (backward) part of the Keldysh
contour, and the corresponding sign factor {, assumes
the value of +1 (—1). V(r) = €?/r is the bare Coulomb
interaction potential, and Gy denotes the non-interacting
Green’s function defined on the Keldysh contour:

—i(Tep(r, t) o(r', t’)>0 )

T is the Keldysh contour ordering operator, and the an-
gular bracket with subscript “0” stands for the functional
averaging over the non-interacting action.

We then introduce an auxiliary bosonic field ¢ =

Golr, t:x' 1) = (A2)

[bal (j)q]T to Hubbard-Stratonovich (H.S.) decouple the
interaction:
ZS.nt — /Dd) exp /¢c| q; )qu( 7_W)
)
ba(q,w) (k4 q, e + w)7Y(k, e)
5/
k,e,q,w
/ bq(d,w) Pk + q, ¢ +w) P(k,e)
k ,E,q,w
(A3)

7 here represents the Pauli matrix acting on the Keldysh
space.

To further simplify the calculation, we apply the
Keldysh rotation to the fermionic field

Uik,e) - PUk(ke),  vke) = vk,e) U,
(A4)

where Ux = (1 + i#2)/v/2. After the rotation, the non-
interacting fermionic Green’s function Gy assumes the
following structure in the Keldysh space

. (R) (K)
Goll,2) = G0 U2 G [U2)) )
0 Gy (k,e)
with the components given by Egs. 2] and
The Keldysh rotation is then followed by a distribution
function dependent transformation

¢(k7 5) - MF(5> w(kv 5)7 &(k7 5) - i(k,é‘) MF(5)7
(A6)

where Mp (e) acquires the following form in the Keldysh
space

. [1 tanh (c/ 2T)} (A7)

Mr(e)=1o 4

After the combined transformation, the bare fermionic
Green’s function Gy becomes diagonal in the Keldysh
space and distribution function independent,

G (k,e) 0
0 GMke)

Go(k,e) = (A8)

and the partition function is now given by
- / D (§,4) D exp (iSy + Sy +i5.)

S¢_ /¢c| q,w )¢q( —W),

Sy = / Bk, e) [ — G+ int] b(k, ),
k,e
¢c|(k - k/, [ 5/)
7

Se= -

’ ’
k.k’ e,e

[ iy it ).

P(k,e)Mp(e)Mp(e (K &)

(A9)

2. Dressed propagator for the H.S. field

It is clear from Eq.[A9]that the bare propagator of the
H.S. field is

Do(q,w) = — i (d(q,w)d" (—q, —w)), = {V((JQ) V(()q)] .
(A10)



To obtain its dressed RPA propagator, we integrate out
the fermionic field v, and arrive at an effective action
iS¢+ In (exp(iSc)) . Here the angular bracket with sub-
script ¢ denotes the functional integration over the field
1 with weight exp (iSy),

(exp(iSe)),, = /D (¥, 1) exp (iSy + iSe) . (A11)

To the leading order in the cumulant expansion, which
is equivalent to the random phase approximation (RPA),
In (exp(iSc)),, ~ <%(iSC)2>w and can be expressed as a
quadratic form

(3057 =5 [ ¢"(-a~w)fila.w)dlaw).
" (A12)

where the kernel ﬁ(q,w) is the self-energy for the H.S.
field ¢, with components

ab _ 1+<a 1_CaA1
n*°(q,w) = Z/Tr{{ 5 + 5 T:|

k,e

X Mp (e + w)Go(k + q, € + w) Mp(e + w)

« [1 ;C” + 1_24”#} N (2)Go (K, e)MF(e)}.

(A13)

Inserting Eqs. [AS and [A7]into the equation above, and
using the causality relation

/ G (K + q, 2+ w) G (k, ) = 0,
k,e

(A14)

we find that fI(q7 w) possesses the standard causality
structure of a bosonic self-energy

(a “)] . (A15)

. 0
H(q,w) = |:H(R)(q,w) H(K)((Lw)

Its retarded component is given by Eq. [d] which can be
further simplified to

[ tanh(fiq/2T) — tanh(&/27)
T aw) = / w +q§k — &ktq T

)

k
(A16)

and is related to its advanced and Keldysh components
through:

1 (q,w) = [H(R)(q, w)} "

1) (q, w) = {H(R)(q,w) - H(A)(q,w)} coth (%) .
(A17)

We then combine the actions iS4 (Eq. and

<%(i5’c)2>¢ (Eq. , and obtain the dressed propagator
for the H.S. field ¢

Dlq.) = (6(a.0)6" (~a, ) = [Do(a,w) ~ 1(a.w)]

(A18)

In Fig. b), we show the diagrammatic representation
of the Dyson equation above. Red wavy lines with open
and solid dots are used to indicate, respectively, the bare
propagator Dg(q,w) and dressed propagator D(q,w),
while the black bubble represents the bosonic self-energy
II(q,w).

Using Eq. and one can easily see that D(q,w)
admits the following form in the Keldysh space

: D¥)(q,w) D" (q,w)
D = ’ ’ Al

@)= pgw o | B9
in accordance with the causality structure for a bosonic
propagator, and its components are given by Egs.
and [Gal

3. Electron self-energy

The RPA self-energy diagram for the fermionic field
1) is plotted in Fig. (a), where the red wavy and black
solid lines represent, respectively, the dressed H.S. prop-
agator D and the bare fermionic propagator Gg. The
corresponding self-energy expression is

$(k, o) :é / DU (—q, —w) Ve () N (2 + w)Co(k + q, & + w) M (e + w) Np(e)

s

7

+5 [ DI (—a,—w)Np (&) Mr (e + w)Go(k + . & +w) M (e +w)7 M(e)

2 aw
+ % / D (—q, —w)Mp(e)7 ' Mp (e + w)Go(k + q, & + w)Mp (e + w)Mp(e).
q,UJ

(A20)



Making use of the causality relation

[ et ac+anaw) - o
q,w
as well as the FDT relations Egs. [3] and [6D] we find

that X(k,e)’s off-diagonal components vanishes in the
Keldysh space,

. ») (K, 0
Y(k,e) = { O( ©) S (k, ¢)

(A21)

(A22)

The retarded component B (q,w) = [2)(k,e)]” is
given by Eq. |1l which may be rewritten as

NF (k) = —2 / Im D) (q,w) Im G\ (k + q, ¢ + w')

q,w,w’
1 w e+uw
U oo ()~ taun .
Xw’—w—in {CO 2T an ( 2T )]

Here we have employed the Kramers-Kronig relation

o0 / (R) /
FB (k) = / d—gilm,f k.e) (A24)
T e —e—in

(A23)

— 00

for both the bosonic propagator D and the fermionic
propagator Gy.

Inserting the explicit expression for Gy (Eq. into
Eq. and performing the angular integration, we ar-
rive at

o0 /
0B (k, ¢) = % // dg® (1— "Z‘;’
0

(A25)
where Ac is defined in Eq. Pal Eq. which gives
Im %) (k, £) can be deduced directly from Eq.

To obtain Re X(%) (k, ¢), we first rewrite Eq. as

2 (k,e) =

x %D(A)(q, W — Ae)O (1

mw'

_kq

)

_kq ~N2w —Ae—w—in’
& /1_(mw)
kq
(A26)

with the help of the Kramers-Kronig relation (Eq.[A24]).
It is then straightforward to see that Re £/ (k, ¢) equals

the principal integral of Eq. and is given by Eq.

> Im D) (q, w

1 w e+w — Ac
h(-=)—tanh | —————
% w' —Ae —w—1in {COt <2T) tan ( 2T )}

m [ <, e+w — Ae
h{S ¥ —=°
47r2k/0 dq[m dw' tan ( 5T >
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APPENDIX B: Momentum integrals

This appendix is devoted to the evaluation of the in-
tegral defined in Eq. [II} For convenience, we introduce
the following dimensionless quantities:

w q T's

= — = — = . B1
S T T4 (B1)
The integral I(w) then reduced to the form
—1/2
o 2
I:E/ dz DU (z,6) [l(xé) ]
T S, x
2 —1/2
=2 [ e DO a8y (0 - 27 -]
T x
1 (B2)

where 1 o = g4 /2kg satisfies the equation (z—d/z)? = 1,
and is given by:

1
2y = 5‘1— 1+45‘ ~ |0] — 6% sgnd + O(8°),

1
x2:§(1+ 1+45)z1+5+0(52)~ (B3)

Using the variables defined in Eq. (B1)), DV is given
by:

(x — aRellpr™!) +i(aIm Moy 1)

(x —aRellpr—1)2 + (aImIor—1)2"
(B4)
Here IIj is the zero-temperature polarization bubble [39],

DB (g, 6) = v

, and is given by:

Rellpr—! = -1

1 1)
+ 53 s8n <1 - 2) Re \/f(xg — 22)(22 — 22)

8

1 )
+ 52580 (1 + 2) Re \/4(51‘2 — (23 — 22) (22 — 22),

T
(Bba)
1
ImTlgy ! = ~ 5.2 Re \/(mg — 2?) (22 — 2?)
1
+to3 Re \/(x§ —x2)(z? — x?) — 4622.
(B5b)

For this calculation, we will work in the regime where
6] < a < 1. Additionally, we will assume o < (|6]/a)?,
and therefore, we will calculate results to leading order
in «, but to several orders in |d|/a. Specifically, we note
that since |§| is smaller than «, we need only keep leading
order terms in 4. We wish to evaluate integral as an



expansion in « and |§|/a. To do so, it is necessary to ex-
pand the integrand in terms of z/a, a/z, x1/x or x/xs.
These ratios are all small in some regimes of integration,
but become large in other regimes, and therefore the in-
tegrand cannot be expanded in any of these ratios across
the entire region of integration. To proceed, we must di-
vide the region of integration into three subregions, and
then expand in terms of the appropriate ratios in each
subregion. Thus we define the boundaries between the
subregions I; and [y such that 11 € I} € a < Iy < xs.
Since we will be dividing up the region of integration, for
convenience define I(a,b) to be the contribution to the
integral I from the interval (a,b). This lack of a single
small parameter over the whole integration region is the
key technical difficulty hindering the analytical evalua-
tion of the self-energy in the next to the leading order,
explaining why it has not been achieved in spite of the
long history of the subject.

1. Simplification of Ilj

Inside the region of integration, the second term of
Eq. vanishes, since the radical is purely imaginary
for x between x7 and zo. Likewise, the third term also
vanishes so long as x is not too close to the endpoints,
specifically if z1[1 426 +O0(6?)] < & < @[l —26 +O(5?)].
In order to simplify RelIly, we must exclude the portion
of the region of integration that lies outside this interval.
Additionally, as we shall show later, in order to simplify
ImIIy, we will need to exclude a slightly larger region
around x;. Thus for some 8 between 0 and 1, we define
ar = x1[1 4+ O(J6]*7#)] and as = z2[1 — O(|d])].
will show that the contribution to the integral from the
excluded regions near the endpoints is higher order in |4
than the rest of the integral.

Consider the contribution to the integral from the re-
gion ;1 < x < aj. For this region, we introduce the
change of variables z2 2 2, The upper bound of

=z — 7.

integration becomes \/a? — 27 = O(|6]3~7)/2), and the
lower bound 15 zero. We then need to find an upper
bound for [DU)| in this region. The points where | D)
becomes the largest are z — 0 and z ~ |6]3/2. When z —
0, ImMyr~" — 0, and Reor~" — —1 + ReV§/z;. For
z ~ |6]3/2, there is a point where (z —a ReTlgr~1) — 0 if
§ > 0. At this point, ImIor~! = O(|§|*/?). For all cases,
|IDU)| < v=1aO(a~"). The integral then becomes:

O(ls]=z7) —1/2
I(x1,a1) = / dz DU (2) [x% o xﬂ
0

3-8
= O(|5]7="). (B6)
Now consider the region as < z < xg For this region
we introduce the change of variables u? = x2 — z2. With
this transformation, the limits of integration become 0 to
O(|8]*/?). Tt is easy to see that in this region, [Tor~!| =

11

O(|8]*/?), and thus |[DU®| = »='O(«). Then the integral
becomes:

o(l8'?) ~1/2
I(as, x2) = / du DU (v) [a:g —u? — a2
0
= a O(|5]'/?). (B7)

For a1 < x < ag, both the second and the third term of
Eq. (Bba) vanish, and so in this region we have exactly:

Rellpr ! = —1. (B8)
For a1 < = < I3, we again use the variable transforma-
tion 22 = 22 — 2. The upper bound of this region be-

comes /13 — §2 = I3[1 + O(6?/13)], and the lower bound
is O(]6|®=#)/2), as discussed previously. Specifically, we
note that d22/22 is of order O(|6|%). Then we simplify
ImII, as follows:

Im Iyt
2T 46(22 + 22) 12
-2 o o 2E ) 2
2(22 + 22) [ 22a3 +O(m%)]
2% 46(2% + 2%) P
— 1
2(22 4+ 2%) 8 22213 { +0(9 )}
)

- —;[1+O(|6|5)] (B9)

For ls < = < ag, all that is required for the computa-
tion is the following, which can be shown easily:

B
Im Mo~ = o(|5|1/2, 7). (B10)
2

2. The Rel integral

2 _ 0.2 2

For x between a; and l;, we again use z° = x° — z7,

and Re D) is given by:
1+
(1+£)2+ &+ 0(0]")

1+x{ 22 4 2% <2£ )2 23
-1

oL B s () (2]
1+% 1+5  \1+% o

This can be integrated, giving:

Re D) = 1

1,—6%/(211)

ReI(al,ll):v/ ﬂ

dz Re D) (2) [1 + 0(15)}
O(|5| )



552 11—-6%/(201)
+ 5.2 log (z + V6% + 22)]

o(1s1*z")
I
B 22 "o 402 2.2 6] 2ady

i SO R
_E+O($’ E7 o 7|6| 2 ):l

For 2 between [ and I3, we can expand in |§|/z and
x, but can no longer expand ReIly in terms of x/a, thus
we simply use:

(B12)

1+2
+ 95 4 0(67 7, &)

Re DU = 1 . (B13)

(1+2)?

Integrating gives:

l2 52 3
ReI(l1,l2) =v dz Re DU (z) [14—2—1—0( )]
U1
ll 552 552 « 52 l% l2
O‘[azaz 202 8 T 3ap, T ez TlB Y
B &8 «
+0(-%, w0 ,12)} (B14)

For x between [5 and 1, we need only the leading order
term in a/x, and thus we can simply use:

2

oz rol@))

DB (g) = (B15)

Then integrating, we obtain:

ReI(ly,az) = /1+0(5) dx [g —|—O(a )}(1 .

I x

2 «a

_a{logEJrO(E, 52)]. (B16)
Therefore, combining these results, we have:

2 7| 17 5. 2«

Rel =aflog— — — log
¢ O{Oga 2a+oz2( 4+ |6|>
63 e
+0(55 o, 1075, 917) | (B1D)

which is equivalent to Eq.
Once we have Rel, we can proceed to calculate the
real part of self-energy using

ReXH)(g) = / ;i—:tanh <w2—;€> ReI(w), (BI18)

which can be rewritten as Eq. after a change of vari-
able w — —w for negative w. However, we note that it
might seem at first that Eqs. [[9a] and [BI8| give rise to dif-
ferent results. Consider as an example the leading order
term in ReX(®) which is proportional to the following
integral

/OO dw tanh [(w +€)/2T].

—0o0

(B19)
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Applying the transformation w — w — ¢ leads to 0, while
rewriting the integral as

/000 dw {tanh [(w + €)/2T] — tanh [(w — €)/2T},
(B20)

yields nonvanishing result. This discrepancy is due to the
fact that integral Eq. is not well defined, and the ac-
curate way to carry out the integration is to rewrite it
as Eq. instead of making the shift for the follow-
ing reasons. First of all, tanh [(w + ¢)/2T] has an effec-
tive discontinuity at w = —e, which can not be simply
transferred to w = 0 since “c” has a physical meaning.
Furthermore, when deriving Eq. [BI§ we performed a
small w expansion and kept only the leading order terms.
This means that the integration possesses a cutoff which
leads to a nonzero result after the shift. In other words,
the small w (or §) expansion is only justified because
of the factor tanh [(w + €)/2T] — tanh [(w — €)/2T] which
restricts the integration to the region |w| < max(|e|, T).

3. The Im/I integral

We now consider the imaginary part of I. For a1 <
x < I, we use the same transformation z? = z2 — §2
as above. Then we have (to the same order as in the

previous section):

0/z

1, —6%/(211)
ImI(al,ll):—/ ., dz

o(s*z")  (VEEE 4 1)2 4 (5/2)2
11 —6%/(211) 2\ ~1
:7/ . d25<1+(5) ) x
o(lsl=z7) < <
2./22 2 2\ —1
-2 )) ]
z
I 2 I
= {5log 0] +46— sgnd — 25] (B21)
For 1 <z <ls:
L2 da?
Im17
m (ll,lg) /ll dx I’(:Z? T a)2
0 o 116
——a[—+lgll+2 2}. (B22)

For l; < x < as, there is no contribution to zeroth order
in a, since the integrand is of order a.. Then we have:

g 52
ImI=— -1+ log 5] + 4 Fsgnd|, (B23)
et

which leads to Eq.



4. Higher order terms in «

We also calculate Re I to first order in «, but to only
first order in §/c. This means that we must keep terms of
order |6|. Additionally, we also keep second order terms
in «, but zeroth order in §/«. In other words, we now
consider the region where T'/Er and |e|/Er are of the or-
der of 72, unlike in the previous sections. Then I(z1,a;)
is still of higher order; however, we do need to include

I(ag, x3). Again using u? = 23 — 22, we find:

\Vz3—a3
ReI(ag,z2) = V/

0
= a[ﬂx% —a3 +O(a|5\1/2)}

To first order in §/a, there are no additional terms in
ReI(a1,l1), and thus we use the result from Eq. (B12)
above:

—1/2
du DU (v) {mQ —u? - wﬂ

(B24)

)
ReI(a1,l1) :a[ 7;‘@' "
3 & |5|3% 381
+0(%, B )} (B25)
For Re I(ly,13), we find:
! 2 2
2de 1 x 0
ReI(ly,ly) = — O s
el(h, 1) a/ll To x+a{ +2z§+ (xQ’x)]
ll l2 a2 Oélg l%
=a|l—— 1-9d)log—=— — ——+ =
o‘{ +52+( Nog =5~ 5 *1
2 52 .3

5
+ —loglg +O(a2, 12’

Finally, we calculate Re I(l3, as):

_ i« a” 2 2y-1/2
Re I(l2,az) —a/ dx [ . +O(12 }(m x%)
« 2(1+4) a?
:OL[*E*F( —6)log ———— x3 — a3 T
a?  aly 12 a2 2 o?
S N T oY (e
Tt R SRR (zg’ 2”

Thus, including our result in the previous section, to
combined order in « and §/« no more than 2, Rel is
given by:

2
ReI—a[o —7T|5|+6(1—10ga>
52 17 5 2c
—— 4+ -log—)]|.
el 4+2°g|5|)]

(B28)

2
+I<—1—|—210g2>
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We emphasize that this is only the higher-order in « (i.e.
in r) contribution arising from the ring diagrams (and in
fact, just from the Re I integral). There are other contri-
butions to the higher-order terms in a which are beyond
the scope of the current work where our interest is to get
the exact leading order result in « (i.e. 75). We in fact
expect the last term in Eq. [B28|to be canceled by a con-
tribution coming from one of our neglected effects. We
show the result in Eq.[B2§|for the sake of completeness in
providing the structure of Re I only, and do not use this
form in the main part of our paper where our interest is
the leading-order in r¢ exact theory.

To obtain the real part of the electron self-energy
Re X (e, T) when T/Efr and |e|/Ef are of the same or-
der as 72, we need to insert Eq. into the first term in
Eq. [Bb and carry out the frequency integration. We also
emphasize that the second term in Eq. 8D might be non-
vanishing in this case and contributes to Re X9 (e, T)
as well. This is clearly beyond the scope of the current
work.

APPENDIX C: Integrals with hyperbolic functions
tanh and coth

In this appendix, we evaluate the integrals which ap-
pear in the calculation of the electron self-energy, and
involve the hyperbolic functions tanh(z) and coth(z).

We first consider an integral of the following form

h) = [ dof(a)
X [2 coth(z) — tanh(x + a) — tanh(x — a)] .

(C1)

Expressing the hyperbolic functions in terms of expo-
nential series as in Eq. [I2] separately for the regimes
a>x>0and z > a, we arrive at

Il(a)
_ c- - —2kx _ (_1\k,—2ka _ (_1\k _2ka
—22/0 dxf(x)e [2—(=1)%e (—1)ke**]

+4Z/ dof(x
_ v f(x 6*2]61 s k672ka7 o k:62ka
2§/Odf() 2 (-1) (—1)ke2ka]

(C2)

¥ cosh (2kz — 2ka) + 2 /a dxf(x)
0

where in the second equality we have used the fact that
e (=1)* cosh(2kx — 2ka) = —1/2.

We then evaluate the integral [ daf(z)e=2** for dif-
ferent f(z), insert the result back into Eq. [C2] and then
perform the summation. This leads to

/00 dx [2 coth (x) — tanh (z + a) — tanh (x — a)]
0

2
= —’—a’

2
4



/ dz [2 coth (z) — tanh (z + a) — tanh (z — a)] zlnzx
0

71'2

= (1—vg—In2)a®+ 13

2
<3—'}/E —In— - 241nA)
™

[0, Lis(—e™29) 4 8, Liy(—e®®)]

1
2 s=2

/OO dz [2 coth (x) — tanh (z + a) — tanh (z — a)] 2°
0

1

= ((3) 5 [Lis(—e %) + Liz(—e**)] . (C3)

Here vg and A represent, respectively, the Euler’s con-
stant and Glaisher’s constant. Lis(z) and {(z) denote the
polylogarithm function and the Riemann zeta function.

Similarly, making use of the expansion in Eq. the
integral

o0
Ir(a) = / dx f(z) [tanh(z 4+ a) — tanh(z — a)], (C4)
0
can be rewritten in the form

a) = — e T x e—ka _ k e—Zka_era )
I(a) 2I;/Odf() (—1)F | ]
(C5)
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It is then straightforward to show that
/ dz [tanh(z + a) — tanh(z — a)]
0
= 2a,

/000 dx [tanh(z + a) — tanh(z — a)] x

1. —%a : a
= 7 [Lin(—e>) — Lia(~¢*)]
oo
/ dz [tanh(z + a) — tanh(z — a)] 22
0
2 . 2
= gad + %a,

dx [tanh(z 4 a) — tanh(z — a)] 2? Inx

S—

1 2
= (3—2yg —In4) (3&3 + 12a>

+ % [05 Lig(—e ") — 9, Lig(—e**)] | s=s. (C6)
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