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The extended quasiparticle picture is adapted to non-Fermi systems by suggesting a Padé approx-
imation which interpolates between the known small scattering-rate expansion and the deviation
from the Fermi energy. The first two energy-weighted sum rules are shown to be fulfilled indepen-
dent of the interpolating function. For various models of one-dimensional Fermions scattering with
impurities the quality of the Padé approximation for the spectral function is demonstrated and the
reduced density matrix or momentum distribution is shown to be reproduced not possessing a jump
at the Fermi energy. Though the two-fold expansion is necessary to reproduce the spectral func-
tion and reduced density it is shown that for the description of transport properties the extended
quasiparticle approximation is sufficient. The T-matrix approximation leads to the delay time as
the time two particles spend in a correlated state. This contributes to the reduced density matrix
and to an additional part in the conductivity which is presented at zero and finite temperatures.
Besides a localization at certain impurity concentrations, the conductivity shows a maximum at
small temperatures interpreted as onset of superconducting behaviour triggered by impurities. The
Tan contact reveals the same universal behaviour as known from electron-electron scattering.

PACS numbers:
I. INTRODUCTION

One-dimensional interacting Fermions have been inves-
tigated intensively due to their unusual properties. Fre-
quently bosonization techniques in!2 and out of2 equi-
librium are employed which are based on the similar be-
haviour of long-distance correlations of Fermi and Bose
systems?. Exact solutions are available for Luttinger® 7,
Tomonaga®, and Gaudin-Yang models? of contact inter-
action by the Bethe ansatz!®!l. Green functions allow
to describe interacting models beyond exactly solvable
cases and in various approximationsi?12. Especially the
transition between Tomonaga-Luttinger and Fermi lig-
uids can be investigated!*12. For an overview about the-
oretical models see'® 18, Here we consider only scattering
of electrons on impurities.

The exact Bethe ansatz solution shows that an impu-
rity is dressed up by surrounding particles and in the
strongly attractive limit, it forms a dimer with inner
Fermions in the Fermi seal? similar to the highly im-
balanced 1D Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLO)
state222L, In this respect it has been reported that quasi-
one-dimensional superconductivity can be enhanced by
disorder with screened Coulomb interaction?2.  Vari-
ous other model systems have been found for quasi-
one-dimensional superconductors23 22, Some synthe-
sis and fluctuation problems are overcome by build-
ing superconductors from inhomogeneous composites of
nanofilaments28. We will show the onset of superconduc-
tivity in a one-dimensional electron system interacting
with impurities at finite momentum.

Other examples of interacting one-dimensional sys-
tems range from large-scale structures like crystalline
ion beams observed in high-energy storage rings®7:2% up
to one-dimensional quantum wires experimentally found
in carbon nanotubes?232. Also edge states in quan-

tum hall liquid33 32, semiconducting nanowires3%:37, cold
atomic gases®® 4% and conducting molecules*! are one-
dimensional quantum systems.

Due to these versatile applications it is important to
understand the ground state and transport properties
of quantum wires. The ground-state properties of one-
dimensional quantum wires have been analytically and
numerically investigated??43, There the high-density
expansion?? of the ground-state energy was discussed
in dependence on the width?® of the wire. The weak
coupling corresponds to the high-density regime and the
strong coupling regime to low densities due to the pe-
culiar density dependence of the kinetic and interaction

energy in one dimension¢.

The Fermi surface disappears at T = 0 in interact-
ing one-dimensional systems indicating the breakdown
of single-particle excitations turning them into collec-
tive ones?’. Quasiparticles are not developed at the
Fermi energy as seen e.g. in Hubbard Hamiltonian near
half filling?®. Nevertheless such excitations can show
up eventually at the Luttinger surface where the Green
functions have a zero at zero energy*?. The momen-
tum distribution (reduced density) in one-dimensional
Hubbard models?®2!, Gaudin-Yang model?, electron-
impurity, and electron-phonon systems®? or Tomonaga
models®® shows a continuous behaviour at the Fermi mo-
mentum controlled by the Luttinger behaviour. This
reduced density is accompanied by a universal momen-
tum asymptotic of 1/p* reported of both free and har-
monically trapped atoms for all values of the interaction
strength%4.

The reduced density is given by the spectral function.
Due to the absence of quasiparticles, expansions are nec-
essary beyond the quasiparticle pole approximation. Un-
fortunately the expansion of small scattering rates re-
lies on the finite behaviour of the reduced density at the
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Fermi energy and fails for non-Fermi liquids due to the
divergence at the Fermi energy. Here we will suggest a
twofold expansion as possible solution and a Padé inter-
polation between both expansions. This will reproduce
the spectral function and the reduced density at Fermi
energy. For transport properties as integrals over the re-
duced density we will see that contribution of the Padé
approximations related to the interpolating function are
negligible and the results of the extended quasiparticle
picture remains. In this way the validity of the extended
quasiparticle picture is extended beyond the originally
derived perturbation by small scattering rates.

The limit of small scattering rates was first introduced
by3® for highly degenerated Fermi liquids, later used
in®627 for equilibrium nonideal plasmas. The same ap-
proximation, but under the name of the generalised Beth-
Uhlenbeck approach, has been used by2222 in nuclear
matter studies of the correlated density or in the kinetic
equation for nonideal gases,%?. The resulting quantum
kinetic equation unifies the achievements of transport in
dense gases with the quantum transport of dense Fermi
systems® 63, In this kinetic equation the quasiparticle
drift of Landau’s equation is connected with a dissipa-
tion governed by a nonlocal and non-instant scattering
integral in the spirit of Enskog corrections®. These cor-
rections are expressed in terms of shifts in space and
time which characterize the non-locality of the scattering
process®®. In this way quantum transport is possible to
recast into a quasi-classical picture. The nonequilibrium
quantum hydrodynamics resulting from this nonlocal ki-
netic theory can be found in83:66,

We will consider a model of one-dimensional electrons
interacting only with impurities and assume that any
electron-electron interaction is screened off. Similar mod-
els have been investigated in second Born approxima-
tion in®2 with a screened Debye potential. Here we will
even consider the simpler case of contact interaction but
will discuss the Born and the T-matrix approximationsS”.
The aim is not to describe the system as exact as possi-
ble but to illustrate the expansion scheme of the spectral
function and how a two-term Padé interpolation can re-
produce the exact spectral function and reduced density
matrix. This will repair the deficiency of the extended
quasiparticle approximation. It will be seen further-on
that any approximation beyond Born, like e.g. the T-
matrix summation, requires the inclusion of the corre-
lated density due to scattering delay. The latter one leads
to a correction of transport properties as the conductivity
due to the two-particle correlations.

The outline is as follows. In the next chapter we briefly
give the many-body scheme with the focus on the ex-
tended quasiparticle picture and discuss its failure due
to the behaviour at the Fermi energy. This leads to the
suggestion of a twofold expansion interpolated by a Padé
formula. In chapter III this twofold expansion is derived
and the two first energy-weighted sum rules are proven
to be completed independent on the interpolating func-
tion. In chapter IV the Padé expression is applied succes-

sively to higher-order approximations starting first with
a model of constant damping proceeding to a model of
impurity scattering with contact interaction in Born and
T-matrix approximation. The influence of the bound-
state poles are illustrated in the latter approximation.
Two necessary amendments are found, the correction of
energy argument of the selfenergy in order to reproduce
the Fermi energy and the correlated density besides the
free density. The reason of the latter is the delay time
appearing in approximations with a dynamical vertex
which is explained in chapter V. The Tan contact is given
and compared to other approaches shows a universal be-
haviour. In chapter VI we discuss the effect of the delay
time to the conductivity and give the finite temperature
expression. It shows a localization at certain impurity
densities and an enhancement at small temperatures as
a possible onset of superconducting behaviour. Chapter
VII summarizes and the appendix gives the Euler expan-
sion of the arctan function and the proof of cancellation
of interpolation-function related terms for transport.

II. MANY-BODY SCHEME
A. Extended quasiparticle approximation

The Dyson equation for the causal propagator
G(1,2) = —i(Taf az) reads

G(1,2) = Go(1,2) + Go(1,3)2(3,4)G(4, 2) (1)

in terms of the Hartree-Fock propagator

(Z-(%Jr%) Go(1,2)—2HF(1,3)Go(3,2) = 6(1 — 2)(2)

with the time-diagonal Hartree-Fock self energy

$HF(1,2) = [V(xl—xg)G(Z2+)—V(x1—:v2)G(1,2)}

X8ty —t2) (3)
and the correlation selfenergy 3(1,2). It is inte-
grated about double occurring indices, 1 = (&1,t1).

Since we concentrate on equilibrium, all quantities are
only dependent on the difference of coordinates. One
Fourier transforms these difference coordinates into fre-
quency /momentum. We will denote these transformed
quantities by small letters. Nonequilibrium expressions
can be found in%3.

The real part of the selfenergy is the Hilbert transform

osd) = Reo"(wq) = [E21ED
of the selfenergy spectral function
y=0>+0% =i(cf — %) = —2Imo®. (5)
Both specifying the retarded selfenergy

R, k) = il _ [ 2@k
ot (w, k) =o(w, k) 27(w’k)_/27rw—w+in'

(6)



The retarded propagator we obtain from () by
Langreth/Wilkins®® rules leading to the same form of
equation which are easily solved in equilibrium as

1

9" (w. k) = w—e€) — ol (w, k) (™)

where we abbreviate in the following
) = e, + ofif. (8)
The spectral function follows
alw,k) = g~ g~ =i(g" —g

= 9)
w—€) —o(w,k)]? + —V(wfy

for Bose/Fermi particles. The poles of (@) at
ex = eV +oler, k) (10)

describe the quasiparticle excitations by the selfconsis-
tent energy € and 7 represents the quasiparticle damp-
ing. For question concerning the convergence of different
many body expansions see8?.

Within the extended quasiparticle picture we expand
the spectral and correlation functions with respect to the
order of damping

2 (w—ep) o
1— 90 (w,k) Nk +’Y(wa k)
ow

aP¥(w, k) = +o(y?) (11)

wW—E€L
and correspondingly

2775(w—ak) /

g<(w’k) = do(w,k) nk+0 (w k) —ek +O( 2) (12)
— Dofwk)
with the derived principal value % = —0,%. The form

([I2)) was presented with respect to small damping (scat-
tering rate) expansion and with quasiparticle energies un-
der the name of extended quasiparticle approximation in
nonequilibrium™ and used for transport in impurity
systems”273, The nonlocal kinetic theory finally is based
on this expansion8! 63,

If we integrate (I2]) over the energy w we get the con-
nection between the reduced density matrix p (momen-
tum distribution) and the free (quasiparticle) distribu-
tion n, as

dw ¢
p(kﬁ) = TNg,, + %w—sk [0<(w7k)_7(w7k")n€k}
dw ¢
=t [ @R (3)

The quasiparticle Fermi distribution n., is to be taken
at the pole w = gj, of the spectral function (I0) and the
second line of (I3)) is valid in equilibrium where we have
o< (w, k) = nyy(w, k).

For Fermions in the ground state, n. = O(ep — €),
observing that
Ny—"ne = O(e—ep)O(ep —w)—O(ep—e)O(w—ep) (14)

we can further rewrite (I3)) into

B [ dw o4
p(k) =O(ep —er) + O(er—¢€r) %w_gkv(w, k)
T dw o4
~0ler-=) [ 52w, (15)

€F

This shows that if we approach the Fermi energy from
above ¢, = er + 0 we have the value of the second term

in (I3)

d
2 = g%w +ep k) (16)

— 00

and approaching from below ¢, = e —0 the step function
is reduced by a factor given by the third term in (IH)

- /2_ﬁ (w+ e, kr). (17)
0

Together one sees that one has a jump at the Fermi en-
ergy of

dwp

(W +ter,kr)

Zzo—z4p = 1— 9 o

— 00

= 14 ,0(w, kr)l (18)

w=€ep
i.e. just the wave-function renormalization as the factor
of the pole in (). This typical Fermi-liquid behaviour
is present as long as the imaginary part of selfenergy, the
damping v of the quasiparticles, vanishes at the Fermi
surface

lim y(w + ep, kp) =0 (19)
w—0

as one sees from (IG) and (I7) as necessary condition
for finite times. If this requirement is not fulfilled then
the integrals diverge and the perturbation theory breaks
down. This we explore in the following section.

B. Problems with the extended quasiparticle
approximation for non-Fermi liquids

1. Model of constant quasiparticle damping

The problem of the perturbation expansion and result-
ing extended quasiparticle picture is best understood by
a model of constant quasiparticle damping y(w, k) = v



and consequently o = 0 due to {@l). The exact reduced

density matrix reads

dw dw ¥
k) = /—aw,knw:/—
p(k) /2 (w, k) J et T
F — €k
= —arct 20
2+7Tarcan 7 (20)

The extended quasiparticle approximation as the expan-
sion with respect to v of ([T would be

_ _ _ £
pk) =O(er —ex) =y —

(21)

and shows a divergence at the Fermi energy. This puz-
zling failure can be understood from the exact expression
@0). The arctan has a cut such that the expansion near
the Fermi energy, which means at small values of ep — ¢,
is different from the expansion of small damping ~,

T+ o(x?)

arctan(z) = { Tsig(z) = L + o( L)

which explains why the expansion diverges at x = 2(ep —
er)/y — 0, seen in figure[ll

A somewhat better expansion which does not diverge
at the Fermi energy was found by Euler in 1755, see ap-

pendix [A]
T t o(x?)

arctan(x) = < ;¢ =
(2) { Ssig(x) — e —l—o(m%)

which does not diverge at = 0 but remains discontinu-
ous as seen in figure [Il This problem of the cut cannot
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FIG. 1: The reduced density matrix (20) (thick) together with
the extended quasiparticle picture (dashed) and the Euler ex-
pansion (23]) (dotted) and the Padé interpolation (24)) (thin
red line) visibly not distinguishable from the exact reduced
density matrix.

be circumvented. A solution would be to use the Euler-
expansion (23] and to interpolate between both expan-

sions
o)+ | o) - s

" | - snen

tan(z) = —
arctan(x) = ——x
1422

with a Padé function f(z) approaching 1 for small 2 and
0 for large z. We choose here f(z) = 1/(1 + 2%)? which
gives an excellent agreement with the exact result as seen
in figure[[l Using ©(x) = [1 + sig(x)]/2, the Padé inter-
polation (24) translates into the reduced density matrix

for (20)

)= (541 1) 10

with © = 2(ep — €x) /7.

III. PADE APPROXIMATION FOR THE
SPECTRAL FUNCTION

A. Twofold expansion of spectral function

The obviously working idea of Padé approximation of
the last chapter we derive now by a systematic expansion
of the spectral function. For this purpose we observe that
the Euler formula (23] is obtained if we replace formally
the standard Taylor expansion by a finite value form

g(x) = g(0) + ¢'(0)x — g(x) ~ g(0) + ¢'(x)x (26)

with g(z) = arctan(x).

In the spectral function (@) we have now two expan-
sions, one with respect to small v and one with respect
to deviations from the Fermi level €, — ep with e the
quasiparticle energy as solution of (Il). Both expansions
have to be interpolated according to (24)) due to the cut.
We translate now this expansion for (20)) into an expan-
sion for the spectral function in such a way to reproduce
@4). Applying the rule (26]) for both expansions, v and
€k — €, We suggest

a(w, k) ~a"*(w, k) = at(w, k) flz)+art(w, k) [1-f(2))
(27)

with « = 2(ep—¢y)/v(ep, k). The small scattering-rate
expansion of the standard extended quasiparticle approx-
imation () is denoted here as

a1 (w, k) =2m0[w—e€x—o(w)]

— y(w, k) i

(28)

2(enk) *
(w—ex)?+ZEeE)

Here we have extended the last term by the damping
according to (28). The additional part in (27

’7(6F7 k)
(@ epyiy 2

ag(w, k) =

FY(Gka)
2(er,k)
(w _ EF)2+’Y 4F

— (Ek—ep)aw (29)



describes now the expansion with respect to the devia-
tion from the Fermi energy. The subtle difference has to
be noted in the fore-factor of the second term being the
deviation of the Hartree-Fock energy €, — er from the
Fermi energy and not the quasiparticle energy e — ep.
This is not visible from the constant model so far where
both expressions are identical. That this extension is
correct we will convince ourselves now by various sum
rules and the comparison with the reduced density (25)
for successively more complicated models in chapter IV.

B. Reduced density matrix

First it is instructive to see how the reduced density
matrix ([I3]) appears from the Padé approximation (27]).
One has

p(k):/g—::a(w,k)nw:/Z—::a(w,k). (30)

The integral over the d-function as first part in (28] reads

0 0

/d@é[@+€F—6k—0(Q+6F)] = /dw

— 00 — 00

1f/@wmmm
2

5(w—€k)
1—8@0'

%@(EF — Ek)

wW—EL ‘|
2 (ex,k)
(W—Ek)2 + 0s 54k
(31)

where we used [@l). The approximation includes the ex-
pansion of the denominator in accordance with first-order
damping and the subsequent extension of the principal
value by the damping according to (26]). This combines
now with the second part of (28] to yield

€F

M4®%=/g%%ﬂ%@=9@F—%)

+/C2[_:7(w,k) [O(er—ck)—O(er—w)] dublw. k) (32)

where the last line can be rewritten with the help of (I4)

oo €ER
dw dw ~
@(EF—Ek)/2——®(Ek—€F) — | y(w, k)0,b(w, k)
™ 2
€r —o0
(33)
with the abbreviation
b(w, k) = Yk (34)

2(eksk)
(w—ep)2+ 12

For the additional part (29]) we can perform the frequency
integral to get

€F

dw
pilk) = [ 5oas(nty
1 W=€pr
= —arctanw AN (6, — €r) 7(ex) 5
™ Y(er) 2 (w—ep)2+ XL

(35)

where the above and below integration limits have to be
inserted depending on the damping which might be zero.

As an intermediate check, adding both terms (32) and
[B9) yields exactly (28] with the Padé approximation (24
observing that here in this model we have v(w, k) = const
and ¢ = 0 and consequently € = €.

The form of Padé approximation suggested in (27) has
a general validity for more refined models as we will see in
the next chapters. To convince ourselves about the larger
validity we first proof that the sum rules are completed
independent of the used models.

C. Sum rules

We check the frequency sum rule valid for any model
of the selfenergy. We can perform the trivial frequency
integrals directly analogously to (82) and (B5]) but with
the upper integration limit up to infinity to obtain

/;l—walff(ka) = /;—:af(ka) =1 (36)

™

which means

dw pade
[ Sea ) = 1= @)+ ) =1 (3)
is completed independent of the interpolation function
f(z) where we abbreviated = = 2(ep—eg)/v(er, k).

Even the first energy-weighted sum rule is also fulfilled
which already the extended quasiparticle approximation
does%3. To see this we consider the integrals over (28]
and (29)) separately. Analogously to (32) we get with
abbreviation (34)

/d—“waH(w, k) = gk+/d—‘“ [er—w]Y(w, k) Aub(w, k)
27 2T

dw 1 3
~ep+ 5 (e — w)vy(w, k)aw—w_gk +o(v°)
B dwy(w, k)
—5k+/%r5k =& —o(er)- (38)



The integral over ([29) reads
d
/ —wwaf(w, k)
2m

_ 6F_/ d—wW(Ek—EF)aw W(EFu k)

2(ep.k
(w—ep)? + 2 (4F )

B dw v(er, k)
= €F+/ o (€k EF) (w—EF)Q i ’72(645',]6)

Adding both parts we obtain the correct first energy-
weighted sum rule

2

= €. (39)

/ g—:wapa@(w, k) = (er = o)1 = f(2)) + e f(2) = €.
(40)

It is remarkable that both sum rules are fulfilled for
any interpolating function f[2(ep—er)/v(er, k)] and any
model for the selfenergy. This suggests already that for
transport, i.e. integrated forms of the reduced density,
the extended quasiparticle term p;_¢ might be sufficient
which we will proof indeed in appendix [Bl

IV. EXAMPLES OF APPLICATION

Here we will compare the reduced density matrix from
the integral over the spectral function (B0) with the ana-
lytical Padé approximations (27)-([29). This will be illus-
trated on two different many-body models, the Born and
T-matrix approximation. For further models see e.g.74.

A. Impurity scattering in Born approximation
1. Integrated spectral function

We will now test the Padé interpolation (27)-(29) with
an exactly integrable model of frequency-dependent self-
energy. In Born approximation the scattering of particles
with mass m on impurities of density n; interacting by
contact interaction V; = V{ the imaginary part of selfen-
ergy or quasiparticle damping (&) reads

o da s _(k+ q)*
nls/ thVZI 2mé (w e
O(w)

= QW (41)

with the interaction constants

¥(w)

- sniVO24m2 o 452b
7 ThE T npow
h? 58t
b = k%aQB =Tg F (42)

In Born approximation we have only a dependence on the
single parameter g. In T-matrix approximation presented

in the next chapter we will see the dependence on both
parameters g and b independently, i.e. the interaction
strength and the impurity density.

In the following we understand all energies, w,~, o etc,
in units of Fermi energy and the momenta & in units of
Fermi momentum given by the free-particle density npg as
krp = nphr/s where we denote the spin-degeneracy by s.
The interaction strength we express in terms of a Bohr-
radius-equivalent Vy = A2 /map which allows to discuss
charged and neutral impurities on the same footing. The
Bruckner parameter r, is the ratio of inter-particle dis-
tance d = 1/ns to this Bohr radius v, = d/ap.

The corresponding real part of self energy reads ac-
cording to (@)

(43)

The spectral function (@) for this Born approximation
can then be written with ([{I) and (43) introducing in

@

g

(wfk)JrE

a(w) = S(wtg?) (44)
2#5(w—k2+2h)—2ﬂ2q0+% w<0
where g is the real solution of
2 2 g
+k*——=0 45
do 240 (45)

and describes a sharp bound-state pole at negative en-
ergies due to vanishing damping. The selfenergy (43)
results into the quasiparticle energy

[k w>0
Ek_{—qg w<0 (46)

and are the maxima of the spectral function as seen in
figure They follow the quasiparticle w = k? line but
with a finite damping. In contrast, the negative bound-
state poles at w = —¢g2 are sharp.

The sum rules (37)) and (@0) are illustrated in figure Bl
The substantial contribution of the bound-state pole to
complete the sum rules is visible.

The reduced density matrix (30) can be obtained ana-
lytically though the integral about positive frequencies is
somewhat lengthy. In figure @ we plot the reduced den-
sity from spectral function (B0) for two different coupling
constants and illustrate the influence of the bound-state
pole at negative frequencies. Its contribution is quite re-
markable.
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FIG. 2: The spectral function (@) in Born approximation (44]).
The maxima at the quasiparticle energy ([@6) are indicated
in the w — k area as green line. The sharp bound states
at negative energy are artificially broadened to make them
visible.
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FIG. 3: The frequency sum rule (B7) (above) and the energy-
weighted sum rule {@Q) (below) for the impurity scattering
model in Born approximation ([@4) for two different impu-
rity couplings. The red area indicates the contribution of the
bound-state pole (@) at negative frequencies.

2. Padé approximation

The Padé approximation (B2]) reads now for the impu-

rity model (3]) and (@I

prs(k) = O(1 — k?)+

oo

1
2—I€2
~ o 6(1"“2)/‘9(’“2‘1)/ Mo,
Q o q (q —k) +4_q

1
(47)
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FIG. 4: The reduced density matrix from the integral (30) for
the impurity scattering model in Born approximation (4] for
two different impurity couplings. The red area indicates the
contribution of the bound-state pole at negative frequencies.

with an elementary integral. The second part (B3] be-
comes

pe(k) = !

Lt 4

1 2
+ —arctan—
™ g

k2 -1 1 1
- 27 X 1-k2)2+ 2 (2242 (48)
1 1
where we had to break the integration over frequency
into parts larger and smaller zero whereby the latter one
leads to the bound-state pole contribution.

In figure Bl we can see the reduced density matrix
from (4) together with the Padé approximation (27]).
Though the contributing parts 1) and {8) are devi-
ating strongly out of the area of their expansion range,
the Padé-weighted form shows a good approximation for
different impurity couplings. Basically the role of the
additional pr is to cure the jump of p;_; at the Fermi
energy.

B. Impurity scattering in Ladder approximation
1. Integrated spectral function

Next we sum the ladder diagrams which means to solve
the equation for the retarded T-matrix®?
dk  TE(w)

V+V | —————
* 2rhw — £ 440

£ (322 o

with b of [@2). The correlation part of the selfenergy
simplifies from two-particle scattering towards impurity
scattering used here

oS (w, k) = s Z |TR(w+5;, k,p)|22w5(w+5;—sk+q—sfoﬂ)
p.q

T (w)

X Mg gty (1— 1)

= n;s Z TR (w)[?2m6(w + €], — e4)nq
q

= — 9 0W)O(er —w) (50)

Vo + o5
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FIG. 5: The reduced density matrix by integration of the
spectral function (B0) in Born approximation (4] together
with its Padé approximation and the contributing parts (@)
and (@8) for two different impurity couplings.

and ¢~ is obtained by interchanging n <+ 1 —n. The re-
sulting imaginary (Bl and real @) parts of the selfenergy
read

Y(w) = 67 + 2 =i(c® -2 =

_9(WVb - B(-w)V-w)
2(b+w)

(51)

and compared to the Born approximation (&) and (43)
they deviate by the parameter b given in ([@2)). The spec-
tral function (@) is plotted in figure

One sees that the bound-state pole vanishes at a cer-
tain momentum ko and resolves into an additional peak
in the positive energy spectrum. This point can be found
considering the quasiparticle dispersion. For w > 0 we
have two damped (y # 0) solutions by

w—¢€;—o(w)=0 (52)

as

(ex)rs = %(kQ —b (2402 —2gvE).  (53)

FIG. 6: The spectral function (@) in T-matrix approximation
(GI). The maxima/minima at the quasiparticle energy (40)
are indicated as thick line in the w — k area and their cor-
responding imaginary parts as dotted line. The zero of the
quasiparticle dispersion (B3] is plotted as dashed line. The
sharp bound states at negative energy are artificially broad-
ened.

For w < 0 we have the bound-state pole ¢ = —¢3 as
solution of
@ + Vb2 + k2qo + k2Vb — g = 0. (54)

It is easy to see that possible extreme points of this poly-
nomial are always at negative qp. Since the polynomial
increases with increasing gop we have only a real positive
solution as a crossing of the polynomial with the gg-axes
if the value of the polynomial at gy = 0 is negative which
translates into

g n; 2s°
=
2v/b ng w2

which determines the critical kg above which the bound-
state pole vanishes and resolves into the positive disper-
sion. This value coincides with the value where the quasi-
particle energy ¢ of (B3) crosses zero as illustrated in fig-
ure [1

This turn-over of the bound-state pole from negative
sharp values to positive damped values is accompanied
by a sharp additional excitation as seen in figure[6l Such
a localization in momentum space is typically for the on-
set of superconductivity as Bose condensation of pairs.
One therefore suspects that around the momenta (G5
one might have superconducting behaviour for a 1D wire
interacting solely with impurities. We will find this in-
terpretation supported by the temperature dependence
of the conductivity in chapter [VIl Since this appears
here with a finite momentum off the Fermi momentum
we might have the situation similar to the FFLO state.
Of course, any electron-electron scattering will probably
smooth out this effect.

The quasiparticle dispersion (B3)) has only real solu-

K< ki = (55)



eleel R

L - - quasi particle mm bound state
1.0-

0.8-

0.6- a
0.4-

0.2-

-0.2-
C g=1 b=0.5
-0.4%
€ler] max k?® - - quasiparticle mm bound state
1.0- .

eler]

== max .. k? -- quasiparticle mm bound state

FIG. 7: The solution of dispersion (B3] (dashed) together with
the maximum of the spectral function (solid) and the negative
bound-state pole (thick) for three different parameter sets.

tions as long as

k2 > k2 = 1/29Vb —b. (56)

One sees in figure [0 that as soon as the most left point
of this quasiparticle dispersion is turning from negative
to positive values which is at k? = b, the spectral func-
tion develops two maxima which can be seen in the top
panel of figure [[l For higher momenta the quasiparticle
dispersion and the points of maxima coincide. We have
no minimal value of quasiparticle dispersion if according
to (BO) 29 < b3/2 which means as long as the impurity
density does not exceed

n; < — (57)

which case is plotted in the bottom panel of figure [
It is quite remarkable that this limit does not depend

on the density of electrons but only on the strength of
interaction.

As long as we have an impurity concentration higher
than (B1) the appearance of quasiparticle poles only
above a finite momentum (energy) describes an energy
gap. The same behaviour has been found as localized
states in a pseudogap”. We will see indeed in chapter [VI]
that this leads to a minimum in the conductivity.

dw

dw
a e

2 2
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FIG. 8: The frequency sum rule for the impurity scattering
model in T-matrix approximation for different impurity cou-
plings. The red area indicates the contribution of the bound-
state pole (B4]) at negative frequencies.
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FIG. 9: The reduced density matrix ([B0) for the impurity
scattering model in T-matrix approximation for two different
impurity couplings corresponding to figure [8l The red area
indicates the contribution of the bound-state pole at negative
frequencies.

To complete the discussion we illustrate again the im-
portance of the bound-state pole to the sum rule (B7)
in figure The corresponding reduced density matrix
(B0 are plotted in figure [@ which again illuminates the
influence of the bound-state pole at negative frequencies.
Compared to the Born approximation in figure [3] and
figure @ the second parameter b of [@2)) creates different
shapes of the momentum dependence.

2. Padé approximation

The Padé approximation (82]) reads now for the impu-
rity model in T-matrix approximation (&)

P1—f = @(1 — kz)
() 1
dq ?—cp
- o= [-ew-n [ | S, -
/ J 2 (q2—€k)2+%
(58)



with an elementary integral due to (&Il). The second part

(1) becomes

1 NET:
pr =—————F—— + —arctan—
W ey ™ "
k2 —1
_( . ) 72 S S (59)
™ (1 — Ek) + I g, + T

where v = y(ep) and all energies are in terms of ep. We
had to break the integration over frequency again into
parts larger and smaller zero where the latter leads to
the bound-state pole contribution as the first part in ps.

If we compare this Padé approximation with the re-
duced density matrix from the spectral function B0) in
figure [I0l (above) we see a strong deviation. It is instruc-
tive to reveal the missing parts in two steps.

a. Selfconsistent quasiparticles First we have used
the quasiparticle energy at values of the free energy
e = e(k?). A selfconsistent solution of the quasiparticle
dispersion ([I0)) would require a successive iteration which
means ¢, = £(k? + §). We can determine this required
shift § by demanding that the Fermi energy should be
reproduced er = e(k%+J). For the quasiparticle approx-
imation (B3] one finds explicitly § = —o(ep). Including
this shift leads to a smoothing of the curve parallel to
the exact one as seen in the middle panel of figure [I0l

b. Correlated density Second, we recognize a paral-
lel shift between the exact result and the Padé approx-
imation in the middle panel of figure This comes
from the fact that the T-matrix approximation leads to
time nonlocality in the scattering process given by the
delay time A; = 9,,® between in- and outgoing scatter-
ing events with the phase of the T-matrix T = |T'|e’®.
As result a correlated density n. appears besides the
free (quasiparticle) density adding to the total density
n = ng + ne. It describes how much particles are in the
correlated state not available for the Fermi momentum.

Consequently it diminishes the Fermi momentum??
wh mh n
kp=—np=— . 60
F s F s 1+ 7= (60)

This shift due to the time delay clearly violates the Lut-
tinger theorem stating that the Fermi momentum is ex-
clusively determined by the free (quasiparticle) density
np. Since the Luttinger theorem is valid only for Fermi
liquids, one should not be puzzled since we do have a
non-Fermi liquid. Collision delays describe the correla-
tions beyond Fermi liquids. Other examples of non-Fermi
liquids are the correlated density for systems with short-
living bound states (resonances) or pairing.

Before presenting the explicit form we see already in
the bottom panel of figure [0 that the missing agreement
between the Padé T-matrix approximation and the exact
reduced density is completed by this time delay respec-
tively correlated density.
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FIG. 10: The reduced density matrix in Padé approximation
(thin red) compared with (B0) (thick blue) and both contribu-
tions entering the Padé approximations, p1_¢ of (B8) (dashed)
and pr of (B9) (dotted). Above: without selfconsistent quasi-
particle and without correlated density, middle: with selfcon-
sistent quasiparticle and without correlated density, below:
with selfconsistent quasiparticle and correlated density.

V. TIME DELAY AND CORRELATED
DENSITY

A. Time-delay and correlated density

As soon as the vertex, the T-matrix T' = |T'|expi®,
has a frequency-dependent phase ¢(w) there appears a



finite duration of the collision process. The first-order
effect can be expressed (see Eq. 68 in®?) as a time delay
Ay = 0,P correction to the selfenergy (G0)

Ao<(w,k) = s Y [TR(w+eb, k,p)*As

Py
. . ) .
x2mo(wtep, —Eptg—ep o) (1 — n;)ankﬂn;w.@l)
We express now

h? Vbw
TRPA, =ImT49,T = 5 62
TP A =Tm B awroy (0
and use the impurity limit 1 —n, =~ 1, np,—q = n, to
find the additional contribution to the collision integral
I=(1-ng)o<(er) — nro”(gx) to be

Al = Bnis Y ImTA0,TR210 (e —Epig)Nktq- (63)
q

This means that in the balance equation for the density
we obtain with (62]) an additional correlated density con-
tribution

Ne = —N;is Z ImTAawTRQﬂ'é(ak — Eltq) Mkt q
q
1

g Vb

= —ni— [ dg—r—os.
"igs ) M 02
-1

(64)

For Born approximation b — 0 we do not have a phase
and the collision delay ~ /b is zero. Therefore the in-
tegral (G4]) should vanish. This is the case if we expand
the integrand into a Taylor series and get

Vb 2 4

dg—5—5 = —5Vb+ =b¥2 + .. 65
e e O (%5)
-1

Unfortunately the integral does not smoothly converge

which means the integration and expansion cannot be

interchanged. In fact one gets formally

/d \/5 = 1 —i—larctanL
e T Vi
T 2 4
= — —SVbh+ b3 4 .
5 3\/——1- 077 4 (66)

which compared to (64) shows that the term 7/2b ap-
pears to be wrong in the sense of perturbation expansion
of the integrand which we demand as limit of T-matrix
towards Born approximation. Therefore we subtract this
term which means we first expand and then integrate and
then resume again to get finally

g 1 1
= | — — —arctanV/b| . 67
8s |Vb(1+b) b (&%)

Ne =
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This correlated density adds to the free density for to-
tal density n = ng + n. and accordingly changes the
Fermi momentum since the latter one is determined with
respect to the free density (60). In figure[ITlthe free den-
sity increases with the square of Fermi energy while the
correlated density decreases with increasing Fermi energy
dependent on the impurity density. This different depen-
dence will lead to localization effects in the conductivity
as we will see in chapter [VIl

agn
0.4}
0.3

0.2 ~ aphy

nEd Bond Pl & o 2 a o bt

01 I // agn; (agn;=0.1...1.5)

H\H\'wv‘°“"""‘€f[h:]
02 04 06 08 10 ™

FIG. 11: The free and correlated density vs. Fermi energy for
increasing impurity densities apn; = 0.1 — 1.5 (from bottom
to top).

B. Tan contact and large momentum behaviour

The expansion at large momentum in the Padé ap-
proximation only the term p;_¢ contributes as it is in the

extended quasiparticle approximation. From (B3) and
([8)) we obtain
. Cntht
klglolo p(k) = T (68)

with the Tan contact

C = gk {\/Earccot\/g—l}

114
ik

_ 4n; 2b [\/5 arccotVb — 1] (69)

nr

independent of the pole correction §. The values for the
e-e model of contact interaction is compared in?. In fig-
ure 2] we plot this contact (69) versus the coupling con-
stant b of [{@2)). It is qualitatively very similar to the e-e
interaction considered in®* where it had been conjectured
its universal behaviour. This is quantitatively supported
when comparing with the result of Eq. 10 inl? where an



impurity immersed in Fermions forms a polaron. Refor-
mulating for repulsive interaction their result reads’

O:

72b [Vbarccotv/b — 2} (70)
2aBnF

and compared to (G9) we see that we have to replace in
our result the impurity density simply by n; = 1/8ap to
reproduce the result of!?. Remarkably, this is just coin-
ciding with the limit of (57) where the spectral function
changes from one to two maxima and forming a gap.

1.4

0.41

05 1 5 10 50 100

In[(rmag)?]

FIG. 12: The large momentum expansion of the reduced den-
sity p(k) ~ C(nh)*/k* versus coupling constant [@2).

VI. NONLOCAL CORRECTIONS TO THE
CONDUCTIVITY

For any transport property we have to consider mo-
mentum integrals over the reduced density abbreviating

x=2(ep—ek)/v(er, k)
prde(k) = pPP (k) + f(2)[pe (k) — pros(k)]  (71)

which presents the difference to the extended quasiparti-
cle part pPQF = p;_;. In appendix [B] we show that the
additional part is negligible under integration for most
regular cases of selfenergy. This means though we have to
use two-term Padé approximation to reproduce the spec-
tral function and the reduced density matrix at the Fermi
energy correctly, only the part of the extended quasipar-
ticle part matters under integrations. In other words
the divergence of the extended quasiparticle distribution
function at the Fermi energy cancels under integration.

The impurity scattering including averaged T-matrix
approximation contains the average about impurity con-
figurations and therefore reinforce spatial invariance. We
write the kinetic equation for homogeneous systems in an
electric field £

oo

d
Oy —eEdkny :nis/ h—g T (e1tq) |26 (Ebrg — k) [Phrg — k]
+ Al (72)
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with the nonlocal corrections ([G3]). When linearized with
respect to the electric field

n(k,t) = no(|k[) + 7(|k)e Edxno(|k]) (73)

one obtains the relaxation time

h2 h €L b
T(| |) | |2mniST2(€k) geEr \/ €F ( + 6k/EF>

T(hr) = —553——— (74)

The energy dependence of this relaxation rate starts at
zero showing a maximum and vanishes for large energies.
Coulomb interactions between the electrons just lead to
the opposite behaviour?®.

By integrating the kinetic equation (72) with momen-

tum weight, the balance for the current becomes
O(j+jec) = —€eEng (75)

and leads besides the standard current density
dk k
j=—eFE | ——f=XMF 76
J © / 27h mf 0 (76)

also to a current density due to two-particle correlations

o0

dqdk k+q
en; /27rh2 p— ImT R4 O(Ektq—Ek)Nhtq

— 00

= \E. (77)

Je =

The corresponding conductivities are

2 2 2
npe‘t(pp) € e’ 1+b
)\ = = 1 = _
0 m n;h 2547“3( +b) 2nhn; b
i b3/2
Ae = Aol (78)

O np (1+0)2

where we used ([@2). The results for the density (67)
and total conductivity A = Ag + A, with (Z8) can be
seen in figure One recognizes that both the total
density and the total conductivity lead to a development
of a minimum at small electron/impurity density ratios
due to the different behaviour of the free and correlated
density as seen in figure [[T1

These minima lead now to a localization effect in the
conductivity when plotted versus total number of parti-
cles as done in figure [[4l The minima appear as long as
n;ap > 1 which all lay on the curve

n’{“i“aB _ Men arccoty /v/n;ag—1
T
v/ ,ap 1
_ _ fmag—1
( 2m m 14k
2
ymin 95 (79)

7Tf14 /N;aB
easily seen from (67)) and (78).
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FIG. 13: The total density versus Fermi energy (left) and
conductivity versus free density (right) for zero temperature
([@8) with n;ap = 0.1 — 1.5 from bottom to top (left) and
niag = 1 — 3.5 from top to bottom (right).
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FIG. 14: The conductivity versus total density for different
impurity densities and the Fermi energy as parameter denoted
by the arrows. For n;ap > 1 the curves start at zero Fermi
energy at (n;ap/2,1+ 1/n;ap) and develop a minimum at
the energy €™ = (y/niag —1)/2 and Amin — ezaB/ﬂ'h\/m
when the Fermi energy is increasing. Bellow n;ap < 1 no such

minima appears. The localization of the minima are plotted
as dotted line according to (79).

ap

A. Temperature dependence

Since the expressions for the conductivity are linear
in the distribution functions we can calculate the finite
temperature T expressions observing the relation’”

ng = /dﬁM (80)

I
4T cosh™ Ft
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to be applied to the zero-temperature expressions (78]

e? k%02 n;ap
A0)=X0(0)+Ac(0)= 1+-£8 . 81
O=Xo(0)+2:(0) =5 (147552 4 | s)

h2
where the last term is the correlated conductivity. The
integral about the normal conductivity can be done an-

alytically to yield
2 z

€ [_ 4ol In(1 + z)} (82)

No(T) = ——
o(T) 2mnih [1+2 Ty

with the temperature scale and fugacity

h2
T = 5
mag
2 = eir (83)

where the last one determines the free density

2T .
npag = —\/ r%Lll/z(Z) (84)

by the poly-logarithm Li,(z) = Y 4o, 2¥/k™. The corre-
lated conductivity remains as integral

o0
e2ap dy

Arh ) (1 + %y) [1+ cosh(y — In z)]

Ae(T) = . (85)

It is remarkable that this expression becomes indepen-
dent on the impurity density and is only determined by
the interaction strength coded in the equivalent Bohr ra-
dius ap according to Vo = h?/magp and by the density of
electrons. The effect of temperature is basically to dimin-
ish the area of localization seen as shrinking hysteresis in
figure

2.0
A=E150 =
B ——

s ™ 29

FIG. 15: The conductivity versus total density and inverse
temperature for an impurity density n;ap = 20.

In the next figure [I6 we plot the conductivity for vari-
ous temperatures versus the chemical potential. One sees
that for lower temperatures it develops a peaked struc-
ture and a minimum. This is the behaviour observed in



figure 3 of22. Therefore we interpret this as the onset of a
possible superconducting behaviour triggered by impuri-
ties. Without the two-particle correlations expressed by
the delay time or correlated density this effect would be
absent.

A[af;ez]

ey
2 4 mas

FIG. 16: The conductivity versus chemical potential for tem-
peratures T = 0, 3...2.57* /ma% (from top to bottom of peak)
and an impurity density n;ag = 20.

VII. SUMMARY

A two-fold expansion of the spectral function in in-
teracting quantum systems is presented. One expansion
with respect to small scattering rates is the known ex-
tended quasiparticle picture. This expansion fails in non-
Fermi systems like one-dimensional Fermi gases since it
diverges at the Fermi energy. Therefore a second ex-
pansion is suggested around the Fermi energy. Both ex-
pansions can be interpolated by a Padé expression. The
advantage is that independent on the interpolating func-
tion the first two energy-weighted sum rules are com-
pleted and no divergence of the reduced density appears
at the Fermi energy like it is in the extended quasiparticle
picture.

For models of electron-impurity scattering the quality
of this Padé approximation is demonstrated to reproduce
the spectral function and reduced density. In this way
the divergence of the reduced density in extended quasi-
particle approximation at the Fermi energy is corrected
to a finite value. It is shown that the divergence of the
extended quasiparticle approximation at the Fermi en-
ergy cancels under integration. Consequently, in order
to describe the reduced density and spectral function a
two-term Padé interpolation is necessary while for trans-
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port processes the extended quasiparticle approximation
alone is sufficient. This extends the validity of extended
quasiparticle approximation beyond the Fermi-liquids.

For the T-matrix approximation one obtains delay
times resulting into a correlated density which describes
how much particles remain in a correlated state. Fur-
ther consequences are an additional contribution to the
conductivity which results into two effects. At certain
impurity densities localization appears and a minimum
of conductivity develops for small temperatures depen-
dent on the impurity concentration which is interpreted
as a possible onset of superconductivity. The Tan con-
tact shows the same universal behaviour as found in e-e
scattering when we replace the impurity concentration by
the value where the gap in the spectral function vanishes.

The Padé expansion of the spectral function is de-
rived. Simple exploratory examples are shown, and since
it works for one dimensional systems as strong non-Fermi
liquids the expectation is that it might be fruitfully ap-
plicable also for other non-Fermi systems.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Euler expansion

The expansion of arctan function found by Euler in
1755 reads

1 /2 .
" zsinu
arctanwz/dtm - /d“m
5 0
/2 /2 0
Tsinu 1 2t sin® T

= [ = [ Y e

/ - =0

o /2 - 22n+1
— dusin® ™y | ———mr

7;) (1 + 22)n

221 ()2 22n+l x 2 28
Z Cnt DI +a8) T 1122 '3 122

(A1)

with obvious substitutions and using a geometric series.

Appendix B: Proof that interpolating terms cancel
under integrals

We want to show that the contribution in the Padé
approximation beyond the extended quasiparticle picture



in (1)) is negligible. This means we consider

() = / Qi pP () = ()PP

21

+/%@fk%ﬁ4/%%mm%m—mf@my

y(er k)
2
(B1)
Since the interpolating function has the value f = 1 only

in a small limited neighborhood of the Fermi energy e, =
er we can write the additional term

dw
<¢> - <¢>EQP ~ (ZSICF/%TLM [a’f(wa k) _al—f(wu k)]€k:€F :
(B2)
Similar to the steps leading to the frequency-weighted

sum rule {0) we make a partial integration observing
er =€) + o with () to have

dw
%nwal_f(w, k) =ne, —on,,
+/d_w’y(w,k)(n;—n’ak)—l—aw”y(mk)(nw—nac)+0(72)
2 wW—Eg
(B3)

where the prime denotes the derivative and abbreviating
v =(er, k)

dw
/%nwaf(wu k) = Nep + (82 - EF)nIEF
dw

gl L=
%m [(nw_neF)'i_(Eg_eF)(nw_néI;)} )
B4
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In the last expression we consider it as a first-order Tay-
lor expansion and write [...] & ng, 0 . —n.o. This ex-
pression is integrated with the Lorentzian weight in the
second term of (B4)) which peaks at w = er where the
expression vanishes. Therefore the second term of (B)
is zero up to orders of o(y(er)?).

Needed in (B2]) we have to subtract from (B3)) at e, =
er the term (B4). Since 4 = £ + o it remains only

dw
2_nw [af(wv k) _alff(wa k)]5k:€F
T

B / dw y(w, k)(nl, = n.,) + 0.y (w, k)(ny — ney)
) o w—€p '
dw y(w,k)

= %m[(nw — Neg)

—nl, (w—ep)] (BS)

where we used a partial integration to go to the third
line. Since the integral is peaked around w ~ ep we can
expand the first term in the [...] bracket up to first order
which cancels exactly and we can conclude that (B2)) is
vanishing.
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