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Abstract

Landau Fermi liquid theory is a fixed point theory of metals that includes the forward scattering

amplitudes as exact marginal couplings. However, the fixed point theory that only includes the strict

forward scatterings is non-local in real space. In this paper, we revisit the Fermi liquid theory using the

field-theoretic functional renormalization group formalism and show how the scale invariant fixed point

emerges as a local theory. The local low-energy effective field theory for Fermi liquids includes not only

the forward scatterings but also non-forward scatterings with small but non-zero momentum transfers. In

the low-energy limit, the non-forward scattering amplitude takes a scale invariant form if the momentum

transfer is scaled along with the energy. If the bare coupling is attractive beyond a critical strength,

the coupling function exhibits a run-away flow, signifying potential instabilities in particle-hole channels.

What drives those instabilities is the non-trivial renormalization group flow of the non-forward scattering

amplitudes. The pairing interaction also obeys a scaling relation if the center of mass momentum of

Cooper pairs is comparable with energy.
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I. INTRODUCTION

As one of the most prevalent phases of matter, metals and their phase transitions contain rich

physics that is central to our understanding of quantum materials. Thus, Landau Fermi liquid the-

ory of metals has been one of the main pillars of modern condensed matter physics[1]. Introduced

initially as a phenomenological model, it only keeps the strict forward scattering amplitudes as

interactions between quasiparticles. Despite its immediate success as a phenomenological theory,

it took more than thirty years to theoretically justify the validity of the theory[2–4]. From the

renormalization group point of view, Landau Fermi liquid theory represents a low-energy fixed

point. Being a fixed point theory valid strictly at zero energy, it is rightly non-local in real space

at any finite length scale. On the other hand, it is desirable to have an effective field theory of

Fermi liquids valid below a small but non-zero energy scale. Such an effective field theory must

be local at length scales larger than the inverse of the energy scale. It will allow one to use the

powerful machinery of local field theory in describing the emergence of Fermi liquids and their

instabilities from a mid-infrared energy scale down to the zero-energy limit. The complete under-

standing of Fermi liquids beyond the zero energy limit is crucial for extracting scaling behaviours

of physical observables at finite energies[5–8]. It will also serve as a solid reference point for theo-

ries of non-Fermi liquids[9–50]. For a recent progress toward this goal that uses bosonization, see

Refs. [51–53].

In this work, we use the field-theoretic functional renormalization group scheme to describe

Landau Fermi liquid and its instabilities within the frame work of renormalizable local effective

field theory[54]. The key ingredient of our work is the non-forward scatterings. A local effective

field theory must include non-forward scatterings because, at any non-zero energy scale, fermions

can exchange non-zero momenta while staying close to the Fermi surface within a thin energy

shell. Let λθ1θ2θ4θ3
represent the coupling function that describes the scattering of two low-energy

fermions from angles (θ4, θ3) to (θ1, θ2) (Fig. 1). While Landau Fermi liquid theory only includes

the strict forward scattering amplitude (λθ1θ2θ1θ2
), the full coupling function does depend on θ1 − θ4

and θ2 − θ3 non-trivially. At a non-zero energy scale µ, the coupling function changes smoothly

but significantly as the differences in angles change by µ/kF , where kF is the Fermi momentum. If

a UV theory is within the basin of attraction of the Fermi liquid fixed point, the coupling function

flows to a scale invariant form in the low-energy limit. The scale invariance becomes manifest once

2



FIG. 1. At energy scale µ, two fermions within the energy shell of thickness µ can undergo non-

forward scatterings by exchanging small but non-zero momentum ~q ∼ µ. General scattering processes are

captured by coupling functions that depend on four angles. Alternatively, it can be viewed as a function

of two angles for the incoming fermions and momentum transfer ~q. At low energies, the coupling function

acquires a non-trivial dependence on ~q/µ.

the transferred momentum is scaled along with the energy scale.

While the strict forward scattering amplitude is exactly marginal[2], the non-forward scattering

amplitude does receive quantum corrections. The non-trivial RG flow of the general quartic cou-

pling function can drive instabilities in particle-hole channels. If the UV theory has a sufficiently

strong attractive interaction, the coupling function exhibits a run-away renormalization group

(RG) flow to the strong coupling region due to the non-trivial renormalization of the non-forward

scatterings. This implies that the general coupling function is a part of the low-energy data that

should be kept within the low-energy effective theory with a small but non-zero energy cutoff.

Within the local effective field theory, one should also consider general scattering processes in the

particle-particle channel by including interactions of Cooper pairs with small but non-zero center

of mass momenta. A scaling relation emerges in the general pairing interaction once the center of

mass momentum is scaled along with the energy scale.

The rest of the paper is organized in the following way. In Sec. II, we introduce the local

effective field theory for Fermi liquids. Sec. III discusses the effect of non-forward scattering in the

near forward scattering channels. In Sec. III A, we present the scale invariance coupling function
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that emerges at Fermi liquid fixed points. Sec. III B discusses the instability toward symmetry

broken states driven by the flow of non-forward scattering amplitudes. The scaling behaviour of

the general pairing interaction is discussed in Sec. IV. Finally, Sec. V summarizes the work.

II. LOCAL EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

We consider a circular Fermi surface of spinful fermions that are subject to short-range interac-

tions in two space dimensions. The following discussion can be generalized to higher dimensions

in a straightforward way. The partition function is written as Z =
∫
Dψ†Dψ e−S and the action

reads

S =
∑
σ=±

∫
dωd2~k

(2π)3
ψ†σ(ω,~k)(−iω + ε~k)ψσ(ω,~k)

+
1

4

∫
dωdΩdΩ′d2~k d2~p d2~q

(2π)9

∑
σ1,2,3,4=±

(λ)
~k+ ~q

2
,σ1;~p− ~q

2
,σ2

~k− ~q
2
,σ4;~p+ ~q

2
,σ3

× ψ†σ1
(Ω +

ω

2
, ~k +

~q

2
)ψ†σ2

(Ω′ − ω

2
, ~p− ~q

2
)ψσ3(Ω′ +

ω

2
, ~p+

~q

2
)ψσ4(Ω− ω

2
, ~k − ~q

2
). (1)

ψσ(ω,~k) denotes the fermionic field of spin σ, momentum ~k and frequency ω. The bare dispersion

is written as ε~k = 1
2m

(k2 − k2
F ), where kF is the Fermi momentum. λ is the four-fermion coupling,

which is a function of momenta of the incoming and outgoing fermions.

At low energies, we focus on fermions that are close to the Fermi surface. In defining the

low-energy scaling limit of the theory, it is convenient to use the polar coordinate, where the

two-dimensional momentum of fermion is written as ~k = (kF + κ) (cos θ, sin θ). κ denotes the

deviation of |~k| from kF , and θ is the polar angle. Accordingly, the fermion field is written as

ψσ;θ(ω, κ) ≡ ψσ(ω,~k). Low-energy effective field theories for finite number of low-energy fields are

characterized by a small number of coupling constants. In metals, Fermi surfaces support infinitely

many gapless modes as the angle around the Fermi surface plays the role of a continuous flavor.

Accordingly, the coupling constants are promoted to coupling functions that depend on angles.

In the strict zero energy limit, only two channels of interactions are allowed by the momentum

conservation. The first is the forward scatterings and the other is the pairing interactions. Those

interactions involve pairs of fermions with zero center of mass momentum in the particle-hole

and particle-particle channels, respectively. However, the interaction that only includes the strict

forward scattering and the BCS interaction is non-local in the real space. At small but non-
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zero energies, the locality forces us to include interactions in which fermion pairs have small but

non-zero center of mass momenta. This leads to the local low-energy effective action,

S = kF

∫
dωdκdθ

(2π)3

∑
σ=±

ψ†σ;θ(ω, κ)(−iω + vFκ)ψσ;θ(ω, κ)

+
k2
F

4

∫
dωdΩdΩ′dκdρdφdqqdθdθ′

(2π)9

∑
σ1,2,3,4=±

(λ0)
θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ1; θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ2

θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ4; θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ3

× ψ†
σ1;θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF

[Ω +
ω

2
, κ+

q

2
cos(θ − φ)]ψ†

σ2;θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)
2kF

[Ω′ − ω

2
, ρ− q

2
cos(θ′ − φ)]

× ψ
σ3;θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF

[Ω′ +
ω

2
, ρ+

q

2
cos(θ′ − φ)]ψ

σ4;θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF

[Ω− ω

2
, κ− q

2
cos(θ − φ)]

+
k2
F

4

∫
dωdΩdΩ′dκdρdΦdQQdθdθ′

(2π)9

∑
σ1,2,3,4=±

(λ1)
θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF
,σ1; θ′+π+

Q sin(θ′−Φ)
2kF

,σ2

θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

,σ4; θ+π+
Q sin(θ−Φ)

2kF
,σ3

× ψ†
σ1;θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF

[Ω′ +
ω

2
, ρ+

Q

2
cos(θ′ − Φ)]ψ†

σ2;θ′+π+
Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF

[−Ω′ +
ω

2
, ρ− Q

2
cos(θ′ − Φ)]

× ψ
σ3;θ+π+

Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

[−Ω +
ω

2
, κ− Q

2
cos(θ − Φ)]ψ

σ4;θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

[Ω +
ω

2
, κ+

Q

2
cos(θ − Φ)]. (2)

Here λ0 and λ1 are the local coupling functions that include the forward and BCS scatterings1.

They allow the total momenta of particle-hole and particle-particle pairs, denoted as ~q and ~Q

respectively, to be non-zero. In order for the fermions to stay close to the Fermi surface, the mag-

nitudes of ~q and ~Q must to bounded by µ at energy scale µ. However, it is crucial to allow the mo-

mentum transfer to be flexible within that range in order to keep the locality of the effective theory.

~q and ~Q are also written in the polar coordinate as ~q = q(cosφ, sinφ), ~Q = Q(cos Φ, sin Φ), where

these momenta are not measured relative to Fermi momentum unlike the momenta of fermions.

The theory is specified by two parameters, kF , vF and two coupling functions, λ0, λ1.

Under the scale transformation,

ωs = ω/s, Ωs = ω/s, Ω′s = ω/s,

κs = κ/s, ρs = ρ/s, qs = q/s, Qs = Q/s,

ψs;σ;θ(ωs, κs) = s2ψσ;θ(ω, κ) (3)

that leaves angles unchanged, the coupling constants (vF , kF ) and coupling functions (λ0, λ1) are

1 It is noted that both λ0, λ1 includes the process in which two fermions with almost zero center of mass momentum

go through a near forward scattering. However, the phase space for such overlap is a set of measure zero in the

low-energy limit.
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transformed as

ks;F = kF/s, vs;F = vF ,

(λs;0)
θ− qs sin(θ−φ)

2ks;F
;θ′+ qs sin(θ′−φ)

2ks;F

θ+
qs sin(θ−φ)

2ks;F
;θ′− qs sin(θ′−φ)

2ks;F

= s(λ0)
θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
;θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF

θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
;θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF

, (4)

(λs;1)
θ′−Qs sin(θ′−Φ)

2ks;F
;θ′+π+

Qs sin(θ′−Φ)
2ks;F

θ−Qs sin(θ−Φ)
2ks;F

;θ+π+
Qs sin(θ−Φ)

2ks;F

= s(λ1)
θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF
;θ′+π+

Q sin(θ′−Φ)
2kF

θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

;θ+π+
Q sin(θ−Φ)

2kF

.

A few comments on the tree-level scaling is in order. First, the four-fermion couplings have scaling

dimension −1. Nonetheless, the low-energy effective field theory must include them because they

can give rise to infrared singularity. In metals, the degree of IR singularity that a coupling can

create does not necessarily match its scaling dimension because of the scale associated with the

Fermi momentum. Consequently, the notion of renormalizable field theory needs to be generalized

for metals[54]. Second, kF has scaling dimension 1 and runs toward infinity in the low-energy

(s → 0) limit. This is because the size of the Fermi surface measured in the unit of the floating

energy scale increases as the low-energy limit is taken. Here, kF plays the role of a metric that

controls the ‘proper’ size of Fermi surface2. Third, the action has scaling dimension 1 rather than 0

under this scale transformation3. This is an unusual choice in that action is regarded dimensionless

in most field theories. However, this is natural for theories with continuously many gapless modes

where the manifold that supports gapless modes comes with a momentum scale. The fact that the

low-energy effective action has a positive dimension reflects the fact that the number of patches

connected by non-forward scattering increases with decreasing energy[56]. At low energies, the

magnitude of typical momentum transfer ~q in the non-forward scattering decreases, which makes

the number of decoupled patches increases at low energies.

Now, we consider quantum corrections that renormalize the couplings. We first define the

couplings in terms of physical observables. kF does not receive quantum corrections due to the

Luttinger’s theorem. vF and the coupling functions are defined through the two-point and the

2 Alternatively, one can adopt a scaling in which the angle is rescaled with a fixed kF [55].
3 The action that includes higher order interactions also has dimension 1 under the current scale transformation.

However, we don’t include them here as they do not give rise to IR singularities[54].
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four-point vertex functions through

∂

∂κ
ReΓ(2)(k

∗) = vF + F1, i
∂

∂ω
ImΓ(2)(k

∗) = 1 + F2, (5)(
Γ(4)

)k∗1 ,σ1;k∗2 ,σ2

k∗4 ,σ4;k∗3 ,σ3
= (λ0)

θ− q sin(θ−φ)
2kF

,σ1; θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)
2kF

,σ2

θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ4; θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ3

+ F3, (6)

(
Γ(4)

)p∗1,σ1;p∗2,σ2

p∗4,σ4;p∗3,σ3
= (λ1)

θ′− q sin(θ′−Φ)
2kF

,σ1; θ′+π+
q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF
,σ2

θ− q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

,σ4; θ+π+
q sin(θ−Φ)

2kF
,σ3

+ F4. (7)

Here, Γ(2) and Γ(4) represent the two-point and four-point vertex functions, respectively. The

energy-momentum vectors used to impose the RG condition are chosen to be k∗ =
(
µ, kF cos θ, kF sin θ

)
,

k∗1 =
(

3µ, kF cos θ + q
2

cosφ, kF sin θ + q
2

sinφ
)

, k∗2 =
(
−µ, kF cos θ′ − q

2
cosφ, kF sin θ′ − q

2
sinφ

)
,

k∗3 =
(
µ, kF cos θ′ + q

2
cosφ, kF sin θ′ + q

2
sinφ

)
, k∗4 =

(
µ, kF cos θ − q

2
cosφ, kF sin θ − q

2
sinφ

)
,

p∗1 =
(

3µ, kF cos θ′+Q
2

cos Φ, kF sin θ′+Q
2

sin Φ
)

, p∗2 =
(
−µ,−kF cos θ′+Q

2
cos Φ,−kF sin θ′+Q

2
sin Φ

)
,

p∗3 =
(
µ,−kF cos θ + Q

2
cos Φ,−kF sin θ + Q

2
sin Φ

)
, p∗4 =

(
µ, kF cos θ + Q

2
cos Φ, kF sin θ + Q

2
sin Φ

)
.

The frequencies, which are order of the floating energy scale µ, are chosen such that infrared di-

vergences are cut off by µ in all particle-particle and particle-hole channels. The spatial momenta

lie on the Fermi surface when ~q and ~Q vanish. Fi are RG scheme dependent corrections that

are regular in the small µ limit. The local counter terms needed to enforce the RG conditions is

written as

SCT = kF

∫
dωdκdθ

(2π)3

∑
σ=±

ψ†σ;θ(ω, κ)(−iδ1ω + δ2vFκ)ψσ;θ(ω, κ)

+
k2
F

4

∫
dωdΩdΩ′dκdρdφdqqdθdθ′

(2π)9

×
∑

σ1,2,3,4=±

(Aλ0)
θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ1; θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ2

θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ4; θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ3

(λ0)
θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ1; θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ2

θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ4; θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ3

× ψ†
σ1;θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF

[Ω +
ω

2
, κ+

q

2
cos(θ − φ)]ψ†

σ2;θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)
2kF

[Ω′ − ω

2
, ρ− q

2
cos(θ′ − φ)]

× ψ
σ3;θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF

[Ω′ +
ω

2
, ρ+

q

2
cos(θ′ − φ)]ψ

σ4;θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF

[Ω− ω

2
, κ− q

2
cos(θ − φ)]

+
k2
F

4

∫
dωdΩdΩ′dκdρdΦdQQdθdθ′

(2π)9

×
∑

σ1,2,3,4=±

(Aλ1)
θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF
,σ1; θ′+π+

Q sin(θ′−Φ)
2kF

,σ2

θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

,σ4; θ+π+
Q sin(θ−Φ)

2kF
,σ3

(λ1)
θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF
,σ1; θ′+π+

Q sin(θ′−Φ)
2kF

,σ2

θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

,σ4; θ+π+
Q sin(θ−Φ)

2kF
,σ3

× ψ†
σ1;θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF

[Ω′ +
ω

2
, ρ+

Q

2
cos(θ′ − Φ)]ψ†

σ2;θ′+π+
Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF

[−Ω′ +
ω

2
, ρ− Q

2
cos(θ′ − Φ)]

× ψ
σ3;θ+π+

Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

[−Ω +
ω

2
, κ− Q

2
cos(θ − Φ)]ψ

σ4;θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

[Ω +
ω

2
, κ+

Q

2
cos(θ − Φ)]. (8)
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Because the effective field theory is local, the RG condition can be enforced with local counter

terms. The bare action becomes

SB = kF ;B

∫
dωBdκdθ

(2π)3

∑
σ=±

ψ†B;σ;θ(ωB, κ)(−iωB + vFκ)ψB;σ;θ(ωB, κ)

+
k2
F ;B

4

∫
dωBdΩBdΩ′Bdκdρdφdqqdθdθ

′

(2π)9

∑
σ1,2,3,4=±

(λ0;B)
θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF ;B
,σ1; θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF ;B
,σ2

θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF ;B
,σ4; θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF ;B
,σ3

× ψ†
B;σ1;θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF ;B

[ΩB +
ωB
2
, κ+

q

2
cos(θ − φ)]ψ†

B;σ2;θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)
2kF ;B

[Ω′B −
ωB
2
, ρ− q

2
cos(θ′ − φ)]

× ψ
B;σ3;θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF ;B

[Ω′B +
ωB
2
, ρ+

q

2
cos(θ′ − φ)]ψ

B;σ4;θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF ;B

[ΩB −
ωB
2
, κ− q

2
cos(θ − φ)]

+
k2
F ;B

4

∫
dωBdΩBdΩ′BdκdρdΦdQQdθdθ′

(2π)9

∑
σ1,2,3,4=±

(λ1;B)
θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF ;B
,σ1; θ′+π+

Q sin(θ′−Φ)
2kF ;B

,σ2

θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF ;B

,σ4; θ+π+
Q sin(θ−Φ)

2kF ;B
,σ3

× ψ†
B;σ1;θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF ;B

[Ω′B +
ωB
2
, ρ+

Q

2
cos(θ′ − Φ)]ψ†

B;σ2;θ′+π+
Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF ;B

[−Ω′B +
ωB
2
, ρ− Q

2
cos(θ′ − Φ)]

× ψ
B;σ3;θ+π+

Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF ;B

[−ΩB +
ωB
2
, κ− Q

2
cos(θ − Φ)]ψ

B;σ4;θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF ;B

[ΩB +
ωB
2
, κ+

Q

2
cos(θ − Φ)].(9)

The bare variables are related to the renormalized variables through the multiplicative renormal-

ization factors, Zi = 1 + δi, (Zλ
i )θ1,θ2θ4,θ3

= 1 + (Aλi )
θ1,θ2
θ4,θ3

for i = 1, 2,

ωB =
Z1

Z2

ω, ψB =

√
Z2

2

Z1

ψ, (λi;B)θ1,θ2θ4,θ3
=

(Zλ
i )θ1,θ2θ4,θ3

µ−1(λ̃i)
θ1,θ2
θ4,θ3

Z1Z2

, kB;F = µk̃F . (10)

Here, we use the scheme in which vF is fixed. (λ̃i)
θ1,θ2
θ4,θ3

= µ(λi)
θ1,θ2
θ4,θ3

and k̃F = µ−1kF represent di-

mensionless objects that are measured in the unit of the floating energy scale. The beta functionals

for the coupling functions are obtained by keeping λi;B fixed with varying the floating energy. This

leads to the beta functionals,

d(λ̃i)
θ1,θ2
θ4,θ3

dl
=

[
−1− 3(z − 1)− 4ηψ +

d log(Zλ
i )θ1,θ2θ4,θ3

d log µ

]
(λ̃i)

θ1,θ2
θ4,θ3

. (11)

Here l = log(Λ/µ) is the logarithmic length scale with Λ being a UV cutoff. z = d logZ1/Z2

d logµ
is the

dynamical critical exponent and ηψ =
d log
√
Z2

2/Z1

d log µ
is the anomalous dimension of the fermion. The

dimensionless Fermi momentum obeys dk̃F
dl

= k̃F .

At the one-loop order, only the following diagrams contribute to the beta functionals,

Γ(4) =

4

1

3

2

+

3

1

4

2

+

3

1

4

2

, (12)

8



and z = 1 and ηψ = 0. The first diagram contributes to the near forward scatterings. The

third diagram contributes the pairing interaction. In the following sections, we compute the beta

functionals in the two channels for general ~q and ~Q.

III. NEARLY FORWARD SCATTERING

At the one-loop order, only the first diagram in Eq. (12) contributes to the quantum correction

of the near forward scattering processes. The counter term reads

(Aλ0)
θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ1;θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ2

θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ4;θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ3

(λ0)
θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ1;θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ2

θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ4;θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ3

=

− 1

2µ

kF
µ

∫
dθ′′dκ′′

(2π)2

dΩ′′

2π

∑
σ′,σ′′

(λ̃0)
θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ1;θ′′+ q sin(θ′′−φ)

2kF
,σ′′

θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ4;θ′′− q sin(θ′′−φ)

2kF
,σ′

(λ̃0)
θ′′− q sin(θ′′−φ)

2kF
,σ′;θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ2

θ′′+ q sin(θ′′−φ)
2kF

,σ′′;θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)
2kF

,σ3

× Re

[
1

−iΩ′′ + vF
[
κ′′ − q

2
cos(θ′′ − φ)

] 1

−i(µ+ Ω′′) + vF
[
κ′′ + q

2
cos(θ′′ − φ)

]] . (13)

The integrations over κ′′ and Ω′′ can be readily done. Apart from the overall factor of 1/µ de-

termined from the dimension of the quartic coupling, the counter term is proportional to kF/µ.

This reflects the fact that the phase space of the virtual particle-hole pairs is proportional to kF .

The phase space measured in the unit µ increases with decreasing µ. This extensive phase space

is what promotes the quartic coupling to the marginal coupling although it has scaling dimension

−1[54]. One can incorporate the phase space to define a new dimensionless coupling function as

[Fθ,θ′(q, φ)]σ1;σ2
σ4;σ3

= kF
µ

(λ̃0)
θ− q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ1;θ′+ q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ2

θ+
q sin(θ−φ)

2kF
,σ4;θ′− q sin(θ′−φ)

2kF
,σ3

. The β functional for F becomes independent of

kF ,

dF r
θ1,θ2

(q, φ)

dl
= − 1

4π2vF

∫ 2π

0

dθ F r
θ1,θ

(q, φ) F r
θ,θ2

(q, φ)
µ2v2

F q
2 cos2(θ − φ)

[µ2 + v2
F q

2 cos2(θ − φ)]2
. (14)

Here, r = s or a. F s
θ1,θ2

(q, φ) and F a
θ1,θ2

(q, φ) represent the projections of [Fθ,θ′(q, φ)]σ1;σ2
σ4;σ3

to the

singlet and adjoint representations of a particle-hole pair for the SU(2) group, respectively,

[Fθ1,θ2(q, φ)]σ1;σ2
σ4;σ3

= Sσ1,σ2
σ4,σ3

F s
θ1,θ2

(q, φ) + Aσ1,σ2
σ4,σ3

F a
θ1,θ2

(q, φ), (15)

where Sσ1,σ2
σ4,σ3

= 1
2
δσ1
σ4
δσ2
σ3

and Aσ1,σ2
σ4,σ3

= δσ1
σ3
δσ2
σ4
− 1

2
δσ1
σ4
δσ2
σ3

. From now on, we omit the superscript r

because the following analysis holds for both channels.

The beta functional in Eq. (14) vanishes at q = 0 for any non-zero µ. This is consistent with the

fact that the strict forward scattering amplitude is exactly marginal. However, for any non-zero

9



µ, the beta functional is non-trivial for q 6= 0. This has interesting consequences. First, when the

theory flows to a fixed point in the low-energy limit, the full coupling function of the local effective

field theory exhibits a scale invariance when the momentum transfer is comparable with energy

scale. Second, the non-trivial renormalization group flow of the non-forward scattering amplitude

can create instabilities if the bare coupling is sufficiently negative. In the following, we discuss

these consequences in detail.

For a fixed momentum transfer, we can view the coupling F as a matrix of two angles that

play the role of continuous indices. Here, the product of two matrices is given by (A · B)θ1,θ2 =∫
dθ
2π
Aθ1θBθθ1 and M−1 denotes the inverse of matrix M. Then, Eq. (14) can be cast into dF

dl
=

−F ·D ·F, where Dθ,θ′ = − 1
vF

µ2v2
F q

2 cos2(θ−φ)

[µ2+v2
F q

2 cos2(θ−φ)]2
δ(θ−θ′). Multiplying F−1 on both sides of Eq. (14),

we obtain

d[F(q, φ)]−1
θ,θ′

dl
=

1

vF
δ(θ − θ′) µ2v2

F q
2 cos2(θ − φ)

[µ2 + v2
F q

2 cos2(θ − φ)]2
. (16)

At scale µ, the beta functional is largest for q cos(θ − φ) ∼ µ. For θ − φ ∼ π/2, the phase space

of q is largest because virtual particle-hole pairs with momentum ~q cost the least energy in the

region of the Fermi surface where ~q is tangential to the Fermi surface. The solution of Eq. (16) is

given by

[F(q, φ;µ)]−1
θ,θ′ =

δ(θ − θ′)
2vF

[
v2
F q

2 cos2(θ − φ)

µ2 + v2
F q

2 cos2(θ − φ)
− v2

F q
2 cos2(θ − φ)

Λ2 + v2
F q

2 cos2(θ − φ)

]
+ [F(q, φ; Λ)]−1

θ,θ′ ,

(17)

where F(q, φ; Λ) is the coupling function at the UV cutoff, Λ. One can combine the last two terms

to define the coupling function at µ =∞ to simplify the solution as

[F(q, φ;µ)]−1
θ,θ′ =

1

2vF
δ(θ − θ′) v2

F q
2 cos2(θ − φ)

µ2 + v2
F q

2 cos2(θ − φ)
+ [F(q, φ;∞)]−1

θ,θ′ . (18)

A. Scale invariance of Fermi liquid fixed points

Let us first consider the case in which no eigenvalue of F diverges at any µ. In this case, the

theory is expected to flow to a Fermi liquid fixed point in the low-energy limit if the interaction

is repulsive in the pairing channel. It is noted that the µ → 0 limit and the q → 0 limit do not

commute. In the strict forward scattering limit (q = 0), the coupling function does not depend on

µ at all. On the other hand, if one takes the µ → 0 limit for a fixed q 6= 0, the coupling function

10



saturates to [F(q, φ; 0)]−1
θ,θ′ = 1

8π2vF
δ(θ−θ′)+[F(q, φ;∞)]−1

θ,θ′ in the low-energy limit. The non-trivial

crossover between these two limits can be captured by the scale invariant coupling function defined

by [F̃(q̃, φ;µ)]θ,θ′ ≡ [F(µq̃, φ;µ)]θ,θ′ , where q̃ = q/µ corresponds to the dimensionless momentum

transfer measured in the unit of µ. This allows us to probe the kinematic region with small but

non-zero momentum transfers. By taking the µ → 0 limit with fixed q̃, the coupling function

becomes

lim
µ→0

[F̃(q̃, φ;µ)]−1
θ,θ′ =

δ(θ − θ′)
2vF

v2
F q̃

2 cos2(θ − φ)

1 + v2
F q̃

2 cos2(θ − φ)
+ [F(0, 0;∞)]−1

θ,θ′ . (19)

Here, we use the fact that [F(q, φ;∞)]θ,θ′ is an analytic function of ~q. In the µ → 0 limit, only

[F(q = 0, φ = 0;∞)]θ,θ′ enters in the expression for the fixed point coupling function. Eq. (19)

corresponds to the fixed point of a beta functional,
d[F̃(q̃,φ)]θ,θ′

d`

∣∣∣
q̃,θ,θ′

=
d[F(q,φ)]θ,θ′

d`

∣∣∣
q,θ,θ′
− q̃ ∂[F̃(q̃,φ)]θ,θ′

∂q̃
,

where the second term in the new beta functional corresponds to a momentum dilatation that

‘magnifies’ the region with small momentum transfers as the low-energy limit is taken. It is noted

that the scale invariant coupling function obeys the z = 1 scaling. The momentum transfer

and energy scale in the same way because the energy of a particle-hole pair with momentum

~q = q(cosφ, sinφ) created near the Fermi surface at angle θ scales linearly in q as far as θ−φ 6= π/2.

Eq. (19) is the central result of our paper. The local coupling function captures the full extent

of the scale invariant Fermi liquid fixed point away from the strict forward scattering limit. As

expected, the only UV information that is kept in the fixed point coupling is the forward scattering

amplitude at ~q = 0.

In general, it is not easy to invert Eq. (19) to write down [F̃(q̃, φ;µ)]θ,θ′ in a closed form4. If the

UV coupling function is non-zero only in one angular momentum channel, the coupling function

in the IR limit can be easily obtained. To see this, we start by writing Eq. (17) in the space of

angular momentum,

[F(q, φ;µ)]−1
`,`′ =

∫
dθ

8π2vF

[
v2
F q

2 cos2(θ − φ)

µ2 + v2
F q

2 cos2(θ − φ)
− v2

F q
2 cos2(θ − φ)

Λ2 + v2
F q

2 cos2(θ − φ)

]
ei(`−`

′)θ

+ [F(q, φ; Λ)]−1
`,`′ , (20)

where ` and `′ are conjugate momenta associated with θ and θ′, respectively, and M`,`′ =∫
dθdθ′

(2π)2Mθ,θ′e
i(`θ−`′θ′). In the angular momentum basis, the fixed point coupling function can

4 If the UV coupling is weak, we can write down the fixed point coupling function in powers of the UV coupling

function as [F̃(q̃, φ;µ)]θ,θ′ = [F(0, φ;∞)]θ,θ′ − 1
8π2vF

∫ 2π

0
dΘ[F(0, φ;∞)]θ,Θ

v2F q̃
2 cos2(Θ−φ)

1+v2F q̃
2 cos2(Θ−φ)

[F(0, φ;∞)]Θ,θ′ + . . . .

11



be written as

F(q, φ;µ) = [F(q, φ; Λ)]
(

[D′(q, φ;µ,Λ)F(q, φ; Λ)] + I
)−1

, (21)

where D′`,`′(q, φ;µ,Λ) = ei(`−`
′)φD`,`′(q;µ,Λ) with D`,`′(q;µ,Λ) = [D`−`′(q;µ)−D`−`′(q; Λ)] and

D`−`′(q;µ) =
1

8π2vF

∫
dθ eiθ(`−`

′) v2
F q

2 cos2(θ)

µ2 + v2
F q

2 cos2(θ)
. (22)

D`(q, µ) vanishes for odd `. For ` = 0, 2, 4, it takes the form of

D0(q;µ) =
1

4πvF

1− 1√
1 +

v2
F q

2

µ2

 ,
D2(q;µ) =

1

4πvF

µ2

v2
F q

2

√1 +
v2
F q

2

µ2
+

1√
1 +

v2
F q

2

µ2

− 2

 ,
D4(q;µ) =

1

4πvF

µ

vF q

 4µ

vF q

(
1 +

2µ2

v2
F q

2
− 2µ

vF q

√
µ2

v2
F q

2
+ 1
)
− 1√

µ2

v2
F q

2 + 1

 . (23)

1. s-wave

2 4 6 80.85

0.90

0.95

1.00 2 4 6 8

-1.20

-1.15

-1.10

-1.05

-1.00

FIG. 2. RG flow of [F̃(q̃, φ;µ)]θ,θ′ for a momentum-independent UV coupling function [F(q, φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ = α

with (a) α = 1 and (b) α = −1. For both plots, we choose vF = 0.3 and Λ = 10. For the angle-independent

UV coupling function, [F̃(q̃, φ;µ)]θ,θ′ remains independent of φ, θ and θ′ at all scales. The coupling function

in the µ→ 0 limit represents the fixed point profile.

Let us first consider the case where the forward scattering amplitude of the UV coupling

is independent of angles, [F(q, φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ = α, where α denotes the strength of the coupling

12



in the s-wave channel. In the basis of angular momentum, the UV coupling is written as

[F(q, φ; Λ)]`,`′ = αδ`,0δ`′,0. Using [D′(q, φ;µ,Λ)F(q, φ; Λ)]`,`′ = αD′`,0(q, φ;µ,Λ)δ`′,0, we can write

D′(q, φ;µ,Λ)F(q, φ; Λ) + I as

D′(q, φ;µ,Λ)F(q, φ; Λ) + I =



1 0 αD′−2(q, φ;µ,Λ) 0 0

0 1 0 0 0

0 0 1 + αD′0(q, φ;µ,Λ) 0 0

0 0 0 1 0

0 0 αD′2(q, φ;µ,Λ) 0 1


, (24)

where the matrix elements are explicitly shown only in the 5×5 block of −2 ≤ `, `′ ≤ 2. This leads

to the isotropic IR quartic coupling function, F(q, φ;µ) = F(q, φ; Λ) [D′(q, φ;µ,Λ)F(q, φ; Λ) + I]
−1

=

δ`,0δ`′,0F (q, φ;µ), where F (q, φ;µ) = α
αD0,0(q;µ,Λ)+1

= α

 α
4πvF

 1√
1+

v2
F
q2

Λ2

− 1√
1+

v2
F
q2

µ2

+ 1


−1

. In

the space of angles, we readily obtain [F(q, φ;µ)]θ,θ′ = α

α
4πvF

 1√
1+

v2
F
q2

Λ2

− 1√
1+

v2
F
q2

µ2

+1

. Fig. 2 shows the

evolution of coupling functions. In the low-energy limit, the coupling function converges to the

fixed point profile,

[F̃(q̃, φ; 0)]θ,θ′ =
α

α
4πvF

[
1− 1√

1+v2
F q̃

2

]
+ 1

. (25)

2. d-wave

As the next example, let us consider the case where the UV coupling has only the d-wave

component, [F(q, φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ = 2α cos[2(θ − θ′)]. In the angular momentum basis, the UV coupling

function can be written as [F(q, φ; Λ)]`,`′ = α(δ`,−2δ`′,−2 + δ`,2δ`′,2). From∑
l′′

D′`,`′′(q, φ;µ,Λ)[F(q, φ; Λ)]`′′,`′ = α
[
D′`,−2(q, φ;µ,Λ)δ`′,−2 + D′`,2(q, φ;µ,Λ)δ`′,2

]
, (26)

we obtain the 5× 5 block of D′(q, φ;µ,Λ)F(q, φ; Λ) + I for −2 ≤ `, `′ ≤ 2 as

D′(q, φ;µ,Λ)F(q, φ; Λ) + I =



1 + αD′0(q, φ;µ,Λ) 0 0 0 αD′−4(q, φ;µ,Λ)

0 1 0 0 0

αD′2(q, φ;µ,Λ) 0 1 0 αD′−2(q, φ;µ,Λ)

0 0 0 1 0

αD′4(q, φ;µ,Λ) 0 0 0 1 + αD′0(q, φ;µ,Λ)


. (27)
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FIG. 3. RG flow of [F̃(q̃, φ = 0;µ)]π
8
,0 for a d-wave UV coupling function [F(q, φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ = 2α cos[2(θ−θ′)]

for (a) α = 2, and (b) α = −2. We use vF = 0.3 and Λ = 10.
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FIG. 4. [F̃(q̃ = 10, φ = 0;µ)]θ,0 plotted as a function of θ at different values of µ for (a) α = 2 and (b)

α = −2. The same UV coupling function and parameters are used as in Fig. 3.

The non-zero components of the IR coupling function is obtained to be

[F(q, φ;µ)]`,`′ =

α
[1 + αD0(q;µ,Λ)] (δ`,2δ`′,2 + δ`,−2δ`,−2)− αD4(q;µ,Λ)(e4iφδ`,2δ`′,−2 + e−4iφδ`,−2δ`′,2)

1 + 2αD0(q;µ,Λ) + α2 [D2
0(q;µ,Λ)−D2

4(q;µ,Λ)]
. (28)

This can be readily transformed back to the angle basis as

[F(q, φ;µ)]θ,θ′ = 2α
[1 + αD0(q;µ,Λ)] cos[2(θ − θ′)]− αD4(q;µ,Λ) cos[2(θ + θ′)− 4φ]

1 + 2αD0(q;µ,Λ) + α2 [D2
0(q;µ,Λ)−D2

4(q;µ,Λ)]
. (29)

In the µ→ 0 limit, the coupling function takes the universal form given by

[F̃(q̃, φ; 0)]θ,θ′ = 2α
[1 + αD̃0(q̃)] cos[2(θ − θ′)]− αD̃4(q̃) cos[2(θ + θ′)− 4φ]

1 + 2αD̃0(q̃) + α2[D̃2
0(q̃)− D̃2

4(q̃)]
, (30)
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where q̃ = q/µ and

D̃0(x) =
1

4πvF

[
1− 1√

1 + v2
Fx

2

]
,

D̃4(x) =
1

4πvF

[
− 1√

1 + v2
Fx

2
+

4

v2
Fx

2

(
1 +

2

v2
Fx

2
− 2

vFx

√
1 +

1

v2
Fx

2

)]
. (31)

The evolution of the coupling function is shown in Fig. 3. In Fig. 4, the coupling function is shown

as a function of angle at different energy scales.

B. Instabilities of Fermi liquids in the particle-hole channel

So far, we have considered the cases where the theory flows to the Fermi liquid fixed point in the

low energy limit. If the UV coupling is sufficiently attractive in one or more angular momentum

channel, some eigenvalues of the coupling function can diverges at low energies, signifying potential

instabilities. However, this instability in the particle-hole channel requires a finite strength of

coupling. While the perturbative analysis is not expected to be quantitatively valid, the main point

of this analysis is to highlight the importance of quantum corrections to non-forward scatterings

for particle-hole instabilities.

1. the s-wave channel

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
q

-800

-600

-400

-200

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 q

-800

-600

-400
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FIG. 5. RG flow of [F(q, φ;µ)]θ,θ′ for an attractive UV coupling function [F(q, φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ = α with (a)

α = −(4πvF + 1) and (b) α = −(4πvF + 3). The coupling function diverges at the momentum cutoff,

which is chosen to be qc = π, at µc = 0.0198Λ and µc = 0.046Λ, respectively. We use Λ = 10 and

vF = 0.3.
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FIG. 6. The profile of the coupling function that emerges in the µ → µc limit from the UV coupling

function [F(q, φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ = α for different values of α. For stable Fermi liquids, with α > −4πvF

√
1 + v2

F
q2

Λ2 ,

µc = 0. For unstable cases, the critical energy scales are given by µc = 0.580, µc = 0.995, µc = 1.288 for

α = −8, α = −14, α = −20, respectively for the choice of vF = 0.3 and Λ = 10.

Let us first consider the angle independent UV coupling function, [F(q, φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ = α. For

α > −4πvF , eigenvalues of the coupling function remain finite at all energy scales. The coupling

function that emerges in the µ → 0 limit represents the scale invariant Fermi liquid fixed point.

The renormalization group flow changes qualitatively for sufficiently attractive interaction with

α ≤ −4πvF . For α ≤ −4πvF , the coupling function decreases indefinitely at a momentum q = qc as

µ approaches a critical energy scale µc, where qc and µc are determined from the energy dispersion.

Here, we take a simple approach where the quadratic energy dispersion is assumed to be valid

upto a momentum cutoff qc. In this case, the divergence of the coupling function arises at qc. If

qc � µc, the low-energy effective theory description is not valid. Therefore, one needs to be careful

in interpreting the divergence of the coupling function at q larger than µc. With this cautionary

remark, we show the evolution of coupling in the deep attractive region in Fig. 5. This divergence

of the four-fermion coupling at a non-zero q can potentially represent a charge or spin density wave

instability, depending on whether the divergence is in the spin singlet or the triplet channel[57].

In Fig. 6, we show the evolution of [F̃(q̃, φ;µc)]θ,θ′ as the strength of the UV coupling is tuned.
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FIG. 7. RG flow of [F(q, φ = 0;µ)]π
8
,0 for an attractive UV coupling function [F(q, φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ = 2α cos[2(θ−

θ′)] with (a) α = −(4πvF +1) and (b) α = −(4πvF +3). The coupling function diverges at the momentum

cutoff qc = π at µc = 0.122 and µc = 0.362, respectively. We use Λ = 10 and vF = 0.3.
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FIG. 8. [F(q, φ = 0;µ)]θ,0 plotted as a function of θ at qc at different values of µ for (a) α = −(4πvF + 1)

and (b) α = −(4πvF +3). The critical energy scales correspond to µc = 0.122 and µc = 0.362, respectively.

The same UV coupling function and parameters are used as in Fig. 7.

2. the d-wave channel

Next, let us consider the case where the UV coupling is attractive in the d-wave channel with

[F(q, φ;∞)]θ,θ′ = 2α cos[2(θ − θ′)]. In Fig. 7, we plot the evolution of [F(q, φ = 0;µ)]π
8
,0 as µ is

lowered. For α ≤ αc = −4πvF , the coupling function at q = qc diverges as a critical energy scale µc

is approached. Fig. 8 shows the angular dependence of [F(qc, φ = 0;µ)]θ,0 at different µ/Λ. A large

attractive interaction for particle-hole pairs in the d-wave channel with a non-zero momentum

promotes a distortion of the Fermi surface with a spatial modulation. This corresponds to a bond

density wave that causes a spatial modulation in the pattern of rotational symmetry breaking.

Fig. 10 shows how [F(q, φ = 0;µc)]θ,0 evolves as α is varied. For α > αc, the coupling function

converges to a fixed profile in the low-energy limit. On the other hand, the amplitude of the
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FIG. 9. The profile of the coupling function that emerges in the µ → µc limit from the UV coupling

function [F(q, φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ = 2α cos[2(θ − θ′)] for different values of α. µc = 0 for stable Fermi liquids with

α > −4πvF

√
1 + v2

F
q2

Λ2 . For unstable cases, the critical energy scales are given by µc = 0.491, µc = 0.937,

µc = 1.243 for α = −8, α = −14, α = −20, respectively for vF = 0.3 and Λ = 10.

coupling function grows without a bound as µ approaches µc for α ≤ αc.

IV. PAIRING CHANNEL

In this section, we discuss the renormalization group flow for the general pairing interaction

that includes Cooper pairs with non-zero center of mass momentum. The counter term from the

one-loop vertex correction reads

(Aλ1)
θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF
,σ1;θ′+π+

Q sin(θ′−Φ)
2kF

,σ2

θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

,σ4;θ+π+
Q sin(θ−Φ)

2kF
,σ3

(λ1)
θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF
,σ1;θ′+π+

Q sin(θ′−Φ)
2kF

,σ2

θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

,σ4;θ+π+
Q sin(θ−Φ)

2kF
,σ3

=

1

2µ

kF
µ

∫
dθ′′dκ′′

(2π)2

dΩ′′

2π

∑
σ′,σ′′

(λ̃1)
θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF
,σ1;θ′+π+

Q sin(θ′−Φ)
2kF

,σ2

θ′′−Q
′′ sin(θ′′−Φ)

2kF
,σ′;θ′′+π+

Q sin(θ′′−Φ)
2kF

,σ′′
(λ̃1)

θ′′−Q sin(θ′′−Φ)
2kF

,σ′;θ′′+π+
Q sin(θ′′−Φ)

2kF
,σ′′

θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

,σ4;θ+π+
Q sin(θ−Φ)

2kF
,σ3

×Re

 1

−iΩ′′ + 1
2m

[
2kFκ′′ + (κ′′)2 + (kF + κ′′)Q cos(θ′′ − Φ) + Q2

4

]
× 1

−i(µ− Ω′′) + 1
2m

[
2kFκ′′ + (κ′′)2 − (kF + κ′′)Q cos(θ′′ − Φ) + Q2

4

]
 . (32)

The factor of kF/µ represents the extensive phase space available for virtual Cooper pairs in

the loop. We define a dimensionless coupling function that incorporates the phase space as

[Vθ′,θ(Q,Φ)]σ1,σ2
σ4,σ3

≡ kF
µ

(λ̃1)
θ′−Q sin(θ′−Φ)

2kF
,σ1;θ′+π+

Q sin(θ′−Φ)
2kF

,σ2

θ−Q sin(θ−Φ)
2kF

,σ4;θ+π+
Q sin(θ−Φ)

2kF
,σ3

. The beta functional for this new coupling
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FIG. 10. The coupling function at the critical energy scale plotted as a function of θ and q for the UV

coupling function [F(q, φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ = 2α cos[2(θ − θ′)]. (a) The coupling function at µ = µc at q = qc for

various choices of α. (b) The coupling function at µ = 0 for α = 12. (c) The coupling function at µ = 0

for α = −2. (d) The coupling function at µc = 0.937 for various choices of momenta for α = −14. Λ = 10

and vF = 0.3 are used for all plots.

is given by

dV r
θ1,θ2

(Q,Φ)

dl
= − 1

8π2vF

∫
dθ V r

θ1,θ
(Q,Φ)

[
µ2

µ2 + v2
FQ

2 cos2(θ − Φ)

]
V r
θ,θ2

(Q,Φ). (33)

Here, r = + or −. V +
θ1,θ2

(Q,Φ) and V −θ1,θ2(Q,Φ) represent the pairing interactions in the spin triplet

and singlet channels, respectively,

[Vθ′,θ(Q,Φ)]σ1,σ2
σ4,σ3

= Sσ1,σ2
σ4,σ3

V +
θ1,θ2

(Q,Φ) +Aσ1,σ2
σ4,σ3

V −θ1,θ2(Q,Φ), (34)

where Sσ1,σ2
σ4,σ3

= 1
2
(δσ1
σ3
δσ2
σ4

+ δσ1
σ4
δσ2
σ3

) and Aσ1,σ2
σ4,σ3

= 1
2
(δσ1
σ4
δσ2
σ3
− δσ1

σ3
δσ2
σ4

). From now on, we focus

on one spin channel and omit the superscript r in V . For Cooper pairs with zero center of

mass momentum, we set Q = 0 to reproduce the well-known beta functional [2],
dVθ1,θ2 (0,0)

dl
=

− 1
8π2vF

∫
dθ Vθ1,θ(0, 0)Vθ,θ2(0, 0).

For general Q, the solution of the beta functional is written as

[V(Q,Φ;µ)]−1
θ,θ′ =

δ(θ − θ′)
4vF

log

[
Λ2 + v2

FQ
2 cos2(θ − Φ)

µ2 + v2
FQ

2 cos2(θ − Φ)

]
+ [V(Q,Φ; Λ)]−1

θ,θ′ , (35)
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where [V(Q,Φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ denotes the pairing interaction at UV cutoff Λ. The most important aspect

of Eq. (35) is the logarithmic singularity that is present at Q = 0 and µ = 0. If [V(Q,Φ; Λ)]θ,θ′ is

repulsive in all angular momentum channels, the coupling function flows to zero logarithmically. On

the other hand, the coupling function at Q = 0 diverges at a critical energy scale if [V(Q,Φ; Λ)]θ,θ′

has any channel with a negative eigenvalue. This is the well-known BCS instability. Here, we

focus on the scaling behaviour of the coupling function at non-zero Q. To remove the logarithmic

divergence, we consider the difference of Eq. (35) at two momenta, Q and Q∗. In the µ→ 0 limit

with fixed Q̃ = Q/µ and Q̃∗ = Q∗/µ, the difference becomes

lim
µ→0

(
[Ṽ(Q̃,Φ;µ)]−1

θ,θ′ − [Ṽ(Q̃∗,Φ;µ)]−1
θ,θ′

)
=
δ(θ − θ′)

4vF
log

[
1 + v2

F Q̃
2
∗ cos2(θ − Φ)

1 + v2
F Q̃

2 cos2(θ − Φ)

]
(36)

where [Ṽ(Q̃,Φ;µ)]θ,θ′ = [V(µQ̃,Φ;µ)]θ,θ′ .
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FIG. 11. The RG evolution of [V(Q,φ;µ)]θ,θ′ for the UV coupling in the s-wave channel with strength

(a) V0(Q; Λ) = 1 and (b) V0(Q; Λ) = −1 with µc = 0.023. (c) The coupling function that emerges in the

µ → µc limit for different UV couplings. For repulsive UV couplings with V0(Q; Λ) > 0, the coupling

function vanishes in the IR limit (µc = 0). For attractive couplings with V0(Q; Λ) = −1,−2,−3,−4, the

pairing interaction Q = 0 diverges at µc = 0.23, 1.51, 2.84, 3.89, respectively. We use Λ = 10 and vF = 0.3.

Now, let us consider a simple case the UV coupling function is non-zero only in the s-wave

spin-singlet channel. The beta functional for the coupling in the s-wave channel becomes

dV0(Q;µ)

dl
= − 1

8π2vF
V 2

0 (Q;µ)

∫
dθ

µ2

µ2 + v2
FQ

2 cos2(θ)
, (37)

where V0 represents the coupling in the s-wave channel. The solution is written as

V0(Q;µ) =
1

1
8πvF

log

[√
v2
FQ

2+Λ2+Λ√
v2
FQ

2+Λ2−Λ

√
v2
FQ

2+µ2−µ√
v2
FQ

2+µ2+µ

]
+ [V0(Q; Λ)]−1

, (38)
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where V0(Q; Λ) is the s-wave coupling defined at UV cutoff scale Λ. In Fig. 11, we plot the evolution

of the coupling functions for different choices of the UV coupling in the s-wave channel. In this

example, the scale invariance is expressed as

lim
µ→0

Ṽ0(Q̃;µ) =
1

[Ṽ0(Q̃∗)]−1 + 1
8πvF

log

[√
v2
F Q̃

2
∗+1+1√

v2
F Q̃

2
∗+1−1

√
v2
F Q̃

2+1−1√
v2
F Q̃

2+1+1

] (39)

in the µ→ 0 limit with fixed Q̃ and Q̃∗.

V. SUMMARY

In summary, we study Landau Fermi liquid and its instabilities within the low-energy effective

field theory that is valid beyond the strict zero energy limit. The local effective field theory should

include general coupling functions that include non-forward scatterings and pairing interactions

with non-zero center of mass momenta. At low energies, the coupling functions exhibit universal

scaling behaviours when the momentum transfer and the center of mass momentum are comparable

to the energy scale. The scaling behaviour of the general coupling functions should be imprinted in

scaling functions of various physical observables[5–7, 58]. In principle, the universal non-forward

scattering amplitudes can be directly tested through the double photoemission spectroscopy[59].

The local low-energy effective field theory valid away from the strict zero energy limit also

reveals new types of instabilities of Fermi liquids. Unlike the forward scattering amplitude that

is exactly marginal, the non-forward scattering amplitudes are subject to non-trivial quantum

corrections. If the strength of the bare attractive interaction exceeds a critical strength, it can

drive instabilities toward symmetry broken states in particle-hole channels.
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