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Abstract

We analyze the quasiparticle interaction function (the fully dressed and antisymmetrized inter-
action between fermions) for a two-dimensional Fermi liquid at zero temperature close to a q=0
charge quantum critical point (QCP) in the s—wave channel. By the Ward identities, this vertex
function must be related to quasiparticle residue Z, which can be obtained independently from the
fermionic self-energy. We show that to satisfy these Ward identities, one needs to go beyond the
standard diagrammatic formulation of Fermi liquid theory and include series of additional contribu-
tions to the vertex function. These contributions are forbidden in a conventional Fermi liquid, but
do emerge near a QCP, where the effective 4-fermion interaction is mediated by a soft dynamical
boson. We demonstrate explicitly that including these terms restores the Ward identity. We also
discuss the role of Aslamazov-Larkin-type diagrams for the vertex function. Our analysis is built
on works on the vertex function near an antiferromagnetic QCP [Phys. Rev. B 89, 045108 (2014)]
and a d-wave charge-nematic QCP [Phys. Rev. B 81, 045110 (2010)]. We show that for s—wave
charge QCP (the one leading to phase separation), the analysis is more straightforward. We also

discuss the structure of the Landau function in a critical Fermi liquid near a QCP.

I. INTRODUCTION

Fermi liquids — systems of itinerant interacting fermions, form a class of materials that
have been studied very thoroughly both theoretically and experimentally [IH4]. Tt is well
established that the observables in a Fermi liquid have the same functional forms as in a Fermi
gas, but differ quantitatively. The theory of a Fermi liquid has been originally developed
phenomenologically, based on conservation laws [5], and later re-formulated microscopically,
using the diagrammatic analysis and Ward identities [2] 14l [6] [7].

In a microscopic description, the low-energy properties of itinerant fermions are deter-
mined by vertex function (the fully dressed anti-symmetrized interaction) at zero momentum
and frequency transfer I'ng.5(K, P; K, P) = I'yp,s(K, P), where we use the abbreviation
K = (k,wx) [§]. In a rotationally-invariant system in orbital and spin space, which we

consider here, I'yg.,5(K, P) = I'.(K, P)0agdys + I's(K, P)oago,s. Partial components of I,
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and T'y taken for fermions on the Fermi surface (K = Kp, P = Pr where Krp = (kp,0))
determine the Landau parameters, which determine the renormalizations of thermodynamic
properties, coming from fermions in the immediate vicinity of the Fermi surface.

Of particular interest to this work is a different aspect of microscopic Fermi liquid theory:
the relations between I'y and I'. and the quasiparticle Z factor — the residue of the pole in
the fermionic Green’s function G(k,w) at k = kr. The Z—factor is not determined within
Landau Fermi liquid theory as it generally gets renormalized by fermions away from the
Fermi surface. However, within microscopic Fermi liquid theory [0, O] one can explicitly
express Z via either spin or charge component of I'( K, P) with one of the momenta on the

Fermi surface and one away from it. The relations are identical for I'* and I'* and are [11 6], [9]

=1+ 2/FC(KF, PY{G*(P)}., (UQZW])DB, (1)
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(2m)*
where G are the full Green’s functions. The quasiparticle residue Z can also be obtained
directly, as frequency derivative of the fermionic self-energy ¥ (k,w) at k = kp and w — 0:
Z71 =1+ 0%(kp,w)/0w (we define self-energy via G™1(k,w) = w — ¢, + L(k,w)). As long
as the system is in the Fermi-liquid regime at the lowest frequencies, ¥ (kp,w) = Aw and
Z7! =14 \. The dimensionless A can be directly computed diagrammatically. In this paper
we obtain the vertex function I'.(K, P) which leads to the same Z via Eq. (2).

This issue is most interesting for fermions near a quantum-critical point (QCP), where
Fermi liquid behavior holds only at the lowest frequencies, and \ is large. It is customary to
describe the low-energy physics near a QCP within the effective model with the interaction
Verr(K, P), mediated by soft fluctuations of the order parameter, which condenses on the
other side of the QCP. This interaction involves low-energy fermions, hence both K and P
can be placed near the Fermi surface. In this work we consider a system near a momentum
q = 0 QCP in the charge sector — an s—wave charge Pomeranchuk instability, which leads to
phase separation [10]. For a ¢ = 0 QCP, long-wavelength bosonic fluctuations are relevant.
It is then natural to assume that Vopp(K, P) = V.;/(Q), where Q = K — P = (q,w,) and
that V.;;(Q) has an Ornstein-Zernike-type form Vi;r(Q) = U(q)/(1 + U(q)II(Q)), where
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U(q) is a bare 4-fermion interaction and II(Q)) > 0 is the polarization bubble at small
momentum and frequency transfer (see e.g., Refs. [ITHI4]). A charge instability develops at
U < 0. At a QCP, U(0)I1(0) = —1. Expanding around @ = 0 and assuming w, < vrg, one
obtains a conventional Landau-overdamped effective interaction. In Matsubara frequencies,
Vorp(Q) o< /(€72 + (aq)? + v|w,|/q) where a = O(1) and v ~ k% /vg. The Landau damping
term comes from the expansion of I1(Q), and the (ag)? term comes from the expansion of
both U(q) and II(Q). The question we address here is whether near the charge QCP the
vertex function I'( K, P) is the same as V. ; (K, P).

At a first glance, the answer is affirmative because the Ornstein-Zernike form of a bosonic
propagator can be explicitly derived by collecting series of renormalizations of the bare U(q)
that contain powers of U(q)II(Q)). We show below that the vertex function, obtained by
antisymmetrizing the interaction and dressing both direct and antisymmetrized components

by series of U(q)II(Q), has the form
Fgé?% = ‘/;ff(Q) (5(17(556 + 63@[7(?55) . (3)

We call this vertex function I'#74 for consistency with notations in previous papers [7, [15] [16]
and also because this vertex function is obtained by summing up series of ladder and bubble
diagrams made out of free fermions [I7]. We see that the spin and charge components of

ripA [APAe = TRPAs — V. .(Q). This is consistent with Eq. (2).

are equal:

At the second glance, there is an issue. The same effective interaction V.;;(Q) can be used
for the computation of the self-energy. Evaluating it, we obtain near a QCP X(k,w) ~ \w,
where A is large and scales as £. This yields 1/Z ~ A < . Meanwhile, evaluating 1/7 from
Eq. we obtain 1/Z = O(1). The two forms clearly do not match.

We show in this work that the vertex function I' near a charge QCP differs from I'*P4
in two respects. First, the prefactor a in V,;¢(Q) gets smaller when we include Fermi-liquid
corrections. This agrees with Refs.[I5, [I8, 9] We keep a as a parameter, so this change
does not crucially affect our analysis, although we will argue that this has an interesting
consequence for the Fermi-liquid theory near a QCP. Second, we show that I' differs from
I'®PA by an overall factor proportional to A\. Once we use full ' in Eq. , we recover the

equivalence between 1/7 obtained from this equation and from the self-energy. We show that
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the extra factor in I' comes from including additional ladder series of diagrams, which contain
the polarization bubbles at exactly zero momentum transfer, i.e., the terms [ d*qdw,G?*(K +
Q)Verr(Q) (see Fig. [7| below). In an ordinary Fermi liquid away from a QCP, when Landau
damping term in V. ;¢ is irrelevant, these terms vanish after frequency integration as the poles
in the two Green’s functions in the bubble with zero external momentum are in the same
frequency half-plane. However, in a “critical” FL near a QCP, the Landau damping term
in V¢ becomes relevant. Because this term has branch cuts in both frequency half-planes,
the frequency integral [ dw,G*(K + Q)V.r¢(Q) does not vanish. We show that near a QCP,
each element of ladder series is O(1), and their sum dresses T'*74 by O(\). We obtain the
explicit form of I", substitute it into Eq. and reproduce Z obtained from the self-energy.
We also touch on Aslamazov-Larkin type diagrams for the vertex function and explain why
these diagrams are not relevant near a charge QCP.

Our consideration is an extension of earlier works [15 [16, 20], in which the full ' was
obtained in a critical FL for a d—wave nematic order and (m,7) antiferromagnetic order.
In these two cases, however, the calculations and resulting expressions are quite involved,
particularly for the (m, ) case, where the full I' was obtained only in certain limits. For the
nematic case, the authors of [15], 20] had to use approximate averaging procedures for higher
order ladder diagrams, due to multiple d—wave form factors. For the s—wave ¢ = 0 charge
QCP, which we consider here, we obtain the full analytic form of I" and show explicitly the
equivalence between Fermi liquid and self-energy calculations of the quasiparticle Z factor.
We argue that the s-wave ¢ = 0 charge QCP serves better to illustrate the essential physics
at play than previously studied QCP’s.

We also extend the analysis [15] of the Landau function and Landau parameters in a
“critical Fermi liquid” near a QCP. We show that non—s—wave Landau parameters F,, with
n > 0 diverge in the same way as m*/m, and this renders the susceptibilities y,¢ finite
at an s—wave QCP. We argue that 1 4+ F{ vanishes at a QCP, but the slope is such that
1+ Fy ~ £72(m*/m). The susceptibility x,—o oc (m*/m)/(1 + Fp) still scales as &2, but
the divergence is split between m*/m ~ & and 1/(1 + Fy) ~ £. In the limit when the (ag)?
term in V.ys is nearly eliminated by mass renormalization, one finds m*/m ~ &2, and 1+ Fj

remains finite down almost to a QCP. In this situation, the divergence of the s—wave charge



susceptibility x,—o becomes entirely due to the divergence of m*/m.

II. QUASIPARTICLE VERTEX FUNCTION

A. Conventional Fermi liquid away from a QCP

> > >

aeh 4

K,Oé K+Q,7 K,CY _Q75
Paﬁ P_Q75 P,ﬁ K+Q>7
> > > >

FIG. 1. The total, antisymmetrized vertex function.

We consider the system of itinerant fermions with dispersion ¢, and a static interaction
U(q), where ¢ is the momentum transfer between incoming and outgoing fermions with the
same spin projection. By definition, the vertex function I'yp.6(/K, P, Q) is a fully dressed,
anti-symmetrized 4-fermion interaction with vanishingly small momentum and frequency

transfer () = (¢, w,). At first order in interaction, we have (see Fig. 1)
Lapre(K, P,Q) = U(0)day085 — UK — P)dasp. (4)

Using basic spin algebra, this function can be split into spin and charge components in the

particle-hole channel as

Fa[i,'yé(K7 P, Q) = Fc(Ka Pa Q)aoz'yd,&s + Fs(Ka P> Q)&a,y : 0_:,6’65 (5)

I.(K,P,Q)= U(O)—%U(K —P), T,(K,PQ) = —%U(K —P).

We will ultimately need the vertex function in what is usually referred to as the w limit,
i.e. the limit when ¢ = 0 and w, — 0. The order of limits is relevant when considering

higher order diagrams (Figs. 2 and 3), as there is a class of nominally singular diagrams that

6



=
=
=
=
\ &2
A A

—>—T 7> ——— > T
I I A .
| | \N 7/
1 1 _|_ ,x\ = Q
! ! VRN .
G G S —p £ p N 5 > : >
P P P P P K
K P K P
> T > — >
| I I
-2 I - I I
| I
| I
—P—Z——+ — > —
P K P K

=
=
\ A
A Aav]
=
)
=
A Aav)

b4 - O - § -2 O

> >
P p P K P K P K

FIG. 3. The diagrams that contribute to I' in the w limit at third order in U, neglecting diagrams

that contain one or more particle-particle bubble as well as those that contain II,,(¢ = 0,w — 0).

will not give a contribution in the w limit. These “forbidden” diagrams contain a fermionic
bubble with exactly zero momentum transfer: [ d*kdwG(k,w)G(k,w + w,), which vanishes
after the integration over frequency because the two poles are in the same frequency half-
plane. We note that the same holds if we set w, = 0, i.e., for this purpose the w limit is

equivalent to just setting () = 0 in all diagrams for the vertex function.

The other diagrams in Fig. [2|are the ones that contain a particle-hole IL;(kr — pr). At
third order in U, there are diagrams which contain a mixture of particle-hole and particle-
particle bubbles. Particle-particle bubbles are irrelevant near a q=0 particle-hole instability

from a physics perspective, and we neglect them along with forbidden diagrams with particle-
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hole bubbles with zero momentum transfer. This leaves series of diagrams that contain
factors of II,,(kp — pr). Third-order diagrams of this type are shown in Fig. . These
diagrams can be summed up to all orders using the same strategy as in Ref. [I7]. The result

is the expression

FRPA(;(KF PF) — U(kF - pF)&aéo_:ﬁ'y . U(kF — pF)6a65B7 '
a0t 2(1 = U(kp — pp)n(Kp — Pp))  2(1+U(kp — pp)lln(Kr — Pr))

(6)

where K = (kp,wy). As we said above, we call this vertex function I'*74 because it is

obtained by summing up series of ladder and bubble diagrams.

An s-wave instability in the charge channel occurs at negative U(0) = U, when the static
Ull(g — 0) = —1 (we recall that we define static II(g) as positive). Near the instability
the spin part of I' is non-singular and may be neglected. Keeping only the charge part, we

obtain

U(kr — Pr)dass
AP ~ — 7 = Kp — Pp)8usd
ap,yé 2 (1 + U(kF _ pF)H(KF _ PF)) eff( F F) adVBy (7)

We emphasize that at the RPA level, I1,,(Q) is constructed out of free fermions. Neglect-

5a(5
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FIG. 4. The effective interaction that arises from using the diagrams in Figs. [2] and [3] to form
ladder and bubble series.

ing spin component of I'*P4 is then legitimate only if there is a parameter range where

charge component of I' is larger than its spin component, and at the same time Fermi liquid
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corrections are not strong enough to substantially affect I1,,(Q) compared to free fermion

expression. We discuss this below.

—— > > ———
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FIG. 5. The two Aslamazov-Larkin type diagrams that give an essential correction to the vertex

function in the case of the spin instability, but will cancel in the case of a charge instability.

To obtain the functional form of V.f;(Kp — Pr) at small but finite ¢ = k — p and
Wy = wy — Wy, we assume that U(q) is regular at small ¢, and that relevant vgpq are larger
than relevant w,. The dynamical part of II(Q)) then has a form of a conventional Landau
damping. Evaluating the polarization bubble for free fermions we then obtain
k3. 1

2NF 5—2 + (1/2(]2 + 7%

(8)

Verr(Q)

where v = k% /v, a = O(1), and €72 = k%(1 — Ng|U|), where N is the density of states at
the Fermi surface ([ d?k/(2m)* = Np [ dey,).

Note that spin indices on the Kronecker deltas and the Pauli matrices in Eq. are
different, compared to the first order expression, Eq. . If we write this term out in terms

of the same spin indices as Eq. ([5)), we obtain
ng% = Ve (Kp — Pp) (8ar085 + Gayss) - (9)

We see that the spin and charge components of the vertex function are equal. This is

consistent with the Fermi-liquid relations , which give

J Tl PGP}y = [ T PUGHP)Lo (10)




In a Fermi liquid far away from a QCP, this would represent a complex integral relation
between I'.(Kr, P) and T's(Kg, P), where P is away from the Fermi surface. However, near
a QCP, the dominant contribution to each integral comes from P &~ Pp (more on this below).
In this case, Eq. requires ['.(Kp, Pr) and ['s(Kp, Pr) to be equal. This agrees with Eq.
@).

The equivalence between spin and charge component of Fgéf ;45 does not hold for a ¢ = 0
spin QCP (the one towards ferromagnetism). For the latter, spin and charge components
of TRPA(Kp, Pr) differ by a factor of 3 [20]. The equivalence is restored once one uses
Verf(Kp — Pp) for the dressed interaction and adds Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams, Fig.
(Refs. [16] 20]). For our case of a charge QCP, the two Aslamazov-Larkin contributions to

the vertex function cancel each other [15]. Indeed, the contributions from the two diagrams

in Fig. [f are
d’q dQ)
= S bodisboda [ 55 Vess QPG +QIG(P+Q) (1)
| d*q dQ)
I = 6as0ip0s 005 / ﬁguﬁ@)QG(K +Q)GP —Q), (12)

s,t
For relevant P on the Fermi surface we have

GP-Q =—— = —GP+Q), (13)

—iwg + Vp - q
One can then immediately verify that the contributions from the two diagrams are equal
in magnitude but opposite in sign, i.e., the sum of the two contributions vanishes. For the
spin case, where we have Pauli matrices at the vertices instead of Kronecker deltas, the two
diagrams no longer have the same spin dependence, and the summation of the two yields a

finite contribution.

III. QUASIPARTICLE RESIDUE Z AND EFFECTIVE MASS m* WITHIN RPA

For a generic Fermi liquid, fermionic propagator at 7' = 0 at small w,, and k ~ kg is

A
) = iwg — kp(k — kp)/m* )
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FIG. 6. The one loop approximation of the fermionic self energy, using the RPA vertex function as

the interaction.

In this section we compute Z and m*/m using Fermi liquid form of G(K) and RPA forms
of the effective interaction and the vertex function. We do computations in two ways: by
evaluating fermionic self-energy and by using Eq. . We show that the results do not
match. In the next section we argue that to restore the equivalence one needs to evaluate

the vertex function I" beyond RPA.

A. Z and m*/m from the self-energy

The effective interaction V.;(Q) can be used to compute the fermionic self-energy. At

one-loop order,

S(kon) = = [ G Vs (QG(K +Q) (15)

Subtracting 3 (kp, 0), which is irrelevant to our purposes, expressing X(k, wy,) as 3(k, w,,) =

Y(kp,0) + 0X(k,wn), we obtain for 63 (k, wy,):

d?*q dw
E(kn) = = [ 5T Viss(Q) (GK +Q) = GlIr +Q) (16)
B _Zk% / d?q dw, 1 €f — W,
TN ] P 2 g AR o ) — 5~ Vi D) (19— V@)

Let’s set w,, > 0 for definiteness. The momentum and frequency integral in is

ultra-violet convergent and can be evaluated in any order. It is convenient to do momentum
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integration first. There are two contributions to the momentum integral: one comes from the
poles in the fermionic propagators, and the other from the poles in the effective interaction.
The two poles in the fermionic propagators are in different half-planes when w, is within the
range —wy,, < wy < 0. Let’s direct v}, along z, i.e., write v} - q = v5g, and momentarily
neglect ¢, and w, in the bosonic propagator. Evaluating the pole contribution and integrating

over ¢, in the bosonic propagator, we find

A dgq 1
555 (kywm) = —2F i, v — i\, 17
(ks wm) ZNFUFM /(2#)25_2+(aqy)2 " (17)

where A = (§kp/4a)(Zm*/m)

We next verify whether it is legitimate to set ¢, = w, = 0 in the bosonic propagator.
Typical w, in the pole contribution are of order w,, and typical ¢, ~ wy,/vp. In the bosonic
propagator, typical g, ~ £~! and typical v|w,|/|q| ~ (Zm*/m)|wy|/(vrE™!). We see that at
small enough wy,, it is legitimate to set w, = 0 and ¢, = 0 in the bosonic propagator.

We further calculate the contribution to 0% from the pole in the effective interaction.
Because the numerator in already contains € — iw,,, we set w,, and €; to 0 in the

fermionic propagator. We then have

Zk2 &2q d 1 1
55 (k, wm) = o F (i, — 1) / 1.5 . ;  (18)
2N (2m)% 27 =2 4 (aq)? + 4 (iw, — v} - q)

Because the effective interaction does not depend on the angle between vr and q, so we can
do the angular integral first

do 1 w
/_ - 5 — _ ‘ Q‘ 5 (19)

2 (i, — vpgeosf)’ (w2 + (viq)?)”

[21] Substituting this back into (18], we find
Zk‘2 d,
55 (k) = — 2 (o / / g 4 g (20)

2N 27 €2 4 (ag)® + 7 (w2 + (v5))

Restricting integration over w, to positive frequencies and introducing polar coordinates
q = rcos¢ and wy = vprsin g, we get

Zk% (it — )/ drdg cos ¢ sin ¢
vENp " M (2m)2 €2 + (ar)2 cos? ¢ + vy tan ¢

Oy (k, wm) = — (21)
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Integrating over r and then over ¢, we obtain

*

e 32
") - @) 6) (22)
___1_[10(3/4)__ oM2(5/4) m*

4a NS VT m(kr§)

We see that there is an overall factor of Z (%)3/ “in 0%y (k,w). If we use this expres-

&Mhm=2<

f(&) =

2+0«mvm@e»ﬁ] (23)

sion, combine d¥¢(k,wy,) and 0X,(k,w,) into 0X(k,w,,) and extract m*/m and Z from
Gk, wm) = iwy — €+ 03(k,wn) = (iw, — €)/Z, we obtain two self-consistent equations:

one for Z and the other for m*/m. They are

1 m* 3/2
— =14+ Z
7 = LA+ (O (m)
m* 1 m*\*?
- - _ A 24
L -0z (%) (21)
We need to solve this set together with Eq. . Solving, we obtain
1 1 T2(3/4)
*/m=1 ==1 N —— . 2
m/m=1+A Z~1E A OV [O)~ — =7 (25)

To leading order in A, we then have m*/m ~ 1/Z. We see that mass renormalization is
entirely determined by the quasiparticle residue. This is the consequence of the fact that ¢
itself changes by e (1 + f(£)Z(m*/m)"/?). The correction term scales as 1/v/A and is small.

A closer look shows that we must be more careful when evaluating 63 (k, w,,). In the in-
tegral over r, the dominant contributions come from r ~ kgy/m/m*, and therefore, relevant
wy ~ Ep (m/ m*)?’/ ?. The Fermi liquid fermionic Green’s function, given in Eq. , is only
valid in the regime where the fermionic self-energy is approximately linear in frequency. This
holds when frequency is smaller than wry, = (Er/a)/(kr)?.. Near the QCP, m*/m is large
and relevant w, are above the upper edge of the Fermi liquid behavior. Number-wise, Eq.
(25) is still valid in some range of A > 1, but close enough to the QCP, we cannot use Fermi
liquid form of the Green’s function and have to use instead quantum-critical, non-Fermi
liquid form X(k = kp,w) = iwé/g\wm|2/3. This form replaces X¢(kp,wy) at |wn| > wrl,
i.e., above the upper edge of the Fermi liquid regime. We present the calculation as we

will need to know the dependence of wy on our parameter a. To get 0X;(kp,wy,) in the
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quantum-critical regime, which we label as 60X ypr(kr, wn), we set €71 = 0 and express the
pole contribution to the self-energy as
ik, / d?qdw, 1
e S (g2 ) (i (wn + wy) = vie - @) (i = ve - )
(26)

5ENFL(]€F7 Wm) =

One can easily make sure that the dominant contribution to the integral comes from setting

¢ = 0 in the bosonic propagator. Integrating then over ¢, in the fermionic propagators, we

obtain

5 wer (ke W) i / d / d (27)

W) = W

NFLAMF 47 Npvpa? 1 quy+%uq/a2
Doing both integrals over g, and w,, we then obtain
iﬂ'(k’F’UF)l/g 2 1/3 7T3EF

0% kp,wp) = —————|wm 13 = 5wt P w23, wy = 28
wrsllr ) = Tl = i P, wo= T (28)

This result for wy is consistent with the requirement that the self energy crosses over smoothly
from Fermi liquid to Non Fermi liquid behavior at |w,| = wrr. We now use Xyrr(kr, wn)
to calculate the contribution to the momentum-dependent part of 0%, from the regime
wq > wrr. We have

k2 d*q d 1 1
525(/{5,0) = — ng/ q2 i’ 2 (29)
2Ne J P 2 g o (ol vy - q)

Restricting the w, integral to positive values, we may replace the lower limit by 0 if typical
values of w, are much larger than wpy. In our case wyyp/wrr =~ (3072v/3/73)a8, which we
assume to be larger than one Again evaluating the integration over the angle between vp
and q first, we now obtain

kipex [ dq dw, q we! g

(5Zb(k 0) =
2N 2 2 a’q® + 7 <v2pq2 + (wg/iiwé/i%)z)

57 (30)

With the change of variables w, = \/v3.23 /wp, the above expression becomes

3/2,2 1
ng z270q
0%y(k,0) = Ny (2 ”v - / dqdz - VL (31)
r(2m) FWo UFZ (¢> + 2?)

a’qd + vy
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Converting this to polar coordinates, ¢ = r cos ¢ and z = rsin ¢, we then have

2 1 in3/2
550k, 0) = KK . / dé / dr cos” psin ¢ L (32)
2Np ( 27r UrWo Z_g‘sin3/2¢

a?r3/2 cos® ¢ +

Integrating over r and then over ¢, we find

1 kFUF 1/3 1 ZEF 1/3

To obtain the final expression for §%(k,0), we now need to know the exact value of wy. To
do so, we calculate the frequency dependence of the fermionic self-energy in the non-Fermi

liquid regime, i.e. when €72 = 0. Inserting wy from (28)), we find
2
7

In earlier calculations of 63, (k, 0) o € in the quantum-critical regime near a ¢ = 0 instability
[22] it was assumed that the interaction is sufficiently long-ranged such that the instability
develops when fermion-boson coupling |U] is much smaller than the Fermi energy. In this
situation, the prefactor for g in §%,(k,0) is small in (|U|/Er)*/?, and 6%,(k,0) can be
neglected. In our case, the interaction is short-ranged, critical |U| is 1/Np, and 63(k, 0) /ey
is a number of order one, which has to be kept when we determine m*/m and Z.

Using the above forms for the self-energy and solving the equation G™(k,w,,) = iw, —

er + 0X(k,wn) = (iwn, — €;)/Z, we obtain

* 1 1 1 Z
mt 1 Lo Ekp Zm*
m  Z1=-2/m" Z da m

(35)

Solving this set we find that both Z~! and m*/m scale linearly with £ at large )\, but with
different prefactors. As a consequence, Zm*/m still tends to a constant value at £ = oo, but
this value is different from one.

To simplify our analysis, below we assume that at A > 1 the correction §%,(k,w) still
comes from fermions within the Fermi liquid regime. In this case, Eq. is valid and
Zm*/m = 1. One can check higher-order self-energy corrections, which come from series of
vertex renormalizations. The strongest ones at each loop order also scale as Aw at large kpé,

but the prefactors do not form a particular series and very likely do not change qualitatively
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the one-loop result. We therefore consider d%X(k, w,,) = iw, A with A ~ (kp) as the full
result for the self-energy in a Fermi liquid.

We can now identify the applicability range of RPA treatment as the one in which kpé > 1,
but A < 1, i.e., where 1 < (kp&) < 4a.

B. Z from the vertex function

We now check which value of the quasiparticle residue we get if we use I'"P4 and use
Fermi-liquid relations, Eq. . We assume that the relation Zm*/m = 1 holds and solve
for Z

The integrals in the r.h.s of Eq. reduce to

d*P
J— / G Vess (e = P)(G(PPY. = (36)
7%k / d*q dw, 1 1 1 (37)
2Np ) (27)2 27 &2 4 (ag)? + vl (iwg = Vi - @) (i(wg +w) = Vi - q) Lo

This is very similar to the expression for the self energy. We verified that, like there, the
dominant contribution comes from the pole in the fermionic propagator. Evaluating the
integral in the same way as we did for X7, we obtain

7%k, dgy 1
20%Np / (2m)2 72 + (agy)? (38)

Substituting into , we obtain the self-consistent relation

1
— =142 39
=1+ (39)

whose solution at A > 1is Z ~ 1/v/A. This is different from Z ~ 1/\, which we earlier

extracted from the self-energy.

IV. EFFECTIVE INTERACTION AND VERTEX FUNCTION BEYOND RPA

We now argue that at large £, when Z is small and m*/m is large, one has to include Fermi

liquid renormalizations in the calculation of the polarization II,,(Q), which determines V.,
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and also include additional renormalizations of the vertex function, which make it different
from V,¢; and, as we show below, restores the equivalence between the two calculations of

the Z factor.

A. Effective interaction

We begin with V.¢r. We consider separately how Fermi-liquid renormalizations affect the
Landau damping term, the £~2 term, and the (aq)? term in .

The Landau damping term comes exclusively from low-energy fermions with energies
smaller than w,, and the prefactor v can be computed using Eq. for the Green’s
function. The result is v = (Zm*/m)?k% /vp. For Zm*/m = 1 the Landau damping term
retains the same value as for free fermions.

The £72 term also does not renormalize. We recall that £2 = k%(1 — |U(0)|11(0)). For
the case when the self-energy predominantly depends on frequency, I1(0) can be computed
by integrating first over fermionic dispersion ¢ over a range |e;| < W, where W is of order

bandwidth:

* dw,, WV 1
g = 0)=—Nr /_oo o /_W T o T S (n)) — )’

We approximated the momentum integral as [ d*k ~ Np [ de;. The integral over € can be
easily evaluated, and is determined by |ex| ~ W. The corresponding w,, are then also of order
W. At such high energies, the self-energy is irrelevant and G(k,w) can be approximated by its
free-fermion form. Evaluating explicitly the frequency integral we then obtain I1(0) = Np,
like in RPA. One can obtain the same result by integrating over w,, first, but then one
has to include contributions from both low-energy and high-energy fermions, and the two
contributions partly cancel each other [15].

The (ag)? term has two contributions. One comes from low-energy fermions, another from
fermions with energies of order bandwidth [19]. The low-energy contribution gets reduced
by m/m* once we add Fermi liquid renormalizations [I8]. The high-energy contribution
remains intact. As a result, the prefactor a gets reduced but remains finite, though for the

cases considered in Ref. [I9], this finite value is numerically quite small. Below we keep a as
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a parameter, but comment on the case when a is small.
The outcome of this analysis is that after Fermi liquid renormalizations, Vs retains the

same form as in . Accordingly, the analysis in the previous Section remains valid.

B. Vertex function

We next consider the renormalization of the relation between the vertex function I' and
Vs, or, equivalently, between I' and TP 4. We argue, following Refs. [15, [I6] that at
large A, there are additional relevant diagrams for the vertex function. These additional
diagrams contain a polarization bubble with zero momentum transfer (Fig. . In a weakly
coupled Fermi liquid, these bubbles are convoluted with the static U(q) and vanish after
integration over frequency because they contain a double pole in either only upper or only
lower frequency half-plane. In a critical Fermi liquid, the product G%(K + Q) is convoluted
with the dynamical V.r;(Q). The latter contains branch cuts in both half planes of complex
frequency, so the existence of a double pole in only one half plane cannot be used to determine
whether or not these contributions vanish. Let’s consider the lowest-order diagram, with one

K K+Q P K K+QiK+Qy P
> > > —> > > >

_|_ —|—ooo

< < < < < < <
K K+Q P K K+QK+Q2 P

FIG. 7. The sum over ladder diagrams using the effective RPA interaction. Note that these
diagrams all evaluate to zero when considering a static interaction, but due to the branch cut in

the RPA vertex function, will give finite results.

insertion of G2(K + Q) (left panel of Fig. [7). We label its contribution to T' as Y. Like

we did before, we set external K and P on the Fermi surface, i.e., set wy = w, = 0 and
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k| = |p| = kr. We assume that Y largely comes from internal fermions near the Fermi

surface and use Fermi-liquid form for G(K + @)). We obtain

= / - %G(K + Q) Vers(Q)Veps (P — K = Q) (40)
(2m)? 27
kg / d?q dw, 7> 1 1
ANE S (2m)% 2m (i = Vi @2 €2 4 a2q? + 7 €2 4 2(p — k — q)? + v
(41)

The velocity v is directed along k. For definiteness, we set k along x. We assume and verify
that relevant |k — p| are of order {7}, i.e., are much smaller than kr. Then k — p is directed
along y and its magnitude is approximately kg6, where 6 is the angle between k and p, over
which we will have to integrate later in Eq. . The G?(K + Q) has to be understood as the
product of two Green’s function with exactly the same momenta and infinitesimally small
difference if frequencies, € > 0, i.e., 1/(iw, — v -q)* = 1/((iw, — v - q)(i(w, + €) — Vi - q)).
The integral in is ultra-violet convergent and can be evaluated by integrating first either
over frequency or over momentum. Integrating over g, first, we find two contributions, Yl(2)
and Y2(2). The first contribution comes from integrating over infinitesimally small ¢,, when
the poles in the two Green’s functions are in different half-planes. This holds when wj is in
the infinitesimally narrow range —e < w, < 0. This contribution then obviously comes from
static Vess, in which we can also set ¢, = 0. In explicit form,

v _ Z7kp /°° dg, 1 1 k2 2
2) _

=Z\ 42
AipNp J oo 2m)2 672 4 022 672 4 a?(kpf + q,)? 2Np 4672 4 (akpb)? (42)

The second contribution, YQ(Z) comes from the pole in the interaction, viewed as a function
of q,. For this contribution, one can set ¢ = 0. For static interaction, the contribution from
this pole cancels out Y1(2), as expected. One can confirm this by taking Y2(2) with static
Vesr by integrating over g, first, in infinite limits, and closing the contour in the upper half
plane when w, < 0 and in the lower half plane when w, > 0 in order to include only the
contributions from the poles in the interaction. After performing subsequent elementary
integrals over w, and then g,, one obtains precisely the same result as for YI(Q) but with an
overall minus sign. However, in the presence of Landau damping term in Vs, one can easily
verify that Y2(2) is reduced by 1/(kp€) as characteristic ¢, become of order kp rather than
£71. As the consequence, at large &, YQ(Q) < Yl(z) and Y ~ Y1(2), given by .
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We also considered an additional second order diagram, one that takes the same form as
Y but with the interactions crossed. We evaluated this diagram both by integrating over
frequency first and by doing an analogous calculation with the above one for Y® - both
methods showed that this diagram does not contain an overall factor of A as in the case of
Y@, Calculations for higher diagrams of the same type would proceed in a similar way, so
we neglect these crossed diagrams.

Higher-order diagrams from the ladder series can be computed the same way as Y?2. For

an nth order diagram we have

y® :/ d2Q1 dwy B d Gn—1 dwp—1
(27)2 2r (272 2«

X Verp(Qu)Verp(Qa — Q1) Veps(P — K — Qn-a),

GHEK + Q1) G*(K + Qn-1) (43)

The largest contribution, of order (Z\)"!, again comes from integration over infinitesimally
small ¢, and w, in each cross-section, when the poles in the corresponding G*(K + Q;), with

frequencies split by € — 0, are in different half-planes. Integrating, we obtain

7’m*kp nel g2 1
ym — F d /d A —
( Smm > 2Np Ty 4 1’y§_2 + a2qiy

1 1
X e
2+ a*(qey — q1y)®  E2F P (kpl + gno1y)?
_ (Zm ke k2, n _ (za! kp n (44)
8ma 2Np n?672 + (akph)? 2Np n?672 + (akph)?

We now recall that to get the contribution to 1/Z using Eq. ., we need to integrate each

term in the series over 8. Because

(45)

df

/ n2§ + CLk?FQ / 5 + akpé)
the last term in Y™ with every n can be replaced by 1/(¢72+(akr0)?). Identifying V¢ (K;—
Pr) = (K2/2Np)1/(672 + (akp0)?) with Y= combining with Y™ with n > 2, and

restoring spin indices, we obtain the full vertex function in the form

Taprs =Tigas Y (46)
where
> 1
Y = ZN" = 47
;( ) =7 (47)
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The relation is the same for charge and spin components of I". Substituting into we

obtain, instead of ,

1_1+ zZx 1
7z 1—2Z\N 1—2)\

(48)

whose solution is Z = 1/(1+ \). This is precisely the same result that we obtained from the
self-energy. We remind that A = (kp&/4a)(Zm*/m) ~ (kr&/4a). Substituting into we
findY =1/(1-2X) =1/Z.

Eq. is the central result of this paper. We caution, however, that this simple
relation between the full I'(K, P) and I'®*4(K, P) holds only for the vertex function at
small momentum transfer between k and p. This is sufficient for the calculation of 1/7
using , but for a generic |k — p| ~ kg, the computational procedure is more involved and

['*PA is more complex.

the relation between I' and
We also note that the ratio m*/m can be also obtained in a microscopic Fermi liquid
theory. We don’t present the calculations (they are similar to the ones for 1/7, see Ref. [17])
and cite only the final result:
m* 14 ZA
1—2ZA\

(49)

Substituting Z = 1/(1 + A) we immediately find m*/m =1+ X =1/Z.

There is one more addition due to dynamical nature of the effective interaction near a
QCP. We remind that the vertex function I'“(K, P; K, P) is the fully renormalized anti-
symmetrized interaction, i.e., the difference between fully renormalized interaction at zero
momentum transfer and vanishingly small frequency transfer and the fully renormalized in-
teraction at finite momentum/frequency transfer K — P. In the analysis above we obtained
within RPA and then further renormalized the term in I'Y that depends on the 2D mo-
mentum transfer K — P At the RPA level, there is no contribution to I'“ from vanishingly
small 2D momentum transfer because the corresponding polarization bubbles vanish in the
w-limit. The situation changes once we renormalize the bubble with zero momentum transfer
by dynamical interaction V.;s. We show a representative of such diagrams in Fig. . Now
the frequency integral does not vanish because of the branch cut in Vs, in both half-planes

of complex frequency. As the consequence, there is an additional contribution to charge
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FIG. 8. An example of a diagram that has zero momentum transfer and will contribute to only Fp,

but none of the other Landau parameters or Z.

component of I'Y(K, P) that does not depend on the 2D momentum transfer. We label this
contribution as Ck%/(2Ny). Combining with we obtain the full I'Y near QCP in the

form

k2 1 1
v, s=—= | = — C' | 60rps (50)
k2o (1 1 L.
+ - o Oay0p6- (51)
ANp <Z§_2+(aq)2+7%> y

The constant term C' does not affect Eq. because the integral in the r.h.s of vanishes
once we substitute a constant for I'. The same is true for the Fermi-liquid relation between
I' and m*/m. The analysis in this section then remains intact. For this reason, we didn’t
attempt to obtain the explicit expression for C'. However, the constant term is essential for

proper calculation of the Landau parameter Fj in a critical Fermi liquid in the next section.

22



V. CRITICAL FERMI LIQUID

We now describe the implementation of our expressions for Vs and I' for a Fermi liquid
theory near a QCP when A is large, and the dynamics of V,¢; plays the crucial role in self-
consistent calculations of Z and m*/m. Following [15], we call this a critical Fermi liquid in
order to distinguish it from a conventional Fermi liquid, for which Vs can be approximated
by its static form. In our notations, conventional Fermi liquid regime holds when A\ < 1 and
critical Fermi liquid regime holds for A > 1.

The two issues we discuss here are (i) the expressions for Landau parameters F,, and G,
in charge and spin channels with angular momentum n and (ii) the forms of static charge
and spin susceptibilities x., and X .

The Landau parameters F, and (G, are partial components of the Landau function
fap~s(Jk — p|), in which both momenta are on the Fermi surface. The Landau function
f is related to static I'Y as

m*
faps([kr — PF|) = 2NpZ* -

(Kr, Pr) (52)

with Kr = (kp,0). The partial components are obtained by integrating charge and spin
components of f with cos(nf), where 6 is the angle between Fermi surface momenta k and
p.

For partial components with n > 0, the constant term in I'¥ in is irrelevant as the
integral vanishes. Keeping only the momentum-dependent term in the r.h.s. of and

using Zm*/m = 1, we obtain

k2 cosnf
Fo=G,=-"L[df 53
4 §2+ 2(akp)?(1 — cos @) (53)
Following [15], we find that for not too large n < n. ~ A\a?
kpg
F,=G,~—=)A\ 54
1 (54)

We see that Landau parameters scale as A, i.e., diverge upon system approach to a QCP.

The corresponding susceptibilities are

* *

©) _m 0) -
Xn, X”‘:1+F + Xine,e; Xn,s = Xn51+G + Xinc,ss (55)
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where ngl and Xfﬁi are partial susceptibilities of free fermions and x;,. is the component of

susceptibility that comes from high-energy fermions, outside the applicability range of Fermi
liquid theory.

We see from that 1+ F, = 1+ G,, = 1 4+ X cancel out singular mass renormalization
m*/m =14 \. As a result, all non-s-wave susceptibilities remain finite at an s—wave QCP.
This result is fully expected on physical grounds. We emphasize that the presence of the
extra factor 1/Z between I" and V. in (46)) plays the crucial role here. Without such factor,
we would not have found a cancellation between m*/m and 1+ F,, or 1+ G,,.

The same analysis holds for s—wave spin component. We have Gy ~ A, such that xo s
remains approximately equal to susceptibility of free fermions.

For the n = 0 charge component, we obtain

C k2
Fomd———F 56
0 214\ (56)
At an s—wave charge QCP we must have Fy, = —1. This requirement is met if C' =

2(1+ \)?/k% + O(1/(akp)?), which we assume to hold. Substituting into (56| we obtain

1 1
1+ Fy ~ ~ . 57
+ Iy 2O+ N akpé (57)

Substituting this into the expression for the charge susceptibility, we then obtain

m*

= T~ (e ~ (e (58)

where () is the susceptibility of free fermions. We see that the s—wave charge susceptibility
diverges as £2 near a QCP. The divergence is the same as we would obtain within RPA, by
extracting charge susceptibility from the effective interaction Vs (Q = 0) o &2 We see
however that the divergence is now split between m*/m ~ ¢ and 1/(1 + Fy) ~ &. In other
words, as long as RPA description is valid (i.e., as long as A < 1) both m*/m ~ 1 and
(1+ Fy) ~ &2 Closer to QCP, when X increases and m*/m becomes large, the slope of
(1 + Fy) changes to (1 + Fy) ~ 71

This behavior becomes more exotic in the limit when the prefactor a in the RPA expression
for V.;¢ predominantly comes from low-energy fermions, and nearly vanishes in a critical

Fermi liquid. In this situation, m*/m ~ X\ ~ &2. This behavior is reproduced if we set in
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a critical Fermi liquid a ~ (kr&)™'. Then (14 Fy) ~ 1/(akré) (Eq. (57)) saturates at a
constant value instead of vanishing. The charge susceptibility still diverges at a QCP as
€2, but the divergence now comes exclusively from the effective mass. This limit, however,
is somewhat artificial as at a — 0 susceptibilities in all channels diverge at a QCP, i.e., a

critical point becomes multi-dimensional.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this communication we considered a system close to a ¢ = 0 charge QCP. We have
shown here that near a QCP, when the correlation length ¢ for charge fluctuations is large
compared to 1/kp, the system enters into a critical Fermi liquid regime. In this regime, exci-
tations are still coherent at the smallest frequencies and the quasiparticle Z-factor tends to
a finite value at w — 0. But the vertex function — the one that determines the residue—, the
mass renormalization, and the thermodynamic properties at the lowest energies become dif-
ferent from the ones in a conventional Fermi liquid. Specifically, the Landau damping of the
effective interaction, mediated by order parameter fluctuations, plays a crucial role. Because
of the Landau damping, contributions to the vertex function, which vanish in conventional
Fermi liquid theory, now become non-zero. Near a QCP, summing up a ladder series of these
formally forbidden contributions increases the vertex function by 1/Z « (ékp). We demon-
strated that the Z factor, obtained self-consistently from microscopic Fermi liquid theory,
based on Ward identities, is equivalent to Z extracted from the quasiparticle self-energy.
The extra ladder diagrams are crucial for this equivalence. We also argued that the charge
component of the full vertex function I'Y has an additional constant term with a prefactor
that scales as ¢2. This additional term does not affect the Fermi liquid relations between
1/Z (and m*/m) and the vertex function, but must be kept to satisfy the condition that
the Landau parameter Fy must approach —1 at the QCP (except one special case, which
we discussed at the end of the previous section). All other Landau parameters F,, and G,
diverge near a QCP in the same way as m*/m. The cancellation of divergencies between
m*/m and 1+ F,, for charge susceptibilities and 1+ G,, for spin susceptibilities ensures that

these susceptibilities remain finite at an s—wave charge QCP, in line with common sense
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reasoning.

Our results are comparable to prior works in which the full I" was obtained in a critical FL

for d—wave nematic order [15, 20] and (7, 7) antiferromagnetic order [16]. Compared to these

previous cases, the s-wave charge QCP allows for explicit evaluation of the vertex function

and yields results that illustrate the problem with more clarity. The analytical calculations

presented here are controlled, and the solution explicitly resolves the apparent discrepancy

found at the level of RPA between the fermionic self energy and the vertex function.
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