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Abstract: We investigate symmetry and causality constraints on interacting Fermi liq-

uids. Whereas Galilean or Lorentz boost symmetry leads to a well-known constraint on

the first Landau parameter F1, we show that scale invariance similarly constrains F0. In

the case of conformal Fermi liquids, we show that causality constraints on the particle-hole

continuum and on zero sound strongly restrict the available parameter space for interacting

Fermi liquids. We also consider nonlinear response, which we show is sensitive to additional

“generalized Landau parameters” even at lowest orders in the long wavelength limit. We

impose Galilean, Lorentz and scale symmetry on these generalized Landau parameters, ob-

taining further nonlinear constraints. We test our constraints in several microscopic models

that enter a Fermi liquid phase.
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1 Introduction and Results

Compressible phases constitute some of the most intricate and diverse phenomena in quan-

tum many-body systems. Their finite compressibility, or charge susceptibility, implies that

they are necessarily gapless1 – examples include superfluids, Wigner crystals, pair density

waves, electron smectics, extremal black holes, Fermi liquids and non-Fermi liquids. While

many of these are symmetry-broken states that have simple effective field theory (EFT) de-

scriptions in terms of a handful of Nambu-Goldstone modes, those with Fermi surfaces are

particularly challenging to describe with the conventional tools of quantum field theory:

the presence of an extended Fermi surface leads to a continuum of low energy particle-

hole excitations at finite wavevectors. This extreme gaplessness manifests in a number of

striking ways: super-area law entanglement, large specific heat, and low frequency spectral

densities with support at finite wavevector (see Fig. 1). Despite textbook treatments of

Fermi liquids using Landau’s phenomenological approach [1, 2], and the development of

EFT approaches [3–5], many challenges remain in establishing systematic descriptions of

Fermi liquids, perhaps most clearly evidenced by the sparsity of controlled approaches to

understand their strongly coupled cousins, non-Fermi liquids.

Fermi liquids are ubiquitous in nature, both in a non-relativistic context (Helium-3,

metals, nuclear matter), and a relativistic one (high density quark matter, possibly in the

interior of cold, dense neutron stars [6–8]). In any of these situations, the emergence of a

Fermi liquid phase is not obvious or guaranteed from microscopics. Relatedly, if a Fermi

liquid phase emerges, the data parametrizing it – the Fermi momentum pF and velocity

vF , the Landau parameters F0, F1, F2, etc. – can be difficult to relate to microscopics in

general. However, UV/IR constraints can in some cases non-perturbatively constrain the

possible emergent behavior at low energies. UV/IR constraints have seen a resurgence

of interest in the context of EFTs both in the high-energy [9–15]2 and condensed matter

literature, including for compressible phases [17–21]. The simplest constraint is symmetry:

microscopic symmetries must be respected by the low energy dynamics. In this paper,

we study systematically the consequences of spacetime symmetries, namely boost and

dilatation symmetry, on relativistic and non-relativistic Fermi liquids. We will find that

even these simple constraints lead to new universal results in Fermi liquid theory. For

relativistic Fermi liquids, we also explore constraints of microcausality, the vanishing of

1Indeed, a nonzero compressibility χ implies that the ω and q → 0 limits do not commute in response

functions, implying gaplessness:

lim
q→0

lim
ω→0

GR
ρρ(ω, q) = χ ̸= 0 = lim

ω→0
lim
q→0

GR
ρρ(ω, q) ,

where the last equation follows from the fact that the total charge ρq=0 commutes with itself. This simple

argument is presumably well-known to many, but we could not find a textbook reference for it. We thank

Nabil Iqbal for pointing it out to us.
2See [16] for a more comprehensive overview of progress in this direction in recent years.
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Figure 1: (a) The particle-hole continuum of Fermi surfaces lead to (b) low energy

spectral densities of currents jµ at finite wavevector k ≤ 2kF (dark gray, with multi-

particle-hole continuum shown in lighter gray). (c) In contrast, QFT spectral densities in

the vacuum only have support for ω ≥ k.

commutators outside of the lightcone. Our results are summarized below.

1.1 Summary of results

We consider translation invariant Fermi liquids, that have in addition several other sym-

metries such as Galilean boosts,3 Lorentz boosts, relativistic or non-relativistic scale in-

variance. It is well-known that boost symmetries constrain the first Landau parameter of

Fermi liquids [1, 2, 22]:

Galilean symmetry: 1 + F1 =
m∗
m

, (1.1a)

Lorentz symmetry: 1 + F1 =
m∗
µ
, (1.1b)

where the effective mass is defined by the Fermi velocity as m∗ ≡ pF /vF , m is the central

charge of the Galilean group, and µ = ϵF the chemical potential or Fermi energy. These

expressions hold in both d = 2 and d = 3 spatial dimensions.4 We will show that similar

constraints arise from dilation symmetries, both non-relativistic and relativistic systems:

Schrödinger symmetry: 1 + F0 = 2
µ

vF pF
, (1.2a)

Conformal symmetry: 1 + F0 =
µ

vF pF
. (1.2b)

These results also hold in d = 2 and d = 3.

We emphasize that a Fermi surface state clearly breaks boost and dilation symmetry,

because it has a finite density (or Fermi wavevector pF ). The constraints above apply to

finite density states arising from microscopic systems respecting these symmetries. Relat-

edly, we will see these symmetries are nonlinearly realized on the EFT of Fermi liquids.

3Galilean boost symmetry is sometimes confused or conflated with translation invariance, even in classic

books [1]. These two symmetries are different.
4A different normalization F1 → 1

3
F1 is sometimes used in d = 3. We normalize all Landau parameters

such that stability bounds read Fℓ ≥ −1 in any dimension.
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Figure 2: (a) In Fermi liquids, the particle-hole continuum and collective excitations

such as zero sound (blue) and shear sound (green) produce non-analyticities in GR
ρρ(ω, q).

(b) Causality constraints on conformal Fermi liquids in d = 3, in the space of the first

Landau parameters F0, F1. The dark gray region is excluded by Eq. (1.4). Demanding the

collective modes be causal leads to a stronger constraint, excluding the light gray region.

The remaining allowed parameter space either features no collective excitation (white), a

coherent zero sound mode (blue), or both zero sound and shear sound (green). See Sec. 2

and App. A for details.

Relativistic systems are also subject to strict UV/IR constraints arising from micro-

causality, i.e. the commutation of spacelike separated operators. This leads to interesting

non-perturbative bounds on the marginal parameters of a Fermi liquid. Consider for exam-

ple a conformal field theory, which enters a Fermi liquid phase upon ‘doping’ (i.e., turning

on a chemical potential, or equivalently considering finite density states of the CFT). Com-

bining Eqs. (1.1) and (1.2) implies that the Fermi velocity of a conformal Fermi liquid is

entirely fixed in terms of the first two Landau parameters:

Conformal Fermi liquid: v2F =
1

(1 + F0)(1 + F1)
. (1.3)

Demanding subluminality of the particle-hole continuum therefore leads to the universal

bound

F0F1 + F0 + F1 ≥ 0 . (1.4)

Fermi liquids can also harbor collective excitations beyond the particle-hole continuum,

as illustrated in Fig. 2a. Demanding that these be causal leads to stronger constraints on

Landau parameters, as shown in Fig. 2b. These bounds are potentially of phenomenological

interest, particularly in the context of QCD at very high densities. It is interesting that
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they exclude most of the parameter space without collective excitations in Fig. 2b; in other

words, it is very likely that QCD at high density has a coherent zero sound excitation. It is

also interesting that our bounds constrain marginal EFT parameters, whereas most recent

results in UV/IR constraints in QFT apply to irrelevant parameters.

We then turn to the question of nonlinear response of Fermi liquids in Sec. 3. This is

an area of recent interest [23–27] which however has not been treated systematically for

interacting Fermi liquids before. We show that even at leading order in small momenta

and frequencies q, ω/vF ≪ pF , nonlinear response depends on data beyond the Landau

parameters Fℓ. Using the nonlinear EFT of Fermi liquids introduced in [28], we parametrize

the “generalized Landau parameters” that enter in nonlinear response, focusing on three-

point functions. This allows us to provide a closed-form expression for the density three-

point function of an interacting Fermi liquid in Eq. (3.37).

The nonlinear EFT also allows for a systematic analysis of symmetries. In Sec. 4,

we impose Galilean invariance, scale invariance, and Lorentz invariance, recovering the

previous linear constraints (1.1) and (1.2), and deriving new nonlinear constraints on the

generalized Landau parameters. In particular, our nonlinear Lorentz constraints can be

stated as follows:

{
2∇i

p⃗(ϵpF
(2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′))− 2

∫
p′′
F (2,0)(p⃗′′, p⃗′)F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′′)∇i

p⃗′′f
0
p′′

−3
∫
p′′
ϵp′′F

(3,0)(p⃗, p⃗′, p⃗′′)∇i
p′′f

0
p′′

}
pF

= 0 .

(1.5)

Here F (2,0) is the usual Landau interaction function, whereas F (3,0) denotes generalized

Landau parameters that also contribute at leading order to the density three point function,

and f0k = Θ(pF − |⃗k|) is the distribution function of the unperturbed Fermi surface state.

The equation, to be evaluated at |p⃗| = |p⃗′| = pF performing the derivatives, leads to an

infinite series of constraints on the harmonics of the Landau parameters. We emphasize the

appearance of the generalized Landau parameters F (3,0) in this Lorentz constraint, which

was missed in previous studies on relativistic constraints on Fermi liquids [22].

Finally, in Sec. 5, we test our constraints in various microscopic models: a free Fermi

gas of Dirac fermions, Dirac fermions with a small four-Fermi interaction, and a strongly

interacting Fermi liquid arising from a large N Chern-Simons matter theory [29]. We find

that they are satisfied in each of these models. Along the way, we discuss how to extract

EFT parameters from microscopics, and match microscopic operators to effective operators

in the EFT.
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2 Linear constraints on Fermi liquids

An efficient way to parametrize and study interacting Fermi liquids is through Fermi surface

bosonization [30–33]. To leading order in derivatives and fields, the action for a (2+1)-

dimensional Fermi liquid in this approach is

S = −pF
2

∫
dtd2xdθ

(2π)2
∇nϕ

(
ϕ̇+ vF∇nϕ+ vF

∫
dθ′

(2π)2
F (2,0)(θ − θ′)∇n′ϕ′

)
+ · · · , (2.1)

where ∇n = n̂(θ) · ∇, with n̂ =
(cos(θ)
sin(θ)

)
the unit vector perpendicular to the Fermi surface.

The degree of freedom ϕ(t, x⃗, θ), or its Fourier transform ϕ(t, q⃗, θ), represents a particle-

hole excitation with momentum q ≪ pF near the Fermi surface at the angle θ. These

particle-hole pairs are described by chiral bosons at every angle θ propagating with Fermi

velocity vF in the direction n̂, which couple through the Landau interactions F (2,0)(θ− θ′).
We have assumed translation and rotation invariance.

This action reproduces the bosonic response of Fermi liquids, in the approximation

where only marginal interactions (forward scattering) are considered [3–5, 34]. There are

several ways to arrive at this action, whose equation of motion is the linearization of

Landau’s kinetic theory. It can be motivated from the algebra of fermion bilinears near the

Fermi surface [30, 31], normal ordered with respect to the Fermi surface state. Relatedly,

it is the unique theory that nonlinearly realizes the (anomalous) LU(1) symmetry [20].

Finally, the coadjoint orbit formalism [28] allows to systematically extend this EFT to

higher order in derivatives and fields. This last approach will be reviewed in Sec. 3, so we

do not further motivate Eq. (2.1) here.

2.1 Static susceptibilities and symmetry constraints

The quadratic action for particle-hole fluctuations (2.1) features a number of parameters

that characterize a Fermi liquid state: the Fermi wave-vector pF related to the density via

Luttinger’s theorem

⟨ρ⟩ =
p2F
4π

, (2.2)

the Fermi velocity vF , and the Landau parameters Fℓ, ℓ = 0, 1, 2, . . ., defined as the Fourier

components of the couplings appearing in (2.1):

F (2,0)(θ − θ′) = 2π
∑
ℓ

Fℓe
iℓ(θ−θ′) , F−ℓ = F ∗

ℓ = Fℓ . (2.3)

We would like to find the constraints that symmetry imposes on these parameters. Sym-

metries in QFT are usually imposed directly at the level of the action. Boost and dilation

symmetries are somewhat subtle to implement in this way, because they are nonlinearly

realized on the fluctuations ϕ. This will be done more systematically in Sec. 4; we will first

follow a more pedestrian approach in this section, by considering a set of observables and

imposing symmetries on these.
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At the Gaussian level (2.1), Fermi liquids have a conserved density at every patch,

given by

ρθ ≡
pF
2π
∇nϕ , ρθ =

∑
ℓ

eiℓθρℓ , ρ−ℓ = ρ∗ℓ . (2.4)

The two-point function of these densities is simple to evaluate perturbatively in the Landau

parameters

⟨ρθρ′θ⟩(ω, q⃗) =
i pF
2πvF

vF qn
ω − vF qn

[
2πδ(θ − θ′) + 1

2π
F (2,0)(θ − θ′) vF qn′

ω − vF qn′
+ · · ·

]
. (2.5)

While the general expression for finite Landau parameters is complicated, it simplifies in

the static limit ω → 0. The static susceptibilities for the harmonics ρℓ are a simple sequence

of observables that measure the Landau parameters:

χℓ ≡ lim
q→0

lim
ω→0

GR
ρℓρ−ℓ

(ω, q⃗) =
pF
vF

1

2π

1

1 + Fℓ
. (2.6)

This result can be found by expressing the Hamiltonian in terms of the harmonics ρℓ

H =
1

2

vF
pF

2π
∑
ℓ

∫
d2x ρℓρ−ℓ(1 + Fℓ) . (2.7)

and introducing static (time-independent) sources H → H −
∑

ℓ

∫
d2xµℓρ−ℓ before evalu-

ating χℓ = ∂ρℓ/∂µℓ.

In a Fermi liquid beyond the approximation (2.1), all the densities ρℓ are only ap-

proximately conserved, except for the ℓ = 0, 1 harmonics which correspond to U(1) charge

density ρ and momentum density πi 5:

ρ = ρ0 =
pF
2π

∫
dθ

2π
∇nϕ , πi = pF

(
Re ρ1
Im ρ1

)
=
p2F
2π

∫
dθ

2π
n̂i∇nϕ . (2.8)

The susceptibilities associated with these densities, χρρ = χ0 and χππ = 1
2p

2
Fχ1, can in

some cases be fixed by symmetries of the underlying microscopic (zero density) system.

For example, scale invariant microscopics with dynamic critical exponent z implies that

the density depends on the chemical potential µ = ϵF as ρ ∝ µd/z in d spatial dimensions,

so that the charge susceptibility is

χ0 =
∂ρ

∂µ
=
ρ

µ

d

z
. (2.9)

Comparing with Eq. (2.6) and using the Luttinger relation Eq. (2.2), this fixes the zeroth

Landau parameter:

1 + F0 =
µ

vF pF
z . (2.10)

This result applies in particular to CFTs (z = 1) and non-relativistic (Schrödinger) CFTs

(z = 2) that become Fermi liquids upon doping. In these cases, one recovers (1.2) as

advertised. This expression holds in d = 3 as well, see App. A.

5Momentum density is the T 0i component of the stress tensor.
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Boost invariance similarly fixes the momentum susceptibility:

χππ =

mρ Galileo,

ε+ P = µρ Lorentz.
(2.11)

Here m is the “bare mass”, or more formally the central charge of the Galilean algebra.

While these relations are well-known, their derivation is somewhat subtle and is reviewed

in App. B. Comparing again with (2.6), this fixes the first Landau parameter:

1 + F1 =
pFρ

vFχππ
=


pF
vFm Galileo,

pF
vFµ Lorentz.

(2.12)

Expressed in terms of the effective mass m∗ ≡ pF /vF , these take the form (1.1).

For conformal Fermi liquids, combining (2.10) and (2.12) one finds that the Fermi

velocity is entirely fixed in terms of the first two Landau parameters

v2F =
1

(1 + F0)(1 + F1)
. (2.13)

2.2 Collective modes and causality

Causality places constraints on the dynamics that can emerge from relativistic systems.

Even in the vacuum, these constraints are often not obvious from symmetry principles

alone [35–37]. Here, we are interested in such constraints beyond the vacuum, in finite

density states that are not themselves Lorentz invariant. One way causality manifests

itself throughout the spectrum of relativistic QFTs is from microcausality: [O1,O2] = 0

for space-like separated operators. This implies that the Fourier transform of retarded

Green’s functions must be analytic for momenta pµ = (ω, ki) with imaginary part pointing

in the forward light-cone [38]

GR(ω, q⃗) analytic in ω for Imω > | Im q| , (2.14)

a condition which offers a simple UV/IR-type constraint on the emergence of non-trivial

physics at low energies, in any state. Microcausality has been studied in Lorentz non-

invariant states before (see, e.g., [39–45]). However, its implications for Fermi liquids

arising from relativistic QFTs has to our knowledge not been explored; we will do so here.

The charge density two-point function features a host of non-analyticities in Fermi

liquids. Already in a free Fermi gas (obtained by setting F (2,0) = 0 in (2.5) and integrating

over θ), it is given by

GR
ρρ(ω, q⃗) = −i

pF
2πvF

[
−1 + s√

(s+ i0+)2 − 1

]
, s ≡ ω

vF |q⃗|
, (2.15)

and features a branch cut signalling the particle-hole continuum ω ≤ vF q. In the presence

of interactions, nonzero Landau parameters often lead to additional collective excitations

above the particle-hole continuum, illustrated in Fig. 2a, which we will turn to shortly.
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Figure 3: Causality constraints on conformal Fermi liquids in d = 2 spatial dimensions,

in the space of the first Landau parameters F0, F1. The dark gray region is excluded by

(2.16). Stronger constraints arise from demanding that collective excitations be causal;

if higher Landau parameters are negligible, the constraint (2.26) leads to the light-gray

exclusion region. The remaining parameter space either features no coherent sound mode

(white), a zero sound mode when (2.23) is satisfied (blue) or both zero sound and shear

sound when F1 ≥ 1 (green). The red line (F0, F1) ∈ 0 ⊗ R+ shows the values realized in

the class of CFTs considered in Sec. 5.3.

Demanding that the branch point in Eq. (2.15) satisfy (2.14) requires the Fermi velocity

to be subluminal vF ≤ 1. This is interesting to apply to a conformal Fermi liquid, where

the velocity is fixed in terms of Landau parameters: in this case, Eq. (2.13) leads to

F0F1 + F0 + F1 ≥ 0 . (2.16)

In the absence of conformal symmetry, this constraint becomes

(1 + F0)(1 + F1)
d log pF
d logµ

≥ 1 , (2.17)

and depends on the equation of state of the QFT ρ(µ) or pF (µ).

Collective modes, illustrated in Fig. 2a, correspond to poles in the Green’s function

which must also satisfy (2.14). As they are by definition faster than vF , requiring them

to be subluminal will lead to stronger constraints. The velocity of collective modes is a

complicated nonlinear function of the Fℓ’s – we will therefore make simplifying assumption

to study them below.
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Collective modes with Fℓ≥2 = 0

These interesting symmetry constraints on F0 and F1 suggest investigating collective (zero

sound) excitations in this system. For simplicity, we will assume all other Landau param-

eters are zero Fℓ≥2 = 0. The equation of motion from (2.1) is

(s− cos θ)ρθ = cos θ

∫
dθ′

(2π)2
F (2,0)(θ − θ′)ρθ′ , (2.18)

where we Fourier transformed and set s ≡ ω/(vF q). Because we are looking for a collective

excitation above the particle-hole continuum, we shall assume s > 1. Dividing by the factor

s− cos θ, one then obtains

ρθ =
cos θ

s− cos θ

∫
dθ′

(2π)2
F (2,0)(θ − θ′)ρθ′ . (2.19)

A collective excitation will exist if and only if this equation has a solution. For our choices

of Landau parameters, F (γ) = F0 + 2F1 cos γ, the solution must take the form

ρθ(s) =
cos θ

s− cos θ

(
u0(s) + eiθu1(s) + e−iθu∗1(s)

)
. (2.20)

Inserting this expression back in Eq. (2.19) leads to the linear system u1

u0

u∗1

 =

F1I0 F1I1 F1I2

F0I1 F0I0 F0I1

F1I2 F1I1 F1I0


 u1

u0

u∗1

 , (2.21)

where

In ≡
∫

dθ

2π

cos θ

s− cos θ
einθ =

(s−
√
s2 − 1)n√
s2 − 1

(
s− δ0n

√
s2 − 1

)
. (2.22)

A solution exists if the linear system is singular, which leads to a zero sound mode when

F0 > −
2F1

1 + F1
, (2.23)

with speed

v0
vF

=

√
(F1 + 1)

(
2F0F1 +

√
F1 + 1

√
4F0((F0 + 3)F1 + F0 + 1) + 9F1 + 1− 2F0 + 3F1 − 1

)
2
√
2F1

(2.24)

Furthermore, when F1 > 1, a second solution exists: shear sound [1, 2, 46]6, with velocity

v⊥
vF

=
1 + F1

2
√
F1

. (2.25)

This mode is always slower than zero sound. Requiring zero sound to be subluminal, for

the case of a CFT where vF = 1/
√
(1 + F0)(1 + F1) leads to the constraint

2F0F1 + F0 + F1 ≥ 0 , (2.26)

6See Refs. [47–49] for discussions of shear sound in metals.
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which is a little stronger than Eq. (2.16); in particular it requires F0 ≥ −1
2 . Note that (2.26)

can only be imposed when the zero sound mode exists, i.e. when Eq. (2.23) is satisfied.

The excluded region is therefore disconnected, and is shown in light gray in Fig. 3.

Strong coupling limit

It is interesting to consider the limit where vF becomes small. For a CFT, this requires F0

or F1 to become large, i.e. the Fermi liquid is strongly coupled. Taking them to infinity

with a fixed ratio, one finds that vF → 0 and v⊥ → 0 but

lim
F0,F1→∞

v0 =
1√
2
, (2.27)

which matches the conformal speed of sound of a superfluid. One can furthermore check

that zero sound carries most of the spectral weight of the density two-point function in

this limit. The system therefore behaves like a superfluid. A similar conclusion holds if

only F0 →∞. If one instead takes F1 →∞ with F0 finite, then both modes retain a finite

velocity sandwiching 1/
√
2

lim
F1→∞

v0 =
1

2

√
3 + 2F0

1 + F0
, and v20 =

1

2
− v2⊥ . (2.28)

This second equation matches the shear and longitudinal sound modes of a conformal solid

[50]. In this limit, the Fermi liquid behaves like a solid. It is interesting that superfluids

and solids appear to be in the ‘moduli space’ of Fermi liquids.

3 Nonlinear EFT of Fermi liquids

Our discussion so far has revealed certain symmetry and causality constraints on the fa-

miliar Landau parameters of Fermi liquids. Elevating this to a systematic analysis requires

a controlled effective field theory (EFT), capable of capturing power-law corrections to

Fermi liquids beyond Eq. (2.1). Such effective field theories, written in terms of fermionic

quasiparticles, were elegantly laid out by Polchinski and Shankar [4, 5]. While the symme-

try analysis we will perform could be carried out in that formalism, we will instead make

use of another recently proposed approach: nonlinear bosonization of Fermi surfaces [28],

which provides the nonlinear completion to Eq. (2.1). The advantage of bosonization is

that scaling is simpler: the momentum of bosonic excitations does not scale to the Fermi

wavevector at low energies. Moreover, partial cancellations in fermion loops make nonlin-

earities smaller than expected [51], a feature that is manifest in nonlinear bosonization.

However, bosonization of Fermi surfaces comes with a cost: while classical effects are

well-captured, quantum corrections in d > 1 require subtle regularization to make sense of

a quantum field living in phase space [32, 33] (instead, they are well understood in d = 1

[52, 53]). We will avoid this issue by studying the leading behavior of correlation functions

at small frequencies and wavevectors ω/vF , q ≪ pF .
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3.1 Landau’s Kinetic Equation

Fermi liquids, in the semiclassical limit, are described by a nonlinear version of the colli-

sionless Boltzmann equation, also known as Landau’s kinetic equation [1, 2]

∂tf + {f, ϵ̃[f ]} = 0,

ϵ̃[f ] = ϵ(p⃗)+2

∫
ddp

(2π)d
F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)δf(t, x⃗, p⃗′) + · · · ,

(3.1)

where {F,G} = ∇xF ·∇pG−∇pF ·∇xG is the Poisson bracket, f(t, x⃗, p⃗) is the single-particle

distribution function, δf is the fluctuation of this distribution function from its ground state

value, ϵ(p⃗) is the free particle dispersion relation, and F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′) is a phenomenological

function, known as Landau’s interaction function, which characterizes two-body interac-

tions. Its superscript will be explained below as we generalize this equation.

We will see shortly that Eq. (3.1) can reproduce the linearized results obtained in

Sec. 2. In reality, however, Landau’s Fermi liquid theory should be viewed as an expan-

sion in fluctuations and spatial derivatives: indeed, no symmetry forbids O(δf2) terms or

higher gradient terms to appear in ϵ̃[f ]. These are ignored in most treatments of Fermi

liquids, because they only produce subleading corrections to linear response observables

such as two-point functions. However, they contribute to the leading behavior of nonlinear

observables, and should be incorporated in any systematic EFT of Fermi liquids. We will

include them below after introducing an action principle for Eq. (3.1).

3.2 Fermi liquids in action

Ref. [28] showed that Landau’s kinetic equation (3.1) can be obtained as a variation prin-

ciple from the action

S =

∫
dtTr

[
f0U

−1 (∂t − ϵ)U
]

−
∫
dtddxddpddp′

(2π)2d
F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)δf(x⃗, p⃗)δf(x⃗, p⃗′) + · · · .

(3.2)

In the first term, similar to the Berry phase term for ferromagnets or Wess-Zumino-Witten

(WZW) terms more generally, we have used a matrix notation: objects in the trace are ele-

ments of the Lie algebra of canonical transformations, whose commutators are the Poisson

brackets encountered above. The trace over an element of the algebra is defined as

Tr [A] ≡
∫
ddxddp

(2π)d
A(x⃗, p⃗). (3.3)

We have also defined the group element U that takes a chosen reference state f0 to the

true distribution function

f = Uf0U
−1 . (3.4)
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With these definitions at hand, trace expressions can be handled similarly as in nonlinear

sigma models. For example, the dispersion term ϵ can be written∫
dtTr

[
f0U

−1ϵU
]
=

∫
dtTr [fϵ] =

∫
dtddxddp

(2π)d
f(t, x⃗, p⃗)ϵ(p⃗) . (3.5)

We have assumed translation invariance, so that ϵ(x⃗, p⃗) = ϵ(p⃗). These definitions find a

more formal underpinning in the framework of coadjoint orbits, see [28, 54] for details.7

The only point that is relevant for our purposes is that the equations of motion leads to

Landau’s kinetic equation (3.1). To establish this, it is important to note that the degree

of freedom is not an arbitrary distribution function f(t, x⃗, p⃗), but rather the subset that

can be obtained from phase-space preserving deformations of an arbitrary reference state

f0. These can be parametrized as (3.4), so that the action must be varied with respect to

U → eδαU . The equation of motion δS/δα(t, x⃗, p⃗) = 0 then leads to (3.1). Note that an

(arbitrary) reference state f0 must be specified to express the WZW term, even though

this reference state does not enter in the equation of motion.8

At the classical level, the action (3.2) is therefore equivalent to Landau’s kinetic theory

(3.1). However, the action formulation has a number of advantages over the equation of

motion. Already classically, it allows for a simpler implementation of symmetries, which we

will make use of below. At the quantum level, the normalization of the action S contains

more information than its equation of motion δS = 0. In d = 1, this reproduces nonlinear

bosonization beyond Luttinger liquids [53]. In higher dimensions, a full quantum treatment

remains to be established (see [32, 33, 60] for partial results in that direction).

The generalization of Landau’s Fermi liquid theory to higher orders in fluctuations

and fields is now straightforward: one allows the action to take the most general form as

a double expansion in fluctuations δf = f − f0 as well as spatial derivatives ∇x/pF , with

pF the expected UV cutoff scale of the EFT. Assuming both translational and rotational

invariance, the Hamiltonian takes the form

H[f ] =

∫
x⃗p⃗
ϵ(p⃗)f(x⃗, p⃗),

+

∫
x⃗p⃗p⃗′

F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)δf(x⃗, p⃗)δf(x⃗, p⃗′) + F⃗ (2,1)(p⃗, p⃗′) · ∇xδf(x⃗, p⃗)δf(x⃗, p⃗
′) + . . . ,

+

∫
x⃗p⃗p⃗′p⃗′′

F (3,0)(p⃗, p⃗′, p⃗′′)δf(x⃗, p⃗)δf(x⃗, p⃗′)δf(x⃗, p⃗′′) + . . . ,

(3.6)

with
∫
x⃗ ≡

∫
ddx and

∫
p⃗ ≡

∫ ddp
(2π)d

. The functions ϵ, F (m,n) are the Wilson coefficients of this

theory. F (m,n) denotes such a term entering at mth order in fluctuations, and nth order

7See also [55] for earlier work on the bosonization of Fermi surfaces using coadjoint orbits. Related work

includes [56, 57], where particle-hole excitations in the entire Fermi sea are kept in the description, and

[58, 59] where similar constructions were considered in the context of quantum Hall states.
8As usual with WZW terms, the action can be made manifestly independent of f0 when expressed in

one higher dimension.
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in derivatives, with F (2,0) being Landau’s interaction function. These arbitrary functions

are really “Wilson coefficient functions” and encode towers of Wilsonian couplings, as can

be seen by expanding in fluctuations, which we turn to next. In summary, the action to

nonlinear orders in the phase-space density is explicitly

S =

∫
dtTr

[
f0U

−1 (∂t − ϵ)U
]
,

−
∫
tx⃗p⃗p⃗′

F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)δf(x⃗, p⃗)δf(x⃗, p⃗′) + F⃗ (2,1)(p⃗, p⃗′) · ∇xδf(x⃗, p⃗)δf(x⃗, p⃗
′) + . . . ,

−
∫
tx⃗p⃗p⃗′p⃗′′

F (3,0)(p⃗, p⃗′, p⃗′′)δf(x⃗, p⃗)δf(x⃗, p⃗′)δf(x⃗, p⃗′′) + . . . . (3.7)

Note that F (2,1) must break time-reversal symmetry, which acts on the distribution function

as f(t, x⃗, p⃗) → f(−t, x⃗,−p⃗). It is interesting that this term enters at the same order in

derivatives as the Berry curvature in d = 2 [61, 62]. For time-reversal invariant Fermi

liquids, higher gradient corrections instead start at O(∇2) and take the schematic form

F
(2,2)
ij ∂iδf∂jδf

′. Because we focus on the leading low momentum response functions below,

we will not consider such gradient corrections in this paper.

3.3 Expansion for fluctuations

In order to study observables with the EFT, which will allow us to match its Wilsonian

coefficients with microscopic models, it is necessary to expand it in fluctuations. We will

proceed similarly to nonlinear sigma models. Since we are focusing on isotropic systems,

we will expand around a spherical (or circular) Fermi surface

f0(p) = Θ(pF − |p⃗|) . (3.8)

The most general distribution function f(t, x⃗, p⃗) that is reachable from (3.8) through canon-

ical transformations can be written as Eq. (3.4). Parametrizing U in terms of an element

of the algebra of canonical transformations ϕ ∈ gcan as U ≡ e−ϕ,9 one can expand in

fluctuations as

f ≡ Uf0U−1 = f0 − {ϕ, f0}+
1

2
{ϕ, {ϕ, f0}}+ · · · . (3.9)

One can check that f is indeed a function that only takes values 0 and 1 by observing

that the above series takes the form of a Taylor expansion. The orbit of f0 under arbitrary

canonical transformations is the set of sharp, deformed Fermi surface of a fixed volume.

9Note in particular that in the matrix notation we’re using here, the exponential e−ϕ is not to be confused

with the function k(x⃗, p⃗) = e−ϕ(x⃗,p⃗), but rather corresponds to the exponent map that takes an element of

the Lie algebra of canonical transformations to a finite canonical transformation that it generates.
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Not all canonical transformations generate different states from f0 though, since the

stabilizer subgroup or subalgebra of the ground state is nontrivial

H = {V | V f0V −1 = f0} ⊂ Gcan ,

h = {α | {α, f0} = 0} ⊂ gcan .
(3.10)

Here Gcan is the group of canonical transformations, and H the subgroup that leaves f0

invariant. Similarly, h ⊂ gcan is the corresponding subalgebra. The degree of freedom

therefore lives in the coset (coadjoint orbit) Gcan/H. The equivalence relation on ϕ reads

as

e−ϕ ∼ eαe−ϕ, or ϕ ∼ ϕ− α+
1

2
{ϕ, α}+ . . . , α ∈ h . (3.11)

This gauge invariance allows us to restrict ϕ(t, x⃗, p⃗) to its value on the Fermi surface

ϕ(t, x⃗, p⃗) = ϕ(t, x⃗, θ) , (3.12)

where θ denotes the d− 1 angles on the Fermi surface, by choosing an appropriate α ∈ h.

For example, to leading order in fields, the appropriate choice is α = ϕ−ϕ|pF , which indeed

satisfies {α, f0} = 0.

We are now ready to expand in fluctuations. The distribution function Eq. (3.9) takes

the form

f = Θ(pF − |p⃗|) +∇nϕδ(|p⃗| − pF )

+
1

2

[
1

pF

(
∂θiϕ∇i

s∇nϕ−∇i
sϕ∂θi(∇nϕ)

)
δ(|p⃗| − pF )− (∇nϕ)

2δ′(|p⃗| − pF )
]

+O(ϕ3),

(3.13)

where ∇nϕ = n̂ · ∇x⃗ϕ,∇i
sϕ = ŝi · ∇x⃗ϕ and n̂(θ) and ŝi(θ) denotes the normal and d − 1

tangent vectors to the Fermi surface. The action, up to cubic order in ϕ and leading order

in derivatives (i.e., keeping only terms F (n,m) with n ≤ 3 and m = 0 in Eq. (3.7)), takes

the following form

S = −
pd−1
F

2

∫
tx⃗θ
∇nϕ

(
ϕ̇+ vF∇nϕ+ vF

∫
θ′
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)(∇nϕ)

′
)

−
pd−2
F

3!

∫
tx⃗θ
∇nϕ

[
(∇i

sϕ)(∂θi ϕ̇)− (∇i
sϕ̇)(∂θiϕ)

]
+

(
d− 1

2
vF + pF ϵ

′′
)
(∇nϕ)

3

−
pd−2
F

2

∫
tx⃗θθ′

vF

{
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

[
∇i

s(∇nϕ∂θiϕ)(∇nϕ)
′
]

+ ∂θiF
(2,0)(θ, θ′)

[
(∇nϕ∇i

sϕ)(∇nϕ)
′
]
+ F

(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′)

[
(∇nϕ)

2(∇nϕ)
′]}

− pd−2
F

∫
tx⃗θθ′θ′′

F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′)(∇nϕ)(∇nϕ)
′(∇nϕ)

′′ + · · · .

(3.14)

where
∫
tx⃗ ≡

∫
dtddx and

∫
θ ≡

dd−1θ
(2π)d

, and the ′ superscript indicates evaluation of all

fields at angle θ′, e.g. (∇nϕ)
′ = n̂(θ′) · ∇ϕ(t, x⃗, θ′). The Wilsonian coefficients appearing
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in the action are derivatives of the dispersion vF ≡ ϵ′(pF ) and ϵ′′(pF ), as well as gener-

alized Landau parameters: F (2,0)(θ, θ′) = F (2,0)(θ − θ′) ≡ 2pd−1
F F (2,0)(pF n̂, pF n̂

′)/vF and

F
(2,0)
1 ≡ 2pdF

vF
∂|p⃗|
(
F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)

)
pF
. F (3,0) has also similarly been evaluated at the Fermi sur-

face and rescaled as F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′) ≡ p2d−1
F F (3,0)(pF n̂, pF n̂

′, pF n̂
′′). The ellipsis denotes

higher derivative and O(ϕ4) terms. Each term in this expanded action is scale-covariant,

and one can use simple power counting to determine the classical scaling dimension of all

the interactions. Scaling ω ∼ q and ϕ ∼ q(d−1)/2, one finds that the entire Gaussian action,

in the first line is marginal10. This is the action that we already considered in Sec. 2 – in

particular the usual Landau parameters F (2,0) are marginal as expected. The remaining

cubic terms are irrelevant and scale as S(3)/S(2) ∼ ∇ϕ ∼ q(d+1)/2. The other generalized

Landau parameters F (m,n) are therefore irrelevant, but some will contribute to the leading

order nonlinear response. For example, F (3,0) will contribute to the leading density three-

point function of a Fermi liquid, as evidenced by the fact that it is no more irrelevant than

other cubic terms in the EFT.

Let us briefly comment on some advantages of this EFT compared to the more conven-

tional fermionic EFTs for Fermi liquids [4, 5, 34]. The latter is formulated in momentum

space in terms of a fermionic (quasiparticle) degree of freedom ψ(t, p⃗). The scaling of mo-

mentum under RG is nonlinear since it scales radially towards the Fermi surface instead

of towards the origin of momentum space. Due to this, individual interactions need to

be made nonlocal in position space for an efficient scaling analysis, for example, the four

fermion interaction is written as∫
p⃗1p⃗2p⃗3p⃗4

V (p⃗F1, p⃗F2, p⃗F3, p⃗F4)ψ
†(p⃗1)ψ

†(p⃗2)ψ(p⃗3)ψ(p⃗4)δ

(∑
i

p⃗i

)
. (3.15)

In particular, the interaction potential V isn’t evaluated at the momenta p⃗i, but instead at

the intersections p⃗Fi of those momenta with the Fermi surface in momentum space, making

the term non-local. Even with this approximation, this interaction is not scale-covariant.

It’s scaling dimension depends crucially on whether
∑

i p⃗Fi vanishes or not. When it

does, the interaction is classically marginal and corresponds to either the 1-loop marginal

quadratic interaction function F (2,0)(θ, θ′), or a marginally (ir)relevant BCS interaction,

depending on the sign of V . For other configurations of p⃗Fi, the interaction is strictly

irrelevant, making a power counting approach highly nontrivial, especially when applied to

higher order interactions.

An improvement to this EFT was provided recently in [63, 64] where the couplings

functions are no longer restricted to the Fermi surface, which seems to reveal other instabil-

ities to the theory that the Shankar-Polchinski EFT does not capture. The consequences of

fully momentum-dependent couplings at the level of EFT are also captured by the coadjoint

10This is different from engineering dimensions of the parameters necessary for making the action a

dimensionless phase. In particular, pF has has the same engineering dimensions as momenta but doesn’t

scale under RG.

– 16 –



orbit EFT in Eq. (3.7) via the momentum dependence in the various interaction functions

F (m,n)(p⃗1, . . . , p⃗m), resulting in additional couplings such as F
(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′) in Eq. (3.14).

Furthermore, the fermion EFT suffers from subtle cancellations in nonlinear correlation

functions of bosonic operators such as the U(1) current, rendering power counting impos-

sible [51]. The coadjoint orbit EFT, however, makes the scaling of correlation functions

transparent, which simplifies the calculation of certain correlation functions.

3.4 Operator matching in the EFT

The primary observables in our effective field theory (EFT) are the correlation functions

of operators. In the interacting EFT, these correlation functions depend on the Landau

parameters, which encode our limited understanding of the ultraviolet (UV) physics. As is

typical in EFT, one can compute the correlation functions of the EFT operators to extract

information about these parameters by comparing with analogous microscopic calculations.

However, determining the EFT counterpart of a given microscopic operator is generally

nontrivial, except in special cases such as conserved currents. In this section, we identify

the EFT counterpart of several microscopic operators of physical relevance to our study,

and discuss their leading correlators at small external momenta.

U(1) current

The first operator we will be interested in is the conserved U(1) current jµ. The simplest

way to obtain jµ in the EFT is to gauge the symmetry, as described in [28, 54]:

SWZW(A) =

∫
dtTr

[
f0U

−1(∂t +A0)U
]
, (3.16)

SH [f,A] =

∫
t,x⃗,p⃗

ϵ(p⃗)δfA(t, x⃗, p⃗) +

∫
t,x⃗,p⃗,p⃗′

F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)δfA(t, x⃗, p⃗)δfA(t, x⃗, p⃗
′) + · · · ,

where δfA(t, x⃗, p⃗) = f(t, x⃗, p⃗+ A⃗)−f0(p⃗) and f0(p⃗) given by Eq. (3.8). Viewing Aµ(t, x⃗) as

a background gauge field and differentiating the action with respect to it yields the U(1)

current:

ρ ≡ j0 =
∫
p⃗
f(t, x⃗, p⃗),

ji =

∫
p⃗

[
∇i

p⃗ϵ(|p⃗|)f(t, x⃗, p⃗)− 2

∫
p⃗′
F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)∇i

p⃗f0(p⃗)δf(t, x⃗, p⃗
′)

+

∫
p⃗′

(
2∇i

p⃗F
(2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)− 3

∫
p⃗′′
F (3,0)(p⃗, p⃗′, p⃗′′)∇i

p⃗′′f0(p⃗
′′)

)
δf(t, x⃗, p⃗)δf(t, x⃗, p⃗′)

]
+O(∇2δf, δf3) .

(3.17)

The currents and densities constructed in this manner satisfy the U(1) charge conservation

equation ∂µj
µ = 0 upon using the equations of motion. These can also be expanded in
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fluctuations, using Eq. (3.13). For example, the density operator up to quadratic order in

ϕ is given by,

ρ(t, x⃗) = pd−1
F

∫
dd−1θ

(2π)d

[
∇nϕ+

1

2pF
∇si (∂θiϕ∇nϕ)

]
+O(ϕ3) . (3.18)

Stress tensor

In principle, the stress tensor Tµν can be similarly obtained by coupling the EFT to a

background metric. We have found it simpler to instead obtain the stress tensor using

the Noether method. We start with spatial translations, whose action on fields can be

conveniently implemented with a canonical transformation

Wx = ea⃗(t,x⃗)·p⃗, f →Wx f Wx
−1. (3.19)

This allows us to directly implement this transformation at the level of the action in terms

of the phase space density f in Eq. (3.7), without explicitly expanding in fluctuations ϕ.

Under this canonical transformation, the phase-space density changes as follows

δafp ≡Wx fpWx
−1 − fp ≃ {a⃗ · p⃗, f(t, p⃗, x⃗)}

= ∂ia⃗ · p⃗ ∂pi(δfp + f0p )− a⃗ · ∇x⃗δfp,
(3.20)

We are keeping the p dependence of f explicit as it will be useful below, i.e., fp ≡
f(t, x⃗, p⃗), δfp ≡ f(t, x⃗, p⃗)−Θ(pF − |p⃗|) and f0p ≡ f0(p⃗).

As a result, the change in the Hamiltonian and the WZW term are

δaSH = −
∫
tx⃗p⃗

[
ϵpδafp + 2

∫
p⃗′
F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)δafpδfp′ + 3

∫
p⃗′p⃗′′

F (3,0)(p⃗, p⃗′, p⃗′′)δafpδfp′δfp′′

]
+O(δf3),

δaSWZW =

∫
t,x⃗,p⃗

∂ta⃗ · p⃗fp. (3.21a)

The stress tensors T ij and T ti (where i, j are spatial indices) generating the corresponding

Noether currents are obtained using standard Noether procedure

T ij =

∫
p⃗

{
pj∇i

p⃗ϵpfp +

∫
p⃗′

(
−2pjF (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)∇i

p⃗

(
δfp + f0p

)
− δijF (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)δfp

−3
∫
p⃗′′
pjF (3,0)(p⃗, p⃗′p⃗′′)∇i

p⃗f
0
p δfp′′

)
δfp′

}
+O(δf3),

T ti =

∫
p⃗
pifp .

(3.22)

We now turn to time translations. Unlike spatial translations, implementing time trans-

lations as canonical transformations is not possible. Therefore, we explicitly examine the

transformation of the field ϕ under an infinitesimal time translations as follows:

ϕ(t, x⃗, θi)→ ϕ(t, x⃗, θi) + a(t, x)∂tϕ(t, x⃗, θi) . (3.23)

– 18 –



For convenience, we restrict ourselves to change of the cubic action in Eq. (3.14) to O(ϕ2).

The Noether stress tensors corresponding to time translations are

T it = −
pd−1
F

2

∫
dd−1θ

(2π)d
n̂

[
ϕ̇

(
ϕ̇+ 2vF∇nϕ+ 2vF

∫
dd−1θ′

(2π)d
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)∇n′ϕ′

)]
+O(ϕ3) ,

T tt = −
pd−1
F

2

∫
dd−1θ

(2π)d

[
(∇nϕ)ϕ̇ − L

]
+O(ϕ3) .

(3.24)

where L denotes the integrand of the Gaussian action with interactions. Along with the

gaussian expansion of Eq. (3.22), they satisfy the conservation equations ∂µT
µν = 0, using

the equations of motion. Denote the Hamiltonian density appearing in Eq. (3.6) by H.
From its expansion in terms of ϕ, it is evident that

H = T tt + µj0. (3.25)

Hence we work with an equivalent set of stress tensors, satisfying the conservation equations

T tt = H, T it = T it + µji . (3.26)

For imposing symmetry constraints on our action, it will be more convenient to obtain

the nonlinear version of T it component of the stress tensor, i.e., as an expansion in δf

rather than ϕ. This can be achieved by identifying T ti from the conservation equation

∂µT
µt = 0 with T tt = H; one finds

T it =

∫
p

{(
ϵp∇i

p⃗ϵp − 2

∫
p⃗′
ϵ(|p⃗′|)F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)∇i

p′f
0
p′

)
δfp

+

∫
p′

(
2∇i

p⃗(ϵpF
(2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′))− 3

∫
p′′
ϵp′′F

(3,0)(p⃗, p⃗′, p⃗′′)∇i
p′′f

0
p′′

−2
∫
p′′
F 2(p⃗′′, p⃗′)F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′′)∇i

p⃗′′f
0
p′′

)
δfp′δfp

}
+O(δf3) ,

(3.27)

where we use the equation of motion11 in terms of the phase space density fp obtained

from the action (3.7) to leading order in derivatives (F (m,n>0) = 0)

∂tfp +∇i
p⃗ϵp∇x⃗fp = 2

∫
p⃗′

(
F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)∇i

x⃗δfp′∇
i
p⃗(δfp + f0p )−∇i

p⃗F
(2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)δfp′∇i

x⃗δfp

)
+ 3

∫
p⃗′,p⃗′′

(
F (3,0)(p⃗, p⃗′, p⃗′′)∇i

x⃗

(
δfp′δfp′′

)
∇i

p⃗(δfp + f0p )

−∇i
p⃗F

(3,0)(p⃗, p⃗′, p⃗′′)δfp′δfp′′∇i
x⃗δfp

)
+O(δf3) .

(3.28)

11One can verify that the expansion in ϕ agrees with the Noether construction Eq. (3.26) up to the

relevant order, using equation of motion of ϕ from the linearised action.
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Since currents are only conserved on-shell, i.e., upon using equations of motion, this last

construction leaves a potential ambiguity in their definition. At the level of correlation

functions, such ambiguity manifests itself in the form of contact terms which are analytic

in the external momenta and frequencies. In this work we will focus on non-analytic

contributions to correlation functions at leading order in small external momenta and

frequencies and as such these ambiguities will play no role.12

Similar stress tensors have also been obtained in [22] in a different way. We point out

the similarities and differences of our results with them. To quadratic order in fluctuations

δfp our Hamiltonian density and T ti component of the stress tensors agree with theirs

(Note T ti
here = T it

there). We note however their stress tensor components T it and T ij differs

from ours due to the absence of contribution from the generalized landau parameter F (3,0)

at the quadratic level.

Generic scalar operator

We can now consider a generic local operator in the EFT. Assuming that it transforms as

a scalar under spatial rotations, it must take the form

O(t, x⃗) =
∫
p
γ1(|p|, p⃗ · ∇x⃗,∇2

x)fp +O(δf2) , (3.29)

where γ1 is in principle an arbitrary function of its arguments. Note that any time deriva-

tive can be substituted for spatial derivatives using the equations of motion. Indeed, two

operators differing by terms proportional to the equations of motion have identical corre-

lation functions, up to contact terms. As explained above, we will focus on non-analytic

parts of correlation functions and therefore can freely make use of the equations of motion

here.

As in the rest of this paper, we will focus on observables at leading order in small

momenta. We can therefore ignore the dependence of γ1 on ∇x. In summary, the general

form of a scalar operator, to leading order in gradients is

O(t, x⃗) =
∫
p⃗
γ1(|p⃗|)fp +

∫
p⃗,p⃗′

γ2
(
p⃗, p⃗′

)
δfpδfp′ + · · · , (3.30)

where we slightly generalized the above to include the most general O(δf2) at zeroth order

in gradients. Notice that if one sets γ1(p) = ϵ(p), γ2(p⃗, p⃗
′) = F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′), this operator

corresponds to the Hamiltonian density O = H. This is no accident – the Hamiltonian

density was precisely constructed as the most general scalar operator.

12In [65], it was shown how to resolve this ambiguity by a modification of the usual Noether procedure-

it would be interesting to see if their method can be modified to our case.
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We now expand this operator in fluctuations. Using Eq. (3.13), one finds that the

operator takes the form

O(t, x⃗) = pd−1
F

∫
dd−1θ

(2π)d
γ1

(
∇nϕ+

1

2pF
∇i

s(∇nϕ∂θiϕ)

)
+

1

2
γ′1(∇nϕ)

2

+ p
2(d−1)
F

∫
dd−1θdd−1θ′

(2π)2d
γ2(θ − θ′)∇nϕ∇n′ϕ′ +O(ϕ3),

(3.31)

where γ1 = γ1(pF ), γ
′
1 =

d
dpF

γ1(pF ), and we used rotation invariance to set γ2(pF n̂(θ), pF n̂(θ
′)) =

γ2(θ− θ′). Integrating over space, this has the identical form as the quadratic Hamiltonian

(2.1). It also reduces to the density operator Eq. (3.18) upon setting γ1(p) = 1, γ2 = 0.

To illustrate these results for a nontrivial scalar operator, we study in Sec. 5.1, the

microscopic operator O = ψ̄ψ for a free (2+1)d Dirac fermion of mass m at finite density.

We find that for this operator, γ2 = 0, and

γ1(pF ) =
1√

1 + v2F

, (3.32)

with vF = pF /m.

3.5 Nonlinear density correlators

The main observable we will use to match EFT to microscopics will be correlation functions

of the charge density ρ = j0. As discussed in the previous section, unlike generic operators

the charge density operator and other Noether currents are uniquely fixed in the EFT,

which simplifies the matching procedure.

At the Gaussian level, the EFT (3.14) reduces to the effective action traditionally

used in Fermi surface bosonization, Eq. (2.1). This approximation is sufficient to capture

linear response, or two-point functions, at leading order in the long wavelength limit, as

was studied in Sec. 2. Matching this two-point function with a given microscopic model

allows to identify its Landau parameters. In this section, we turn to three-point functions

of the density, whose comparison with microscopics will allow to fix the generalized Lan-

dau parameters appearing in Eq. (3.14). These are in principle straightforward to obtain

using Feynman diagrams: cubic vertices arise from the WZW term and dispersion relation

(second line in Eq. (3.14)), as well as generalized Landau parameters (third and fourth

lines in Eq. (3.14)). At tree-level—which captures the observable at leading order in small

frequencies and momenta—these cubic vertices will only enter diagrams once. The only

challenge in establishing a closed form expression to all orders in Landau parameters is then

the same as the one encountered in linear response: because regular Landau parameters

F (2,0) are marginal (they enter the Gaussian action without derivative suppression), they

must be kept to all orders even to obtain the leading observable at low energies.

In the following, we review the calculation of the density three-point function of a free

Fermi gas, before turning to the general Fermi liquid. We focus on d = 2 spatial dimensions

for simplicity, but this analysis can carried out similarly in any dimension.
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Figure 4: Density three-point function in a free Fermi gas.

Free Fermi gas

The density three-point function for a free Fermi gas was obtained using nonlinear bosoniza-

tion in [28], we summarize their result here. The ϕ propagators from the Gaussian action

are

Sϕθ,θ′(ω, q) ≡
∫
dtd2x ei(ωt−q⃗·x⃗)⟨ϕ(t, x⃗, θ)ϕ(0, 0, θ′)⟩ = 1

pF

i(2π)2δ(θ − θ′)
qn(ω − vF qn)

. (3.33)

Using the definition of the density Eq. (3.18), and the cubic vertices from the second line of

Eq. (3.14), one finds two sets of diagrams shown in fig. 4 that contribute to the connected

three-point function, given by

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩(0) =
∫
θ

(
⟨ρρρ⟩θWZW + ⟨ρρρ⟩θ

ρ(2)
+ ⟨ρρρ⟩θH

)
,

⟨ρρρ⟩θWZW =
1

3!

pn
ωp − vF pn

qs
ωq − vF qn

∂θ
ωp + 2ωq

(ωp + ωq)− vF (p+ q)n
+ Perm,

⟨ρρρ⟩θH = −
(
1

2
vF + pF ϵ

′′
)

pn
ωp − vF pn

qn
ωq − vF qn

(p+ q)n
(ωp + ωq)− vF (p+ q)n

,

⟨ρρρ⟩θ
ρ(2)

= −1

2

pn(p+ q)s
ωp − vF pn

∂θ
1

ωq − vF qn
+ Perm.

(3.34)

The WZW and the H pieces arise from the terms in the second line of Eq. (3.14), and the

third contribution arises from the O(ϕ2) part of the density operator in Eq. (3.18). “Perm”

denotes the S3 permutation of the external momenta {p, q,−p − q}. Schematically these

correspond to diagrams in fig. 4, where the red dot denotes the interaction and the boson

propagator is denoted by the dotted line.

General Fermi liquid

We now turn to interacting Fermi liquids. Even linear response at low momenta, which

is captured by a Gaussian action (2.1), is complicated: there is no simple closed form

expression for the propagator Sϕθ,θ′(ω, q) in Eq. (3.33) in the presence of general Landau

parameters. Interestingly, nonlinear response is not qualitatively more complicated: one
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Figure 5: Density three-point function in a general Fermi liquid.

can establish a closed form expression for higher-point functions of densities (or other

operators), up to expressions involving this Gaussian propagator Sϕθ,θ′(ω, q).

There are two qualitatively different contributions to the three-point function. The

first contribution is analogous to the free fermion answer, but now with exact propagators

Sϕθ,θ′(p). The diagrams for this part is given by fig. 5 with exact propagators. In equations:

⟨ρpρqρ⟩1Exact = Π3
i=1

∫
θi

(
⟨ρρρ⟩WZW + ⟨ρρρ⟩ρ(2) + ⟨ρρρ⟩H

)
,

⟨ρρρ⟩WZW =
ip3F
3!

∫
θ
[(pn1qn2(p+ q)n3(p+ q)nqs(ωp − ωq))

×Sϕθ,θ1(p+ q)Sϕθ,θ2(q)∂θS
ϕ
θ,θ3

(p) + Perm.
]
,

⟨ρρρ⟩θH =
−ip3F
3!

∫
θ

(vF
2

+ pF ϵ
′′
pF

)
[(pn1qn2(p+ q)n3(p+ q)nqnpn)

×Sϕθ,θ1(p)S
ϕ
θ,θ2

(q)Sϕθ,θ3(p+ q) + Perm.
]
,

⟨ρρρ⟩θ
ρ(2)

=
−p2F
2

(ps1(p+ q)n1qn2(p+ q)n3) ∂θ1S
ϕ
θ1,θ2

(q)Sϕθ1,θ3(p+ q) + Perm,

(3.35)

where Perm denotes the S3 permutations of {(p, θ1), (q, θ2), (−p− q, θ3)}.

The second contribution instead involves new cubic vertices of interacting Fermi liquids

that are absent in Fermi gases: specifically, the cubic terms in Eq. (3.14) involving F (2,0)

and F (3,0). As before, the Wick contractions involve the exact propagators Sϕθ,θ′(p). The

relevant diagrams are the left most figure in fig. 5 and the red dot replaced by these relevant
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interactions. These contributions evaluate to,

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩2Exact =
(
⟨ρρρ⟩F (2,0) + ⟨ρρρ⟩F (3,0)

)
,

⟨ρρρ⟩F (2,0) =
−ivF p3F

2
Π3

i=1

∫
θi

∫
θ,θ′
{pn1qn2(p+ q)n3[

(p+ q)spn(p+ q)n′F (2,0)(θ, θ′)Sϕθ,θ1(p)∂θS
ϕ
θ,θ2

(q)Sϕθ′,θ3(p+ q)

+pnqs(p+ q)n′∂θF
(2,0)(θ, θ′)Sϕθ,θ1(p)S

ϕ
θ,θ2

(q)Sϕθ′,θ3(p+ q)

+pnqn(p+ q)n′F
(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′)Sϕθ,θ1(p)S

ϕ
θ,θ2

(q)Sϕθ′,θ3(p+ q)
]
+ Perm.

}
,

⟨ρρρ⟩F (3,0) = −ip3FΠ3
i=1

∫
θi

∫
θ,θ′,θ′′

{pn1qn2(p+ q)n3[
pnqn′(p+ q)n′′F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′)Sϕθ,θ1(p)S

ϕ
θ′,θ2

(q)Sϕθ′′,θ3(p+ q)
]
+ Perm.

}
(3.36)

The asymptotically exact three-point density correlator of a Fermi liquid (i.e., in the limit

small frequency and momenta) is then given by

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩Exact = ⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩1Exact + ⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩2Exact . (3.37)

We emphasize that the only piece that cannot be readily evaluated for general values of the

Landau parameters is the propagator Sϕθ,θ′(p) that already appears in the linear response

of Fermi liquids. However, it can be evaluated in certain limits, such as static limits: see

Eq. (2.5), which holds to all orders in Landau parameters. Alternatively, this expression

can be expanded at weak coupling, which we turn to next.

Weak coupling limit

We now consider the limit of small Landau parameters, in which case the exact result

obtained above can be expanded and has a closed form expression. Specifically, we will

focus here on weakly coupled Fermi liquids and obtain the first perturbative correction to

the free density three point function. We relegate the detailed computation of the first

– 24 –



correction to the App. E.1, presenting just the analytic result in the main text:

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩(1) =

vF

∫
θ,θ′

[
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θWZW +

∂θF
(2,0)(θ′, θ)

3!

pn′gθ(p|q,−p− q)
(ωp − vF pn′)

+Cyclic] + vF

∫
θ,θ′

[
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θH +Cyclic

]
+ vF

∫
θ,θ′

[
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θρ(2) +

pn′∂θF
(2,0)(θ′, θ)

2(ωp − vF pn′)
hθ(p|q,−p− q)

−1

2

∫
θ,θ′

∂θF
(2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
jθ(p|q,−q − p) + Cyclic

]
− vF

2

∫
θ,θ′

F
(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′)pnqn(p+ q)n′

(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n′)(ωq − vF qn)(ωp − vF pn)
+ Perm

− 6

∫
θ,θ′,θ′′

F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′)pnqn′(p+ q)n′′

(ωp − vF pn)(ωq − vF qn′)(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n′′)
,

(3.38)

where the functions g, h and j are given in Eqs. (E.2), (E.4) and (E.8) respectively and

“Cyclic” denotes the cyclic permutations, i.e., the Z3 permutation of the external momenta

{p, q,−p− q}.
One important qualitative point is that even at the leading order in small frequencies

and wavevectors, this correlation function is sensitive to data beyond the familiar Landau

parameters F (2,0)(θ, θ′). Specifically, the new generalized Landau parameters entering are

F
(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′) and F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′). These can therefore be measured by experiments probing

higher-point functions of densities, which should be accessible in cold atoms [25].

4 Symmetry constraints on the EFT

The Landau parameters F (m,n) in our EFT are already subject to simple constraints arising

from translation and rotation symmetry. In this section, we derive additional more subtle

constraints that the coefficients parametrizing Fermi liquids must obey when the underlying

microscopic theories exhibit certain other symmetries. Specifically, we systematize the

constraints derived in Sec. 2 for Galilean, Lorentz and scale invariance, presenting them in

a manner that facilitates their extension to the generalized Landau parameters appearing

in the EFT of Fermi liquids.

4.1 Galilean invariance

We begin this section by examining Galilean invariance. The presence of a Fermi surface

breaks Galilean boosts, implying that for a microscopic theory with Galilean invariance and

a Fermi liquid IR phase, this symmetry must be realized nonlinearly in the EFT. To illus-

trate the advantage of our EFT formulation in this context, let us derive the consequences
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of Galilean invariance on our action. As outlined in App. D of [28], in the EFT action

this is obtained by implementing Galilean boosts (with boost velocity v⃗) as a canonical

transformation

W = eBv , Bv = v⃗ · (p⃗t−mx⃗) . (4.1)

To linear order in the boost velocity, the Galilean boost symmetry then acts nonlinearly

on δfp:

δvδfp ≡W fpW
−1 − fp ≃ {Bv, fp},

= −tv⃗ · ∇x⃗δfp −mv⃗ · ∇p⃗(δfp + f0p ) .
(4.2)

Let us illustrate implications of Galilean invariance on the free EFT first. The change of

the free action under Galilean transformation, to linear order in boost parameter, takes

the form

δvS
free =

∫
t,x⃗,p⃗

[
v⃗ · p⃗ −mv⃗ · ∇p⃗ϵp

]
(δfp + f0p ) , (4.3)

where ϵp ≡ ϵ(|p⃗|) due to rotational invariance and we have ignored a term which is total

derivative in x⃗. The term proportional to f0p vanishes because of rotational symmetry and

Galilean invariance therefore tells us that the variation in δfp must be zero. We emphasize

that this equation holds in any dimension d. Now we specialize to d = 2, considering the

fluctuations about a spherical Fermi surface

δfp = Θ(−|p⃗|+ pF − δpF (t, x⃗, θ))−Θ(−|p⃗|+ pF )

∼ −δpθF δ(−|p⃗|+ pF ) +
1

2
δpθF

2
∂|p⃗|δ(−|p⃗|+ pF ) +O((δpθF )

3) ,
(4.4)

where δpθF ≡ δpF (t, x⃗, θ) denotes the fluctuation about the Fermi surface. Rotational

invariance and a systematic expansion of our constraint equation (4.3) in δpθF translates to

ϵ′(pF ) ≡ vF =
pF
m
, ϵ′′(pF ) ≡ ϵ′′F =

1

m
, ∂n≥3

pF
ϵ(pF ) = 0 . (4.5)

Since our variation truncates beyond the linear term in δfp, these constraints fix the entire

function ϵp to be p2

2m . This changes once interactions are introduced because of the nonlin-

ear, inhomogeneous nature of the Galilean transformation on δfp. Up to quadratic order

in the fluctuations, the change in the action with interactions takes the following form

δvS =

∫
t,x⃗,p⃗

[
v⃗ · p⃗ −mv⃗ · ∇p⃗ϵp + 2m

∫
p⃗′
F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)v⃗ · ∇p⃗′f

0
p′

]
δfp

+

∫
t,x⃗,p⃗,p⃗′

[
2mF (2,0)(p, p′)v⃗ · ∇p⃗δfpδfp′ + 3m

∫
p⃗′′
F (3,0)(p, p′, p′′)v⃗ · ∇p⃗′′f

0
p′′δfpδfp′

]
+O(δf3) ,

(4.6)
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where O(δf3) terms involve higher order Landau parameters and their derivatives. This

also highlights the nonlinear nature of the variation, which leads to a mixing of Landau

parameters that appear in the action at different orders in δfp. Hence, contrary to the

free theory, the infinite tower of constraints involving ∂npF ϵ(pF ) now also involve various

(generalized) Landau parameters along with their derivatives. As before, this variation

holds true in any dimension d and we now specialize to d = 2. To leading order in δpθF we

recover the familiar Galilean constraint on the effective mass

m∗ ≡ pF
vF

= (1 + F1)m, (4.7)

as was found in Eq. (2.12). Going beyond leading order to δpθF
2
, ϵ′′F is constrained by

the derivative of the Landau parameter F (2,0) and we also obtain constraints between the

generalized Landau parameters that appear in our action (3.14)

0 =

∫
θ

[
−pF n̂θ +

m

2

(
vF + pF ϵ

′′
F

)
n̂θ +m

∫
θ′

(vF
2
F (2,0)(θ, θ′) +

vF
2
F

(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′)

)
n̂θ′

]
δpθF

2

+

∫
θ,θ′

[
−2m

(vF
2
F

(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′)n̂θ +

vF
2
∂θF

(2,0)(θ, θ′)ŝθ

)
− 3m

∫
θ′′
F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′)n̂θ′′

]
δpθF δp

θ′
F .

(4.8)

It is convenient to present the constraints in Eq. (4.8) in terms of new harmonic functions

F̃ℓ and Gℓ,ℓ′ . The generalized Landau parameter F (3,0) is real and symmetric under permu-

tations of {θ, θ′, θ′′}. The only constraint on F
(2,0)
1 is that it must be real. These conditions

impose the following relations on Gℓ,ℓ′ and F̃ℓ

F
(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′) = 2π

∑
ℓ

F̃ℓe
iℓ(θ−θ′), F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′) = 2π2

∑
l,l′

Gℓ,ℓ′e
iℓ(θ−θ′)+iℓ′(θ−θ′′),

Gℓ,ℓ′ = G∗
ℓ,ℓ′ = G−ℓ,−ℓ′ = Gℓ′,ℓ = Gℓ,−ℓ−ℓ′ = G−ℓ−ℓ′,ℓ′ , F̃ ∗

ℓ = F̃−ℓ.

(4.9)

Assuming a Fourier series expansion of our fluctuations δpθF , the nonlinear Galilean con-

straints Eq. (4.8) give rise to three new sets of constraints on the harmonics of Fℓ and

Gℓ,ℓ′

F̃1mvF +mpF ϵ
′′
F − pF = 0, F̃ℓ = F̃−ℓ,

− 3G1,ℓ + (ℓFℓ − (ℓ+ 1)Fℓ+1) vF − vF
(
F̃ℓ + F̃ℓ+1

)
= 0.

(4.10)

The first line is simply a derivative of the standard Galilean constraint Eq. (4.7) with

respect to pF . This constraint arises from the quadratic expansion of the term linear in

fluctuation δfp in Eq. (4.6), around the Fermi surface,{
∂|p⃗|

[
pi −m∇i

p⃗ϵp + 2m

∫
p⃗′
F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′)∇p⃗′f

0
p′

]}
pF

= 0 (4.11)
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where the equation is evaluated at |p⃗| = pF after performing the derivative. The second

line in Eq. (4.10) denotes a new set of constraints on the generalized Landau parameters

of any Galilean invariant Fermi liquid.

As a consistency check, these results can be derived in an alternative way by recalling

that in Galilean invariant theories [66], the momentum and current densities are related

T ti = mji . (4.12)

T ti and ji are given by Eqs. (3.22) and (3.17) respectively. Expanding to quadratic

fluctuations around the spherical Fermi surface then reproduces the linear and nonlinear

constraints given by Eqs. (4.7) and (4.10).

4.2 Scale invariance

If the microscopic theory is scale invariant, the scale transformation will also be nonlin-

early realized in the EFT. Similar to Galilean boosts, the nonlinear realizations of scaling

symmetries are incorporated into our EFT in part through canonical transformations of

the EFT fields. We will derive this transformation for dilatations here. We will work

with an arbitrary dynamical scaling exponent z, which determines the ratio of the scaling

dimension of time and space, and then briefly comment on two special values z = 1 and

z = 2 corresponding respectively to relativistic and non-relativistic conformal invariance.

Analogously to Galilean transformations, the first step is to identify the representa-

tion of the operator Db that generates dilatations on functions of phase space. Under an

infinitesimal dilatation, parameterized by b, coordinates transform as,

δbx⃗ = bx⃗, δbp⃗ = −bp⃗, δbt = zbt. (4.13)

The canonical transformation that implements the dilatation in phase space is given by

the function Db = −bx⃗ · p. It’s easy to check that Db generates the correct infinitesimal

transformations of x⃗ and p⃗ and has the following action on phase space functions F (x⃗, p⃗)

Wb = eDb , WbF (x⃗, p⃗)W
−1
b = F (ebx⃗, e−bp⃗). (4.14)

However, canonical transformations do not have a natural action on the time coordinate

and as such if the function F depends on t as well, the representation of infinitesimal

dilatations needs to be modified to the following differential operator

Db( · ) ≡ −b{x⃗ · p⃗, · }+ bzt ∂t( · ) = b
(
x⃗ · ∇x⃗ − p⃗ · ∇p⃗ + zt ∂t

)
. (4.15)

What a finite dilatation does in practice is implement the canonical transformation gener-

ated by Db = −bx⃗ · p⃗, followed by a rescaling of time. An infinitesimal dilatation acts on

the distribution function f(t, x⃗, p⃗) and its fluctuation δf = f − f0 from the ground state

via

δbδfp ≡ eDbfp − fp ≃ b
(
zt∂t + x⃗ · ∇x⃗ − p⃗ · ∇p⃗

)
(δfp + f0p ). (4.16)
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Similar to Galilean boosts, the action of dilatations on δf is nonlinear. The change in the

WZW term can be implemented as left action of Db on U along with the rescaling of time

coordinate of ϕ to t′ = ezbt:

SWZW →
∫
dtTr

[
f0p e

ϕ(t′)e−Db∂t

(
eDbe−ϕ(t′)

)]
=

∫
dt′e−zbTr

[
f0p e

ϕ(t′)ezb∂t′e
−ϕ(t′)

]
,

(4.17)

where in the first line, we have used the fact that Db is independent of time and then

rescaled the time coordinate. This implies that the WZW term is invariant under a scaling

transformation with any z, since it is independently invariant under time reparametrization

and canonical transformations. Scale invariance constraints hence come purely from the

Hamiltonian part of the action. Let us warm up first with just the free Fermi gas for which

Sfree
H = −

∫
tx⃗p⃗ ϵpfp. The transformation of this term under the dilatation in Eq. (4.16) is

given by,

δbS
free
H = −b

∫
tx⃗p⃗

ϵp
(
zt∂t + x⃗ · ∇x⃗ − p⃗ · ∇p⃗

)
fp,

= b

∫
tx⃗p⃗

[
p⃗ · ∇p⃗ϵp − zϵp

]
fp

(4.18)

Using the expansion of f as in Eq. (4.4) and rotational invariance, we obtain a tower of

constraints on all derivatives of ϵp evaluated at the Fermi surface. Assuming that the

dispersion is an analytic function, this is equivalent to solving the following equation

p⃗ · ∇p⃗ϵp = zϵp, =⇒ ϵp ∝ pz, (4.19)

in agreement with the expected results for z = 1 and z = 2.

Next, turning on interactions and we expand the change in the action to quadratic

order in fluctuations δpθF . Disregarding a fp independent constant shift in the action,13 we

obtain the following constraints. The first of these is the linear constraint on F0 that was

obtained from thermodynamic arguments in Eq. (2.10):

zϵF − pF vF (1 + F0) = 0,
[
pF ϵ

′′
F − (z − 1)vF

]
+ vF F̃0 = 0,

3Gℓ,0 + vF

(
F̃ℓ + F̃−ℓ

)
+ (z − 2)vFFℓ = 0

(4.20)

The second constraint can be understood as the derivative of the linear constraint (analo-

gous to the Galilean case) while the third truly involves the cubic couplings. The nonlinear

realization of the scale invariance manifests itself in our third constraint by relating F (2,0)

with the higher-order generalized (irrelevant) Landau parameters.

13More precisely, this constant shift is given by ∼ b
∫
tx⃗p⃗

[p⃗ · ∇p⃗ϵp − zϵp] f
0
p , which does not affect our

observables, i.e., neither the EFT operators nor their correlation functions. Stated differently, the finite

density state is obviously not scale invariant but our constraints concern only the fluctuations about the

ground state.

– 29 –



For z = 2, the dilatations form a part of a larger algebra which includes boosts, space-

time translations and one special conformal transformation called Schrödinger’s algebra

(see [67–69] for reviews and related developments). The scale invariance constraints for

this take the form

2ϵF − pF vF (1+F0) = 0,
(
pF ϵ

′′
F − vF

)
+ vF F̃0 = 0, 3Gℓ,0 + vF

(
F̃ℓ + F̃−ℓ

)
= 0. (4.21)

Apart from dilatations, the Schrödinger group also features a special conformal transfor-

mation which can be implemented via the following canonical transformation,

Dc( · ) ≡ c
{
mx⃗2

2
− tx⃗ · p⃗, ·

}
+ ct2∂t( · ) = c

(
mx⃗ · ∇p + t

{
x⃗ · ∇x⃗ − p⃗ · ∇p⃗

}
+ t2 ∂t

)
.

(4.22)

We find that it leads to no new constraints other than the Galilean constraints in Eqs.

(4.7), (4.10) and the dilatation constraints in Eq. (4.21). Hence, for Schrödinger invariant

field theories that enter a Fermi liquid IR phase, the Landau parameters must obey these

three sets of constraints. Consequently, the criterion for Schrödinger invariance can also

be derived from the conformal Ward identity,14 2T t
t + T i

i = 0 in conjunction with Galilean

invariance. We will comment on z = 1 in the next subsection after imposing Lorentz

invariance on our EFT.

At face value, our results may seem at tension with Refs. [71, 72], which claim that it

is not possible to realize Schrödinger symmetry in a Fermi liquid. Indeed, we have found

actions that precisely do so: Eq. (2.1), upon imposing Eqs. (2.10) and (2.12); or Eqs. (4.10)

and (4.21) at the nonlinear level. We believe that the resolution is as follows: Refs. [71, 72]

only considered marginal interactions, and set to zero all irrelevant couplings; however due

to the nonlinear realization of the symmetry, we have seen that the leading irrelevant terms

mix with the marginal terms in the symmetry constraints, so that setting them to zero is

not consistent.

4.3 Lorentz invariance

We turn our attention to symmetry constraints imposed on Fermi liquids arising from

Lorentz invariant microscopics. It might seem reasonable to impose Lorentz invariance in

a manner analogous to Galilean boosts and scale invariance but this approach quickly runs

into difficulties. Lorentz boosts are not canonical transformations, complicating the direct

generalization from Galilean or scale invariance. We now obtain a systematic derivation of

the Lorentz constraints by considering the constraints imposed on the stress tensors of the

EFT due to these symmetries.

Translation invariance implies that the canonical stress-energy tensor in a QFT is con-

served, ∂µT µν(x) = 0. In general, T µν is not symmetric. However one can always define

an “improved” stress tensor Tµν which is symmetric and furnishes a representation of the

14See Refs [70] for subtleties concerning this ward identity in non-relativistic CFTs.

– 30 –



Lorentz generators [73]. Hence Lorentz invariance, together with translation invariance,

implies a conserved and symmetric stress tensor. Conversely, given a conserved and sym-

metric stress tensor one can always construct generators of the Lorentz algebra from them.

We have already constructed the conserved stress tensor from the EFT in Sec. 3.4; in this

section we impose that the stress tensor is symmetric in its indices which leads to a nec-

essary and sufficient condition for Lorentz invariance of the EFT. A similar method has

been used to arrive at linear Lorentz constraints in [61].

As warm up, let us investigate the consequences of Lorentz invariance on the free EFT

(i.e., the Landau parameters have been set to zero). From our Eqs. (3.22) and (3.27) we

have,

T tt =

∫
p⃗
ϵpfp, T it =

∫
p⃗
ϵp∇i

p⃗ϵpfp,

T ij =

∫
p⃗
pj∇i

p⃗ϵpfp, T ti =

∫
p⃗
pifp.

(4.23)

Our stress tensors are conserved and when our quasi-particle dispersion is rotationally in-

variant (i.e., ϵ(p⃗) ≡ ϵ(|p⃗|)), our stress tensors are symmetric in the spatial indices. However

they are explicitly not symmetric in the all the indices, especially when one of the indices

is along the time direction. We impose Lorentz invariance by demanding the stress tensor

must be symmetric in all of its indices,

T ti = T it, =⇒ ϵp∇i
p⃗ϵp = pi. (4.24)

We recover the dispersion relation for a free relativistic particle ϵp =
√
p2 + constant.

We now apply the same approach to the conserved stress tensors derived from the fully

interacting EFT in Sec. 3.4. Utilizing the expansion in Eq. (4.4), we systematically

examine the constraints arising from the symmetry properties of the stress tensor. At

linear order in the fluctuations we recover the Lorentz constraint of [22], that we had

already found in Eq. (2.12)

pF n̂
i
θ =

[
ϵF vF n̂

i
θ + ϵF vF

∫
θ′
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)n̂iθ′

]
, or

pF
ϵF vF

= (1 + F1) , (4.25)

where equation on the right is a result of expanding the the Landau parameters in terms

of its harmonics in order to express these constraints in a more familiar form. The non-

linear constraints at O(δpθF
2
) take the following form in terms of harmonics of the landau

parameters F (2,0), F
(2,0)
1 and F (3,0)

F̃1vF ϵF + pF
(
ϵF ϵ

′′
F + v2F − 1

)
= 0, F̃ℓ = F̃−ℓ,

3π2ϵFG1,ℓ + vF

[
π2Fℓ+1 (pF vF + ℓϵF + ϵF ) + π2

(
F̃ℓ + F̃ℓ+1

)
ϵF

+Fℓ

(
π2 (pF vF − ℓϵF ) + Fℓ+1pF vF

)]
= 0,

(4.26)
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The first equation can be thought of as a derivative of the known linear constraint. Instead,

the second and third equations are new constraints on the generalized Landau parameters

of relativistic Fermi liquids.

For Fermi liquids which are obtained as IR phase of a CFT, the Landau parameters

now must obey scale invariance constraints in Eq. (4.20) along with constraints due to

Lorentz invariance in Eqs. (4.25) and (4.26). This is achieved by z = 1 in our general scale

invariance constraint, for which dilatations are part of the larger conformal group SO(3, 2),

resulting in the following,

ϵF − pF vF (1 + F0) = 0, pF ϵ
′′
F + vF F̃0 = 0, 3Gℓ,0 + vF

(
F̃ℓ + F̃−ℓ

)
+ vFFℓ = 0 (4.27)

The same constraints are obtained if we impose the ward identity Tµ
µ = 015 on our stress

tensors.

A nonlinear Lorentz constraint was obtained in Ref. [22]. However, neither of their

constraints – whether under the weak coupling approximation or not – account for the new

Landau parameter F (3,0). In comparison our nonlinear constraints (in general d) can also

be stated as,{
2∇i

p⃗(ϵpF
(2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′))− 2

∫
p′′
F (2,0)(p⃗′′, p⃗′)F (2,0)(p⃗, p⃗′′)∇i

p⃗′′f
0
p′′

−3
∫
p′′
ϵp′′F

(3,0)(p⃗, p⃗′, p⃗′′)∇i
p′′f

0
p′′

}
pF

= 0 .

(4.28)

The equation when evaluated at |p⃗| = |p⃗′| = pF , leads to the nonlinear constraint in

Eq. (4.26) for d = 2. The generalized Landau parameter F (3,0), which is generically present

in Fermi liquids, is crucial for ensuring Lorentz invariance, as demonstrated in our system-

atic treatment. In Sec. 5.2 we show that for certain microscopic models at weak coupling,

our constraints reduce to that of [22] since the contribution to F (3,0) occurs at sub-leading

order. However, beyond weak coupling or for models where there is a leading order mi-

croscopic contribution to F (3,0), we believe that our constraints involving F (3,0) are the

appropriate ones.

5 Microscopic models

We now shift our focus to relativistic QFTs that enter a Fermi liquid phase at finite

density, allowing for explicit tests of our symmetry and causality constraints. We begin by

considering free Dirac fermions at finite density, which, in addition to setting the stage,

will allow us to work out the mapping of microscopic operators to effective operators of

the EFT. Next, we consider a small quartic interaction, which perturbatively activates

the Landau parameters and generalized Landau parameters in the Fermi liquid EFT. We

15See refs [74–76] for subtleties concerning this Ward identity in CFTs.
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will demonstrate how to extract the Wilson coefficients from density correlation functions

instead of more traditional methods of quasi-particle scattering. Finally, we turn to a

strongly coupled Fermi liquid, obtained by considering a Chern-Simons–matter CFT at

finite density, and verify our symmetry and causality constraints there.

5.1 Free fermions

We start with free Dirac fermions, the simplest relativistic theory exhibiting a Fermi surface

at finite density. For simplicity, we will work in (2+1)-dimensions, which slightly simplifies

the treatment since the Fermi surface only carries one spin species. The microscopic action

for the free relativistic Dirac fermion at finite chemical potential is:

Lfree = ψ̄
(
i�∂ −m+ µγ0

)
ψ . (5.1)

We will use the following conventions for the gamma matrices and metric:

γ0 =

(
0 1

1 0

)
, γ1 =

(
0 1

−1 0

)
, γ2 =

(
i 0

0 −i

)
,

− 1

2
{γµ, γν} = ηµν = diag{−1, 1, 1} .

(5.2)

The free-fermion propagator at finite density is given by (see [77] for a derivation),

⟨Θ|T (ψα(ω, p⃗)ψ̄β(ω
′, p⃗′))|Θ⟩ = Sαβ(ω, p⃗)(2π)

3δ(ω − ω′)δ2(p⃗− p⃗′),

S(ω, p⃗) =
i
[
(ω + µ) γ0 − p⃗ · γ⃗ +m

]
[ω − (ϵk − µ) + iη Sgn (ϵk − µ)] [ω + (ϵk + µ)− iη]

,
(5.3)

where ϵk =
√
k⃗2 +m2 and we suppress the spinor indices for notational convenience. The

background chemical potential µ defines the Fermi momentum via ϵpF = µ. The theory

has U(1) symmetry with currents given by

jµ = ψ̄γµψ . (5.4)

These directly map to the corresponding U(1) current of the free EFT jµ = (ρ, ji)

ρ =

∫
p⃗
f(t, x⃗, p⃗), ji =

∫
p⃗
∇i

p⃗ϵ(|p⃗|)f(t, x⃗, p⃗) , (5.5)

where ϵ(|p⃗|) =
√
p2 +m2. One can easily check that their correlators match explicitly, see

App. C. In other words, the Wilsonian function ϵ(p) of the EFT is simply given by the

microscopic dispersion ϵp of the Dirac fermions.

Consider now the operator O = ψ̄ψ which is not a conserved current. In general,

microscopic operators corresponding to non-conserved quantities are non-trivial to match

with the EFT – in particular they are subject to corrections from interactions and will

include terms that are nonlinear in δf . However, the situation is simpler in the case of free
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fermions, as all microscopic fermion bilinears match exactly with an EFT operator that is

linear in f . Indeed, in this case the collisionless Boltzmann Eq. (3.1) immediately follows

from the Heisenberg equation for fermion bilinears ψ†
σ(t, x⃗1)ψσ′(t, x⃗2), upon taking the

Wigner transform and the semiclassical limit. This procedure provides a straightforward

map between fermion bilinears and EFT operators. In the context of relativistic Dirac

fermions, there is one additional step, since the antiparticles must be integrated out to

produce the low energy EFT. One must diagonalize the finite density Hamiltonian arising

from Eq. (5.1). However, since this change of basis is a linear process, the conclusion

remains that microscopic bilinears map to EFT operators linear in f (for free fermions).

Returning to the operator O = ψ̄ψ, we therefore expect this microscopic operator to map

to a generic scalar operator in the EFT as constructed in Eq. (3.31), with γ2 = 0

O(t, x⃗) = pFγ1(pF )

∫
dθ

(2π)2
∇nϕ+O(ϕ2), (5.6)

where we have kept terms to linear order in ϕ. To fix the function γ1, we microscopically

compute the two-point function of the O operator with the conserved density ρ = j0 for free

Dirac fermions, matching microscopics and EFT in App. C. Comparing the computations

in Eqs. (C.10) and (C.11) one finds

γ1(pF ) =
m

µ
, (5.7)

where the chemical potential depends on the density and pF as µ(pF ) =
√
p2F +m2.

Because this matching applies for any µ or pF , this in fact fixes the entire function

γ1(|p⃗|) = m√
p2+m2

for this operator in the free Dirac theory. One can check that correlation

function of O with ji instead of j0 then also automatically matches between microscopics

and EFT.

5.2 Fermi liquid at weak coupling

We now add a quartic interaction to the model

L4 = ψ̄
(
i�∂ −m+ µγ0

)
ψ + λ(ψ̄ψ)2 . (5.8)

Let us test our Lorentz invariance constraints in this model at weak coupling. These

involve not only the Landau parameter F (2,0) but also the generalized Landau parameters

F
(2,0)
1 , F (3,0) as well as corrections to the Fermi momenta and velocity due to interactions.

The objective for this section is two-fold: to test Lorentz constraints, and to show how

an infinite tower of Wilsonian coefficients (the Landau parameters) can be extracted from

a single correlator, the density two and three point functions, thanks to their nontrivial

dependence on the dimensionless ratio ω/(vF q).
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Linear Lorentz constraints

The observables we focus on are the correlation functions of the density operators at weak

coupling. On the EFT side, we note from Eq. (2.5) that the leading correction to the

density two-point function must take the form

δ⟨ρpρ−p⟩EFT = ipF

[
δpF
pF

∫
θ

qn
ω − vF qn

+

∫
θ,θ′

qn
ω − vF qn

(
vFF

(2,0)(θ − θ′) + (2π)2δvF δ(θ − θ′)
) qn′

ω − vF qn′

]
,

(5.9)

where ⟨ρpρ−p⟩ ≡ ⟨ρρ⟩(ω, p⃗) for notational convenience. δpF , δvF and F (2,0) are O(λ) cor-

rection to these quantities from their free fermion values due to the four-Fermi interaction.

We determine these Wilson coefficients through the corresponding microscopic calcu-

lation of two point density correlator. At weak coupling, two possible diagrams contribute,

as shown in fig. 6. The Wilson coefficients δpF and δvF are obtained from the self-energy

diagrams, while the Landau parameter F (2,0) arises from the left diagram, as we show

in App. D. For δpF and δvF , it is somewhat convenient to identify them by evaluating

the correction to the quasiparticle propagator near the Fermi surface. Comparing with

Eqs. (5.9), (D.15) and (D.5) we find the Wilsonian coefficients

F (2,0)(θ, θ′) =
λp3F
ϵ2F vF

[
1− cos

(
θ − θ′

)]
, δpF = −

λ
(
p2F − 2m2

)
ϵF

4πpF
,

δvF =
λ
(
p2Fm

2 + 2m4
)

4πpF ϵ2F
, ϵF =

√
p2F +m2 .

(5.10)

Decomposing F (2,0) into harmonics we obtain,

F0 =
λp2F
2πϵF

, F1 = −
λp2F
4πϵF

, Fl≥2 = 0. (5.11)

Intuitively the vanishing of the Landau parameter for ℓ ≥ 2 can be understood by consid-

ering quasi-particle scattering which is traditionally used to compute F (2,0). Since we are

scattering two spin 1/2 particles which interact via a zero derivative coupling, the maxi-

mum spin that can be exchanged in such a process is just the sum of angular momentum

of external states, which for this case is spin 1.

We are now in a position to check our linear Lorentz constraint involving F (2,0), given

by Eq. (4.25),

pF = vF ϵF (1 + F1). (5.12)

To leading order in the coupling (δϵF = δµ = 0, since the chemical potential is an external

parameter in any system), the constraint becomes,[
pF
ϵF vF

+
δpF
ϵF vF

− pF δvF
ϵF v2F

]
= (1 + F1), (5.13)
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Figure 6: Contributions to Landau parameter F (2,0) is captured by the diagrams on the

left which correspond to ⟨ρρ⟩a + ⟨ρρ⟩b. Self energy corrections ⟨ρρ⟩c + ⟨ρρ⟩d are captured

by the diagram on the right. Red dot indicates the quartic interaction. These correlations

are listed in Eq. (D.1).

where δpF and δvF denote the O(λ) corrections of the EFT parameters from free fermion

values due to the quartic interaction. Using the one-loop results, we find the linear con-

straints are satisfied. A similar analysis of the linear constraint has been performed in

[8].

Nonlinear Lorentz constraints

We now test our nonlinear constraints, Eq. (4.26). As with the linear constraints, we wish

to verify them to leading order in the coupling constant of our microscopic theory. At weak

coupling, the nonlinear constraints become

F̃1vF ϵF +
[
δpF

(
ϵF ϵ

′′
F + v2F − 1

)
+ pF

(
ϵF δϵ

′′
F + 2δvF vF

)]
= 0,

3G1,1ϵF + F1vF (pF vF − ϵF ) + vF

(
F̃1 + F̃2

)
ϵF = 0,

3G0,1ϵF + F1vF (pF vF + ϵF ) + F0pF v
2
F + vF

(
F̃0 + F̃1

)
ϵF = 0,

(5.14)

where in these equations, δpF , δvF , δϵ
′′
F and the Landau parameters Fℓ, F̃ℓ and Gℓ,ℓ′ are

evaluated at O(λ) while all the other terms correspond to values associated with the theory

of free relativistic Dirac fermions considered above. For ℓ ≥ 2, we have an additional tower

of constraints

3G1,ℓ + vF

(
F̃ℓ + F̃ℓ+1

)
= 0, (5.15)

where we have used that for our model Fℓ≥2 = 0. One observable that is sensitive to all

of these Wilson coefficients is the three point function of density. The relevant one loop

contribution to the microscopic three point function is given by fig. 7 where we have ignored

the bubble diagrams which give corrections to pF , vF and ϵ′′F since they have different

analytic structure than the diagrams in fig. 7. We relegate the details of the microscopic
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Figure 7: One loop correction to the three point function of densities which contribute to

F (2,0), F (3,0). Red dot indicates the quartic interaction. The correlation function is listed

in Eq. (E.17)

computation to App. E.2 where the final answer is recorded in Eq. (E.26). Using, F (2,0) in

Eq. (5.10), we now compare with the analogous EFT computation in Eq. (3.38) to obtain

the generalized Landau parameters at weak coupling,

F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′) = O(λ2), F
(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′) =

λp2F
ϵ3F

[
m2 − ϵ3F ϵ′′F cos(θ − θp)

]
. (5.16)

Additionally, we obtain δϵ′′F , δvF and δpF from (D.15) and find that the constraints are

satisfied.

To leading order in the coupling λ, the nonlinear constraints in fact reduce to those

of Ref. [22]. At subleading order we expect a non-trivial contribution to F (3,0) in our

microscopic model. Alternatively, we could have also considered a weakly coupled model

of Dirac fermions with a sextic interaction (ψ̄ψ)3. In this case, we expect a non-trivial

contribution to all the generalized Landau parameters appearing in the three point density

function including F (3,0) already at leading order in the coupling. In particular, the leading

contribution to F (3,0) is obtained by evaluating the diagram in fig. 8. In general, we expect

that the Landau parameters wil not satisfy the nonlinear constraint of Ref. [22] but will

instead obey our constraint in Eq. (4.26), which takes into account the generalized Landau

parameters. The fact that irrelevant generalized Landau parameters also enter in this

constraint would have been difficult to anticipate from the fermionic approach to Fermi

liquid EFTs, as it requires recognizing that cancellations in fermion loops allow for naively

subleading diagrams to compete with the leading ones.

5.3 Chern Simons theories coupled to matter

Our constraints for scale invariance find natural application in Fermi liquids with a con-

formal field theory as its UV completion. One such well studied example is U(N) Chern-

Simons theories at level κ coupled to either bosons or fermions in the fundamental repre-
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Figure 8: One-loop correction to the three-point density function in a theory with a
(
ψ̄ψ
)3

interaction (blue dot) which generates F (3,0).

sentation [78, 79]. In the large κ,N limit, these theories can be solved to all orders in the

finite ’t Hooft coupling λ = N/κ.

In Ref. [29], these CFTs were studied at finite chemical potential where they were found

to exhibit characteristics of Fermi liquid; we refer the reader to this paper for the relvant

details, quoting only the necessary results here for our purpose. The Landau parameters

to all orders in ’t Hooft coupling and leading order in large N were obtained as

F0 =
λ2

1− λ2
+O

(
1

N

)
, Fℓ≥1 = O

(
1

N

)
, |λ| ≤ 1 . (5.17)

The Fermi surface is characterised by Fermi momentum pF = µ
√
1− λ2 (the finite density

equation of state of a conformal Fermi liquid is trivial, except for the dimensionless coeffi-

cient pF /µ). The Fermi velocity is given by vF = pF /µ =
√
1− λ2 ≤ 1 (or, m∗ = µ), and

is subluminal as expected.

These values satisfy both constraints from Lorentz and conformal invariance found in

Sec. 2, namely
pF
µ

= vF (1 + F1),
µ

pF
= vF (1 + F0) . (5.18)

As λ is tuned between 0 and 1, this CFT carves a one-parameter family of conformal

Fermi liquids shown in red in Fig. 3. Their only collective excitation is zero sound, with

subluminal velocity as required by causality

v0 = vF
1 + F0√
1 + 2F0

=
1√

1 + λ2
≤ 1 . (5.19)

In the limit of strong coupling, F0 →∞ and we recover the speed of sound of a conformal

superfluid as expected from our general analysis in Sec. 2.2:

v0
λ→1−−−→ 1√

2
. (5.20)
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In this limit, the system behaves like a conformal superfluid, even though it does not

strictly order. This is due to an order of limits: order parameters are exactly static,

zero frequency observables, while the system only behaves like a superfluid for frequencies

ω ≫ vF q ≃
√
2(1− λ)q; the ω → 0 and λ → 1 limits therefore do not commute. In this

Chern-Simons–matter theory, this superfluid-like phase realized at strong coupling may

be simpler to understand from the dual bosonic Chern-Simons–matter description, which

becomes weakly coupled [29].

Note that in addition to Poincaré and conformal symmetry, these CFTs have a higher-

spin symmetry [80]. We expect this tower of symmetries will lead to Ward identities similar

to App. B, relating the other Landau parameters 1 + Fℓ to the expectation values of the

higher spin currents ⟨Jℓ+1⟩, beyond the ℓ = 0, 1 cases we consider (U(1) current and stress

tensor). However, these expectation values are not universally related to the energy and

charge density.

6 Discussion

We have seen how relativistic and non-relativistic boost and scaling symmetries place non-

perturbative constraints on the Landau parameters of Fermi liquids, and, for relativistic

systems, how analyticity properties of Green’s functions further bounds the remaining

parameter space. Beyond the possible applications to QCD at large baryon density, and

many-body systems near a quantum phase transition, our results have formal implications

for the landscape of compressible phases. A general approach to realizing compressible

phases in QFT is to dope a CFT: turning on a chemical potential for a CFT (in more than

1+1 dimensions) that has a U(1) symmetry [81]. Can any compressible phase be reached in

this manner, or are some ruled out? We have shown that the parameter space for conformal

Fermi liquids is tightly constrained, see Fig. 3. Our results may also help guide holographic

constructions of Fermi surfaces, which has proven particularly challenging [82–91]. They

can also be interpreted as results on the large charge spectrum of CFTs – while such states

are sometimes assumed to be in a superfluid phase [92, 93], many other possibilities exist,

including Fermi liquids [21, 94]. The landscape of compressible phases seems significantly

more complex than the landscape of CFTs; for example, we have seen that the moduli space

of Fermi liquids includes superfluids and solids. Relatedly, it would also be interesting to

find CFTs that have a large F1 (instead of the large F0 discussed in Sec. 5.3), which could

realize a conformal solid.

Finally, there are several ways in which our results could be improved. It would be

interesting if Lorentz invariance, say, could be made manifest in an EFT of Fermi liquids,

similar to how this is possible for superfluids [95]. Relatedly, from spin-statistics relations

one may expect that a spin degeneracy is inevitable for a 3+1d relativistic Fermi liquid.

Lastly, one could imagine using dispersion relations to further constrain the Wilsonian

coefficients of Fermi liquids [10, 43, 96].
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A Symmetry and Causality constraints in d = 3

While the nonlinear EFT in (3.7) is expressed in general spatial dimension d, we focused on

d = 2 for simplicity when expanding in fluctuations. We generalize some of our results here

to d = 3. Because we will focus on linear response of density and momentum to leading

order at small momenta, the fermion spin simply adds a degeneracy factor. We will consider

spinless fermions for simplicity and comment on where this factor enters below. Expanding

Eq. (3.2) for a spherical Fermi surface gives

S = −
p2F
2

∫
dtd3xd2Ω

(2π)3
∇nϕ

(
ϕ̇+ vF∇nϕ+ vF

∫
d2Ω′

(2π)3
F (2,0)(Ω,Ω′)∇n′ϕ′

)
+ · · · , (A.1)

with ∇n ≡ n̂(θ, φ) · ∇ where now n(θ, φ) = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ). The density at

each patch, which is conserved in this Gaussian approximation, can be decomposed into

spherical harmonics:

ρ(θ, φ) =
p2F

(2π)3
∇nϕ =

1√
4π

∞∑
ℓ=0

l∑
m=−ℓ

ρℓmYℓm(θ, φ) , (A.2)

In this normalization, the charge and momentum densities are given by

ρ = ρ00 , πi =
pF√
3


√
2Re ρ11√
2 Im ρ11

ρ10

 . (A.3)

By rotation invariance, the Landau parameter F (2,0)(Ω,Ω′) = F (2,0)(γ) is only a function

of the angle between Ω and Ω′, which satisfies cos γ = cos θ cos θ′ + sin θ sin θ′ cos(φ− φ′).

It can therefore be expanded in terms of Legendre polynomials as

1

(2π)3
F (2,0)(γ) ≡ 1

4π

∑
ℓ

(2ℓ+ 1)FℓPℓ(cos γ) =
∑
ℓ

Fℓ

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

Y ∗
ℓm(Ω)Yℓm(Ω′) , (A.4)

where the last step made use of the addition theorem for spherical harmonics. We are

following the normalization of Ref. [2] for the Landau parameters Fℓ – another common
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normalization [1] is to define instead F there
ℓ = (2ℓ+1)F here

ℓ . The Hamiltonian is then given

by

H =
1

2

2π2vF
p2F

∫
dtd3x

∑
ℓ,m

|ρℓm|2(1 + Fℓ) , (A.5)

from which one can read off the charge susceptibilities

χρℓmρ∗ℓm
=

3ρ

pF vF

1

1 + Fℓ
, (A.6)

where we used the Luttinger relation ρ = 1
3

p3F
2π3 . Accounting for spin would produce an

extra factor of 2 in each of the susceptibilities, as well as in the total density ρ; Eq. (A.6)

therefore holds both for spinless and spinful Fermi surfaces. These susceptibilities must be

positive, which imposes Fℓ > −1.
We are now ready to impose symmetries: scale invariance (2.9) again leads to

χ0,0 =
3ρ

µ

1

z
⇒ 1 + F0 =

µ

pF vF
z . (A.7)

Boost invariance (2.11) also again leads to (2.12). For a conformal Fermi liquid in (3+1)-

dimensions, the Fermi velocity is therefore still given by (2.13). Imposing vF ≤ 1 again

leads to the bound (2.16).

Collective excitations for the simple model where Fl≥2 = 0 were studied in Ref. [46],

where it was found that the zero sound mode is the solution to

s

2
log

s+ 1

s− 1
− 1 =

1 + F1

F0 + F0F1 + 3F1s2
, (A.8)

where s = ω/vF q. This mode exists when

F0 + F0F1 + 3F1 > 0 (A.9)

a condition similar to the d = 2 case Eq. (2.23), which can be written F0+F0F1+2F1 > 0.

The shear mode satisfies a similar equation

s

2
log

s+ 1

s− 1
− 1 =

F1 − 2

3F1(s2 − 1)
, (A.10)

which has a solution when F1 > 2. Combining these conditions leads to the exclusion plot

in Fig. 2. We do not have an analytic expression for the upper boundary of the light gray

shaded region, which is obtained by demanding that zero sound (A.8) be subluminal. This

condition can be studied analytically at large F1, and leads to the constraint F0 ≥ −3
5 (the

analog of the d = 2 condition F0 ≥ −1
2 found in Sec. 2). This is a stronger condition than

the well-known stability condition F0 ≥ −1.
In the limit of large Landau parameters, the Fermi liquid behaves again like a superfluid

or solid, as in d = 2. Considering a conformal Fermi liquid, which must satisfy (2.13), one
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finds that when F0, F1 →∞ with fixed ratio (as well as when only F0 →∞), the speed of

zero sound is given by the conformal value

v0 →
1√
3
. (A.11)

Instead, if only F1 → ∞, one finds that both the zero sound and shear sound velocities

remain finite, and satisfy the relation

lim
F1→∞

v⊥ =
1√

5(1 + F0)
, and v20 =

1

3
− 4

3
v2⊥ , (A.12)

as expected for a conformal solid in d = 3 [50].

B Relativistic Ward identities at finite density

Let us study some consequences of Lorentz invariance and U(1) symmetry in a general

finite density phase. We follow an approach similar to Refs. [97, 98], by coupling the

system to sources gµν , Aµ, and using gauge and diffeomorphism invariance of the path

integral Z[g,A] (a slightly different approach is considered in [19, 21]). This leads to the

following Ward identities

∇µT
µν = F νλjλ , ∇µj

µ = 0 , (B.1)

which can be viewed as expectation values in the presence of sources. Our goal is to

derive the relativistic momentum susceptibility (2.11): χT 0iT 0j = (ε+P )δij . As a warm-up

exercise, we will first show that the cross susceptibility between current and momentum

density is set by the charge density: χT 0ijj = ρδij . Taking the derivative of (B.1) with

respect to Aα and then setting the sources to zero gives, after analytic continuation to

Minkowski space,

pµG
R
Tµνjα(p) = pν⟨jα⟩ − pµηαν⟨jµ⟩ . (B.2)

Using ⟨jµ⟩ = δµ0 ρ and sending pi → 0, one finds

GR
T 0νjα(ω, k⃗ = 0) = −ρ (δν0δα0 + ηνα) . (B.3)

This should vanish, given that the charges commute! We therefore learn that a contact

term must be added for the analytic continuation of the Euclidean Green’s function to have

the interpretation of a retarded Green’s function. Considering16

G̃R
T 0νjα = GR

T 0νjα + ρ (δν0δ
α
0 + ηνα) , (B.4)

16The most general counterterm satisfying symmetry of the stress tensor, rotation symmetry of the finite

density state, and that restores vanishing of commutators is G̃R
Tµνjα = GR

Tµνjα + ρCµνα with Cµνα =

δµ0 η
αν + δµ0 δ

ν
0 δ

α
0 + a(δα0 η

µν + δµ0 δ
ν
0 δ

α
0 ) + (µ ↔ ν).
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taking now p0 → 0 in the Ward identity one finds (setting ν = 0, α = j)

piG̃
R
T 0ijj (ω = 0, k⃗) = ρδijpi . (B.5)

Assuming that the k⃗ → 0 limit is regular (i.e., the static susceptibility is well-defined), one

finds the cross susceptibility between current and momentum

χT 0ijj ≡ lim
k→0

lim
ω→0

G̃R
T 0ijj (ω, k⃗) = ρδij . (B.6)

One can similarly obtain the momentum susceptibility. Differentiating the diffeomor-

phism Ward identity now with respect to the metric one finds

pµG
µνρσ
R (p) = −pµ (ηρν⟨Tµσ⟩+ ησν⟨Tµρ⟩ − ηµν⟨T ρσ⟩) . (B.7)

First setting ω = 0 as before, one finds

p0G
0i0j
R (p0, 0) = −p0δij⟨T 00⟩ ⇒ lim

k→0
G0i0j

R = −δijε , (B.8)

i.e. we must add the counterterm G̃0i0j
R = G0i0j

R + δijε. After doing so, setting k⃗ = 0 in the

Ward identity gives

kiG
i0j0
R = ki⟨T ij⟩ = kiδ

ijP . (B.9)

The corrected Green’s function therefore satisfies

χP iP j ≡ lim
k→0

lim
ω→0

G̃i0j0
R (ω, k) = δij(ε+ P ) . (B.10)

C Operator matching in free EFT

In this appendix we compute the two point function of operators in free fermion theory at

finite chemical potential and compare it with analogous computation in the EFT to extract

EFT data. The density two point function in the free fermion theory takes the following

form

⟨ρpρ−p⟩free = −
∫
k
Tr
[
γ0S(ωk + ω, k⃗ + p⃗)γ0S(ωk, k⃗)

]
, (C.1)

where
∫
k ≡

d3k
(2π)3

, the propagator is defined in Eq. (5.3) and ⟨ρpρ−p⟩ ≡ ⟨ρρ⟩(ω, p⃗) for

notational convenience. We are interested in the leading order result of this integral in the

limit ω, p≪ pF .

In order to compute the internal loops, we analyse the poles of ω from the fermion

propagator. Since the position of the poles in the complex ω plane depend on the sign of

ϵk+p−µ and ϵk−µ, it is useful to examine their behaviour for the small external momenta

and k ≃ pF (since ϵpF = µ).

ϵk+p ∼ µ+ (δk + pn) ϵ
′
pF

+ · · · , δk = |⃗k| − pF ≪ pF , pn ≡ p⃗ · k̂ = p sin θ, (C.2)
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where we p = pŷ using rotational symmetry. Here, we have retained only the leading-order

contributions to ϵk+p in the limit of small external momenta. However, in principle, sub-

leading terms in the external momenta could also be considered, though they are irrelevant

to our analysis.

A careful analysis shows that UV divergences in this integral are sub-leading in external

momenta. The dominant finite contribution to the correlation functions in this kinematic

regime comes when the particle-hole pairs are very close to the Fermi surface. The finite

part of the integral is given by

⟨ρpρ−p⟩freefinite = −
∞∫

−∞

dωk

(2π)3

 π∫
0

dθ

pF∫
pF−pn

kdk +

2π∫
π

dθ

pF−pn∫
pF

kdk


×

2
(
k2 + kpn + µ2 + 2µωk + µω +m2 + ω2

k + ωkω
)

[ωk − (ϵk − µ) + iη Sgn(ϵk − µ)] [ωk + (ϵk + µ)− iη]

× 1

[ω + ωk − (ϵk+p − µ) + iη Sgn(ϵk+p − µ)] [ω + ωk + (ϵk+p + µ)− iη]
.

(C.3)

We can close the ω contours in the lower half plane for both the ω integrals and perform

the rest of the integrals to finally obtain

lim
ω,p≪pF

⟨ρpρ−p⟩free =
ipF

2πϵ′pF

[
s√

(s+ i0+)2 − 1
− 1

]
, s =

ω

ϵ′pF q
. (C.4)

We compare this with the two point function computed in the free EFT. For this, we only

need the linear expansion in ϕ for our EFT operators and the free Gaussian action,

ρ =
pF

(2π)2

∫
dθ∇nϕ++O(ϕ2), ji =

vF pF
(2π)2

∫
dθ ni∇nϕ+O(ϕ2) (C.5)

leading to the following identification for free relativistic fermions.

⟨ρpρ−p⟩EFT =
ipF
2πvF

[
s√

(s+ i0+)2 − 1
− 1

]
, vF = ϵ′pF =

pF√
p2F +m2

(C.6)

since the function vF exhibits state dependence only through |p⃗| = pF , the entire function

ϵ(|p⃗|) in the free EFT is fixed to be
√
p⃗2 +m2 as expected.

We now demonstrate that working to leading order in the expansion of ϵp, as shown

in Eq. (C.2), is sufficient and that no terms with the same analytic structure, potentially

arising from a subleading analysis, have been overlooked. In order to do so let us expand

Eq. (C.2) to subleading order,

ϵk+p ∼ µ+ (δk + pn) ϵ
′
pF

+
1

2pF

[
pF p

2
nϵ

′′
pF

+ (p2 − p2n)ϵ′pF
]
+ · · · (C.7)

After a few lines of algebra, we see that the finite part of the integral is again given by

Eq. (C.3) but now the limit of the integral changes according to Eq. (C.7).

pF − pn → pF −
(
pn +

1

2ϵ′pF pF

[
pF p

2
nϵ

′′
pF

+ (p2 − p2n)ϵ′pF
])

(C.8)
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Following the same process we arrive at the same result to leading order in small ω, p⃗. We

can also obtain similarly the two point function of the density operator with the current

which agrees with the EFT computation as well.

⟨ρpjy−p⟩free =
ipF s

2π

[
s√

(s+ i0+)2 − 1
− 1

]
(C.9)

Finally we turn to the operator O = ψ̄ψ, for which after a similar computation in the

free fermion theory one obtains to leading order in small frequencies and external momenta,

⟨ρpO−p⟩free =
impF

2πϵpF vF

[
s√

(s+ i0+)2 − 1
− 1

]
. (C.10)

The EFT computation using the Gaussian action gives us,

⟨ρpO−p⟩EFT =
iγ(pF )pF
2πvF

[
s√

(s+ i0+)2 − 1
− 1

]
. (C.11)

This leads to the identification γ(pF ) =
m
µ for a theory of free Dirac fermions.

Our analysis thus far suggests that, in principle, the EFT parameters can be iden-

tified at the integrand level, without explicitly performing the angular integrals, as the

analytic structures of these integrals are distinct. This observation will be important when

computing the Landau parameters from the microscopic theory.

D Two point density correlation: One loop contribution

In this appendix we evaluate the one loop contribution to the density two point function

in (5.8), without explicitly using the finite density fermion propagator. This utilizes the

power of the EFT and the operator matching that we discuss in the main text. It will also

be useful for computations of higher point correlation functions in the microscopic theory.

D.1 One loop contribution to F (2,0)

The diagrams in figs. 6 contribute in the following manner to the density two point func-

tions,

⟨ρpρ−p⟩a = 2iλ

∫
k,k′

Tr
[
γ0Sp+kSk

]
Tr
[
Sp+k′γ

0Sk′
]
,

⟨ρpρ−p⟩b = −2iλ
∫
k,k′

Tr
[
γ0Sp+kSp+k′γ

0Sk′Sk
]

⟨ρpρ−p⟩c = 2iλ

∫
k,k′

{
Tr
[
γ0Sp+kSp+kγ

0Sk
]
Tr [Sk′ ] + Tr

[
γ0Sp+kγ

0SkSk
]
Tr [Sk′ ]

}
⟨ρpρ−p⟩d = −2iλ

∫
k,k′

{
Tr
[
γ0Sp+kSk′Sp+kγ

0Sk
]
+Tr

[
γ0Sp+kγ

0SkSk′Sk
]}

(D.1)
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where Sk ≡ S(ωk, k⃗). The two contributions ρρa and ρρb arise due to different trace

structures in the left diagram of fig. 6 while ρρc, ρρd are the two different trace structures

in the self-energy contribution. Let us first evaluate ρρa and ρρb. Since we are at weak

coupling, we can re-express these traces in terms of two point functions of the conserved

currents and a non-conserved operator O = ψ̄ψ of the free fermion theory. The currents

for free theory were defined in Eq. (5.4) and after some algebra we get,

⟨ρpρ−p⟩a = i2λ⟨ρpO−p⟩⟨Opρ−p⟩,

⟨ρpρ−p⟩b = −iλ

⟨ρpO−p⟩⟨Opρ−p⟩+ ⟨ρpρ−p⟩⟨ρpρ−p⟩ −
∑
i=x,y

⟨ρpji−p⟩⟨jipρ−p⟩

 . (D.2)

Now, instead of evaluating these correlators microscopically, we can use the identification

of these operators with their EFT counterparts to enumerate the two point functions using

the free gaussian EFT. Since we are interested in the leading free two point function, we

only need our free EFT operators to linear order in the fluctuation ϕ.

ρ(t, x⃗) =
pF

(2π)2

∫
dθ∇nϕ+O(ϕ2), ji(t, x⃗) = vF

∫
dθ niρEFT +O(ϕ2)

O(t, x⃗) = pF

∫
dθ

(2π)2
γ(pF )∇nϕ+O(ϕ2),

(D.3)

where in Sec. 5.1, we found γ(|p⃗|) = m√
p2+m2

for a theory of free Dirac fermions. The two

point functions in Eq. (D.2) can be computed using the free Gaussian EFT in Eq. (3.14)

⟨ρpO−p⟩ =
ipFm

ϵF

∫
θ

pn
(ω − vF pn)

, ⟨ρpji−p⟩ = ivF pF

∫
θ

nipn
(ω − vF pn)

,

⟨ρpρ−p⟩ = ipF

∫
θ

pn
(ω − vF pn)

,

(D.4)

where, ϵF , vF take free fermion values. Putting everything together, we obtain

⟨ρpρ−p⟩a+b =

∫
θ,θ′

[
iλp4F
ϵ2F

(
1− cos

(
θ − θ′

))] pnpn′

(ω − pnvF ) (ω − pn′vF )
. (D.5)

We have essentially computed the result without explicitly doing a microscopic fermion

loop integral at finite density! We have checked that using explicit finite density fermion

propagator as we have done in App. C, we recover the same result.

It is now instructive to compare this result with the EFT prediction in Eq. (5.9).

In principle, the EFT parameters should be extracted only after performing the angular

integrals. However, the three distinct angular structures in the integrals give rise to distinct

analytic expressions in terms of s = ω
vF q . As a result, we can extract the Landau function

F (2,0) directly at the integrand level.

F (2,0)(θ, θ′) =
λp3F
ϵ2F vF

[
1− cos

(
θ − θ′

)]
. (D.6)
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In the next subsection, we show that ρρc+d do not give rise to the same angular structure

or similar analytic functions of s.

D.2 Self-energy

In this subsection we evaluate the O(λ) contribution to δvF , δpF . The self-energy diagrams

in fig. 6 has this information in principle but first we proceed to extract this information by

deriving the one loop corrected quasi-particle propagator which is easier to evaluate. The

advantage of this method will be clear through the process, we will also have access to δϵ′′F
which the density two point function cannot access. Using the explicit expressions for the

fermion propagators, the one loop exact correction to the fermion propagator becomes,

⟨Θ|T (ψα(ω, p⃗)ψ̄β(ω
′, p⃗′))|Θ⟩ =

[
−i

�p+m− Σ(ω, p⃗)

]
(2π)3δ(ω − ω′)δ2(p⃗− p⃗′), (D.7)

where,

iΣ(ω, p⃗)αβ = 2iλ

∫
k
(Sαβ(k)− δαβTr [S(k)]) . (D.8)

Using the fact that in 2 + 1 space-time dimensions, two by two matrices are spanned by

(δαβ, γ
µ
αβ), we can decompose Σαβ as follows,

Σ(ω, p⃗)αβ = ΣIδαβ +Σµγµαβ, ΣI =
1

2
Tr [Σ(ω, p⃗)δ] = −λ

∫
k
Tr [S(k)] ,

Σ0 =
1

2
Tr
[
Σ(ω, p⃗)γ0

]
= λ

∫
k
Tr
[
γ0S(k)

]
,

Σi = −1

2
Tr
[
Σ(ω, p⃗)γi

]
= −λ

∫
k
Tr
[
γiS(k)

]
, i = 1, 2

(D.9)

Using the finite density propagator in Eq. (5.3) and dimensional regularization we obtain

ΣI =
mϵFλ

2π
, Σ0 =

−λp2F
4π

. (D.10)

The other components Σ1,Σ2 evaluate to zero because of rotational symmetry. To

extract δϵ′′F , δvF , and δpF from the one-loop correction, we obtain the quasi particle prop-

agator by expanding around the Fermi surface p̃F of the interacting theory. The expansion

is typically of the form

GQuasi−particle
αβ =

i
√
Zαβ

ω − (vF + δvF )n̂ · δp⃗− 1
2(ϵ

′′
F + δϵ′′F )δp⃗

2
, δp⃗ = p⃗− p̃F n̂. (D.11)

We will extract the required data by transforming our one-loop corrected finite-density

propagator in Eq. (D.7) into this form. We begin by rewriting the propagator as follows

−i
�p+m− Σ(ω, p⃗)

=
i(
(
ω + µ̃+Σ0

)
γ0 − p⃗ · γ⃗ +

(
m− ΣI

)
)

(ω − (ϵ̃p − µ̃)) (ω + (ϵ̃p + µ̃))
,

where, ϵ̃p =
√
p⃗2 + (m− ΣI)2, µ̃ = µ+Σ0

(D.12)
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Note that to O(λ) all the calculated one loop corrections are independent of external

momenta. In particular, this ensures there is no contribution of the one loop corrections to

wave function renormalization. The correction to the Fermi momenta, the Fermi velocity

and derivative of Fermi velocity can be solved by looking at the poles of the relativistic

fermion propagator at small frequency and near the (shifted) Fermi surface p̃F . Since we

are interested in corrections up to O(λ), the expansion entails

ω → 0, p⃗→ (pF + λδpF )n̂+ δp⃗. (D.13)

The pole arises due to the first denominator of one-loop corrected the finite density prop-

agator Eq. (D.12). It is easy to convince oneself that the numerator cannot cancel this

pole and the second denominator cannot give rise to such a singularity. In the limit of

Eq. (D.13), massaging the relevant denominator into the form of Eq. (D.11), we obtain

the requisite data.

δpF =
1

vF

[
Σ0 +

mΣI

ϵF

]
, δvF =

ϵ′′F
vF

[
Σ0 +

mΣI

ϵF

]
+
vF
ϵ2F
mΣI

δϵ′′F =
1

ϵ3F

[
−2mΣIvF

2 +
ϵ2F ϵ

′′′
F

(
Σ0ϵF +mΣI

)
vF

+mΣIϵF ϵ
′′
F

] (D.14)

While we explicitly do not record the wave function renormalization coefficient, it can

similarly be obtained. For our microscopic theory, the corrections take the values,

δpF = −
λ
(
p2F − 2m2

)
ϵF

4πpF
, δvF =

λ
(
p2Fm

2 + 2m4
)

4πpF ϵ2F

δϵ′′F =
λ
(
−p2Fm2 − 4m4

)
4πϵ4F

.

(D.15)

As a consistency check, we derive the Wilson coefficients δpF and δvF the self energy

diagrams in fig. 6. We provide a brief outline of the computation of ρρc and ρρd. The cor-

relators involve a bubble integral, which can be computed independently of the remaining

structure. After some manipulations, the trace structure of the integrand can be expressed

as the partial static limit of free three-point functions.

⟨ρpρ−p⟩c+d ∼ lim
q⃗→0

lim
ω→0

λ
∑
i

αi⟨ρpOi
qρ−p−q⟩ (D.16)

where, Oi
q = {ρq,Oq} and αi are the coefficients one gets from the one-loop computation.

The contribution from ji evaluates to zero.

From the partial static limit of free ρρρ in obtained in Eq. (E.13), the partial static

limit of the free Oρρ evaluated in (E.25) and using the explicit one-loop results evaluated

in this subsection, we carry out this exercise and obtain agreement with δvF and δpF

obtained from the corrections to the quasi-particle propagator. This computation confirms
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that the analytic structure of self-energy diagrams are different from the ones contributing

to F (2,0) and together with ρa+b we obtain complete analytic agreement with Eq. (5.9).

This agreement also presents a non-trivial check of our O operator in the free theory that

we obtained in Eq. (5.6). Verifying δϵ′′F analogously would involve similar structures arising

in three point function of density and it would entail the static limit of a four point function

which we will not pursue here.

E Three point density correlation function

In this section we detail the computation of three point function of density to leading

order in the Landau parameters in the EFT. We also provide details of the analogous

computation in the microscopic theory.

E.1 From effective field theory

We use the cubic action in Eq. (3.14) and the density operator to quadratic order in ϕ,

ρ(t, x⃗) = pF

∫
dθ

(2π)2

[
∇nϕ+

1

2pF
∇si (∂θiϕ∇nϕ)

]
+O(ϕ3) . (E.1)

The three point function of the density receives several contributions which we sys-

tematically evaluate below. These contributions can be understood as the weak coupling

limit of our exact three point function eqn. (3.37).

F (2,0) in one of the arms of free correlation function

We begin by enumerating the weak coupling limit of Eq. (3.35). In this limit the diagrams

contributing to the three point function are given by fig. 5 but instead of the exact prop-

agator, we consider the perturbative expansion of the propagator in F (2,0). Operationally,

this constitutes insertion of the quadratic interaction term involving F (2,0) into one of the

legs of the free three point function in fig. 4. We will express the result in terms of the free

fermion angular integrand Eq. (3.34) and some new angular structures.

WZW contribution

We detail the calculation when the central vertex is the WZW term and F (2,0) is inserted

in one of the arms of the three point function, represented in fig. 9. The contribution of

these diagrams to the three point function becomes,

⟨ρρρ⟩WZW
(1) = vF

∫
θ,θ′

[
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θWZW

+
1

3!
∂θF

(2,0)(θ′, θ)
pn′gθ(p|q,−p− q)

(ωp − vF pn′)
+ Cyclic

]
,

gθ(p|q,−p− q) = (p+ q)nqs(ωp − ωq) + qn(p+ q)s(2ωp + ωq)

(ωp − vF pn)(ωq − vF qn)(ωp + ωq − vF (p+ q)n)
, (E.2)
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where “Cyclic” denotes the cyclic permutations, i.e., the Z3 permutation of the external

momenta {p, q,−p− q}.

q

p

−p− q

WZW/H

F (2,0)

+ q

p

−p− q

+ q

p

−p− q

Figure 9: F (2,0) insertion with the WZW/H vertex.

H contribution

The contribution to the three point function when the central vertex in fig. 9 is given by

the cubic expansion of the free Hamiltonian ( second term in the second line of Eq. (3.14))

can be evaluated similarly to give,

⟨ρρρ⟩H(1) = vF

∫
θ,θ′

[
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θH +Cyclic

]
. (E.3)

ρ2 contribution

We now look at the contribution due to insertion of the quadratic interaction term in the

three point function involving one nonlinear density operator (i.e., ρ(2)) and two linear

density operators. The diagrams are given by fig. 10. The right diagram can be obtained

q

ρ(2)

p −p− q

F (2,0) +

−p− q

ρ(2)

p q

F (2,0) + Cyclic.

Figure 10: F (2,0) insertion in ρ(2)ρρ.

by (q ↔ −p− q) of the left diagram, labelled as ⟨ρ(2)q ρpρ−p−q⟩ρ
(2)

(1) below.
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⟨ρ(2)q ρpρ−p−q⟩ρ
(2)

(1) + ⟨ρ(2)−q−pρpρq⟩
ρ(2)

(1) =
vF
2

∫
θ′,θ

pn′F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

(ωp − vF pn′)

×
[

qs(p+ q)n
(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n)

∂θ
1

(ωp − vF pn)
+

−qspn
(ωp − vF (p)n)

∂θ
1

(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n)

+(q ↔ −p− q)] + vF
2

∫
θ′,θ

pn′∂θF
(2,0)(θ′, θ)

(ωp − vF pn′)
hθ(p|q,−p− q),

where the function h is defined as

hθ(p|q,−p− q) = qs(p+ q)n
(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n)(ωp − vF pn)

+
(−p− q)sqn

(ωq − vF qn)(ωp − vF pn)
. (E.4)

The total ρ(2) contribution becomes,

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩F
(2,0)

ρ(2)
=
(
⟨ρ(2)q ρpρ−p−q⟩F

(2,0)

1 + ⟨ρ(2)−q−pρpρq⟩F
(2,0)

1 +Cyclic
)
. (E.5)

Contribution of F (20) class of vertices

We now turn to the weak coupling expansion of the exact result involving cubic vertices

recorded in Eq. (3.36). The weak coupling limit for this class is relatively simple. Let us

first consider the interaction term involving the F (20) parameter and its generalizations,

given by,

LF (2,0)
= −vF

2

∫
tx⃗θθ′

(
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

[
∇s(∇nϕ∂θϕ)(∇nϕ)

′
]
+ ∂θF

(2,0)(θ, θ′)
[
(∇nϕ∇sϕ)(∇nϕ)

′
]

+F
(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′)

[
(∇nϕ)

2(∇nϕ)
′]) .

(E.6)

The relevant diagrams continue to be given by the left most diagrams of 5 with the central

vertex as the F (2,0) class of cubic interactions but with free propagators now. Together with

Eq. (E.5), the contribution from this term in the Lagrangian can be compactly expressed

as,

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩F
(2,0)

(1) + ⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩ρ
(2)

(1)

= vF

∫
θ,θ′

[
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θρ(2) +

1

2

pn′∂θF
(2,0)(θ′, θ)

(ωp − vF pn′)
hθ(p|q,−p− q)

+Cyclic]

− vF
2

∫
θ,θ′

∂θF
(2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
jθ(p|q,−q − p) + Cyclic

− vF
2

∫
θ,θ′

F
(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′)pnqn(p+ q)n′

(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n′)(ωq − vF qn)(ωp − vF pn)
+ Perm.

(E.7)
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where the function h is defined in Eq. (E.4), “Perm” denotes the S3 permutations of the

external momenta {p, q,−p− q} and

jθ(p|q,−q − p) = qs(p+ q)n + qn(p+ q)s
(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n)(ωq − vF qn)

. (E.8)

Contribution of F (3,0) vertex

Finally we evaluate the contribution from the last line of Eq. (3.14) or the F (3,0) vertex.

We obtain,

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩F
(3,0)

(1) = −6
∫
θ,θ′,θ′′

F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′)pnqn′(p+ q)n′′

(ωp − vF pn)(ωq − vF qn′)(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n′′)
. (E.9)

We can now record the full interacting contribution,

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩(1) =

vF

∫
θ,θ′

[
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θWZW +

∂θF
(2,0)(θ′, θ)

3!

pn′gθ(p|q,−p− q)
(ωp − vF pn′)

+Cyclic] + vF

∫
θ,θ′

[
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θH +Cyclic

]
+ vF

∫
θ,θ′

[
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θρ(2) +

pn′∂θF
(2,0)(θ′, θ)

2(ωp − vF pn′)
hθ(p|q,−p− q)

−1

2

∫
θ,θ′

∂θF
(2,0)(θ, θ′)

pn′

(ωp − vF pn′)
jθ(p|q,−q − p) + Cyclic

]
− vF

2

∫
θ,θ′

F
(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′)pnqn(p+ q)n′

(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n′)(ωq − vF qn)(ωp − vF pn)
+ Perm

− 6

∫
θ,θ′,θ′′

F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′)pnqn′(p+ q)n′′

(ωp − vF pn)(ωq − vF qn′)(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n′′)
,

(E.10)

Where the functions g, h and j are given in Eqs. (E.2), (E.4) and (E.8) respectively.

Partial static limit

As a non-trivial check of our results, we take the partial static limit of our three-point

density function analogous to static susceptibilities, as discussed in subsection 2.1, leading

to thermodynamic constraints between Wilson coefficients of the EFT. Recall the static

limit of density correlation relation from Eq. (2.6) to perturbative order in F0, relating

the change in the Fermi momentum due to a change in the chemical potential, the Fermi

velocity, and the Landau parameter F0,

∂pF
∂µ
≡ lim

q→0
lim
ω→0

GR
ρρ(ω, q⃗) =

pF
vF

1

1 + F0
≃ pF
vF

(1− F0) . (E.11)
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As explained in App. F of [42] for the free EFT, the partial static limit of the three point

function relates to the change of the two point correlation due to chemical potential.

lim
q→0

lim
ωq→0

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩ =
−i∂
∂µ
⟨ρpρ−q⟩ (E.12)

Analogous to the static susceptibilities from the two-point correlation functions, we expect

the partial static limit of the three-point density correlations in the interacting theory

to yield new thermodynamic relations. We now study this partial static limit for the

interacting EFT where now on both the sides of Eq. (E.12), we consider the perturbative

two or three point density correlation function.

We begin by taking the partial static limit limq,ωq→0⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩ with the leading

interacting contribution as given in (3.38). After some algebra, it takes the form,

lim
q,ωq→0

(
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩(0) + ⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩(1)

)
=

∫
θ

pn
(ω − vF pn)

[
−F0

vF
+

1

vF

]
+

∫
θ

p2n
(ω − vF pn)2

[(
pF ϵ

′′
F

vF
(1− F0) + F̃0

)
+

∫
θ′

(
2pF ϵ

′′
F pn′

(ω − vF pn′)

)
F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

]
+

∫
θ,θ′

pnpn′

(ω − vF pn)(ω − vF pn′)

[
2F (2,0)(θ, θ′) + 2F

(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′) +

6

vF

∫
θ′′
F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′)

]
.

(E.13)

The two point density correlation to first order in the Landau parameter F (2,0) is given by,

⟨ρpρ−p⟩ = ipF

[∫
θ

qn
ω − vF qn

+

∫
θ,θ′

vFF
(2,0)(θ − θ′) qn

ω − vF qn
qn′

ω − vF qn′

]
, (E.14)

which results in the following change in response to a variation in the chemical potential,

−i∂
∂µ
⟨ρpρ−q⟩ ≈

∫
θ

[
pn

ω − vF pn
∂pF
∂µ

]
+

∫
θ,θ′

pnpn′∂µ(vF pFF
(2,0)(θ, θ′))

(ωp − vF pn)(ωp − vF pn′)

+

∫
θ

[
p2n

(ω − vF pn)2

(
pF
∂vF
∂µ

+ 2pF ϵ
′′
F

∫
θ′

pn′F (2,0)(θ, θ′)

(ω − vF pn′)

)]
,

(E.15)

where in the second term in the second line we have replaced vF
∂vF
∂µ ∼ ϵ

′′
F since we are

considering the correlators to linear order in the Landau parameters. We get the following

thermodynamic constraints

∂pF
∂µ

=
1

vF
(1− F0) ,

∂vF
∂µ

=
ϵ′′F
vF

(1− F0) +
F̃0

pF

∂µ

[
vF pFF

(2,0)(θ, θ′)
]
=

[
2F (2,0)(θ, θ′) + 2F

(2,0)
1 (θ, θ′) +

6

vF

∫
θ′′
F (3,0)(θ, θ′, θ′′)

]
.

(E.16)

While the first relation is what we get from analysis of static susceptibilities, the other two

constraints are new and involve the generalized Landau parameters.
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E.2 From microscopic theory: one loop contribution

We outline the computation of the density three point function in the microscopic theory.

The explicit contribution is given by diagrams in fig. 7,

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩λ = 2iλ

∫
k

(
Tr
[
γ0Sp+kSk

]
Tr
[
Sp+k′γ

0Sp+q+k′γ
0Sk′

]
−Tr

[
γ0Sp+kSp+k′γ

0Sp+q+k′γ
0Sk′Sk

]
+ (q ↔ −p− q)

)
+Cyclic.

(E.17)

Enumerating the free fermion three point function at finite density from first principles

using our microscopic propagator is challenging. Subtle cancellations in fermion loops [51]

indicates there are non-trivial contributions from sub-leading order in the analysis contrary

to the density two point function calculation in App. C. Instead, we follow the method

outlined in App. D. We identify our free microscopic currents with free EFT operators

which reduces the problem to evaluating these correlators using EFT. Similar to the two

point function, we can express the one loop contribution (E.17) as follows

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩λ = iλ (⟨ρpO−p⟩⟨Opρqρ−p−q⟩ − ⟨ρpρ−p⟩⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩

+⟨ρpjx−p⟩⟨jxpρqρ−p−q⟩+ ⟨ρpjy−p⟩⟨jypρqρ−p−q⟩
)
+Cyclic.

(E.18)

Since we need the identification only for the free theory, we can directly read off our results

obtained in Sec. 3.4 up to O(ϕ2).

ρ(t, x⃗) =
pF

(2π)2

∫
dθ∇nϕ+

1

2(2π)2

∫
dθ∇s (∂θϕ∇nϕ) +O(ϕ3),

ji(t, x⃗) = vF

∫
dθ niρ+

1

2(2π)2

∫
dθ
[
pF ϵ

′′
Fn

i(∇nϕ)
2 + vF s

i∇sϕ∇nϕ
]
+O(ϕ3),

O(t, x⃗) = pF

∫
dθ

(2π)2

[
γ(pF )

(
∇nϕ+

1

2pF
∇s(∇nϕ∂θϕ)

)
+

1

2
γ′(pF )(∇nϕ)

2

]
+O(ϕ3),

(E.19)

where we found γ(|p⃗|) = m√
p2+m2

for free Dirac fermions. The two point functions in Eq.

(E.18) can be computed as done in Sec. 3.5 and we record the results,

⟨ρpO−p⟩free =
ipFm

ϵF

∫
θ

pn
(ω − vF pn)

, ⟨ρpji−p⟩free = ivF pF

∫
θ

nipn
(ω − vF pn)

We now obtain the relevant three point correlation functions involving two density operators

and a single current.

Evaluating ⟨jipρqρ−p−q⟩

Similar to the density three point function, the relevant correlator receives contribution

from three parts: the WZW term, the Hamiltonian piece of the action Eq. (3.14) and

finally we consider the contribution of the nonlinear part of the operators.

⟨jipρqρ−p−q⟩WZW = vF

∫
θ
ni⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θWZW +

vF
3!

∫
θ
sigθ(p|q,−p− q), (E.20)
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where g has been defined in Eq. (E.2). Similarly,

⟨jipρqρ−p−q⟩H = vF

∫
θ
ni⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θH . (E.21)

We now compute the contribution from the nonlinear parts of the currents.

⟨jipρqρ−p−q⟩ρ(2) = ⟨j
i,(2)
p ρqρ−p−q⟩+ ⟨jipρ(2)q ρ−p−q⟩+ ⟨jipρqρ

(2)
−p−q⟩.

We obtain,

⟨ji,(2)p ρqρ−p−q⟩ = vF

∫
θ
ni⟨ρ(2)p ρqρ−p−q⟩θ +

pF ϵ
′′
F

2

∫
θ
ni

−2(qn(p+ q)n)

(ωq − vF qn)(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n)

− vF
2

∫
θ
sijθ(p|q,−p− q).

(E.22)

Note that the middle tensor structure appearing is similar to first line of Eq. (E.9) and j

is defined in Eq. (E.8). Finally, performing similar manipulations,

⟨jipρ(2)q ρ−p−q⟩+ ⟨jipρqρ
(2)
−p−q⟩ = vF

∫
θ
ni
(
⟨ρpρ(2)q ρ−p−q⟩θ + ⟨ρpρqρ(2)−p−q⟩θ

)
+
vF
2

∫
θ
sihθ(p|q,−p− q),

(E.23)

where h is defined in Eq. (E.4). Finally putting everything together, we have,

⟨jipρqρ−p−q⟩ = vF

∫
θ
ni⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θ +

vF
3!

∫
θ
sigθ(p|q,−p− q)

+
pF ϵ

′′
F

2

∫
θ
ni

−2(qn(p+ q)n)

(ωq − vF qn)(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n)
− vF

2

∫
θ
sijθ(p|q,−p− q)

+
vF
2

∫
θ
sihθ(p|q,−p− q).

See Eqs. (E.4), (E.8) and (E.2) for the functions h, j and g respectively. As a non trivial

check of our computation we have numerically verified the ward identity in the euclidean

domain ω ≫ vF pn.

ωp⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩ = pi⟨jipρqρ−p−q⟩. (E.24)

Evaluating ⟨Opρqρ−p−q⟩

Using the linear and nonlinear contributions of the operator O listed in Eqs. (5.6) and

(5.7),

⟨Opρqρ−p−q⟩ =
m

µ
⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩+

mpF vF
ϵ2F

∫
θ

qn(p+ q)n
(ωq − vF qn)(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n)

. (E.25)
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Putting everything together, the one loop microscopic contribution to the three point

density function is given by

⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩λ

= iλ

∫
θ,θ′

[
v2F
(
−1 + cos(θ − θ′)

) [
⟨ρpρ−p⟩θ⟨ρpρqρ−p−q⟩θ

′
+Cyclic

]
+

(
m2pF vF
ϵ3pF

− pF ϵ′′F vF (cos(θ − θ′))
)[
⟨ρpρ−p⟩θ

[
(qn′(p+ q)n′)

(ωq − vF qn′)(ωp+q − vF (p+ q)n′)

]
+Cyclic] + v2F sin(θ − θ′)

[
1

3!
⟨ρpρ−p⟩θgθ

′
(p|q,−p− q)− 1

2
⟨ρpρ−p⟩θjθ

′
(p|q,−p− q)

+
1

2
⟨ρpρ−p⟩θhθ

′
(p|q,−p− q) + Cyclic

]]
,

(E.26)

where,

⟨ρpρ−p⟩θ =
ipF pn

ωp − vF pn
. (E.27)
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