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Conductivity of interacting massless Dirac particles in graphene: collisionless regime
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We provide detailed calculation of the a.c. conductivity in the case of 1/r Coulomb interacting
massless Dirac particles in graphene in the collisionless limit when w > T'. The analysis of the elec-
tron self-energy, current vertex function and polarization function, which enter into the calculation
of physical quantities including the a.c. conductivity, is carried out by checking the Ward-Takahashi
identities associated with the electrical charge conservation and making sure that they are satisfied
at each step. We adopt a variant of the dimensional regularization of Veltman and ’t Hooft by
taking the spatial dimension D = 2 — ¢ for € > 0. The procedure adopted here yields a result for the
conductivity correction which, while explicitly preserving charge conservation laws, is nevertheless
different from the results reported previously in literature.

I. INTRODUCTION

The role of Coulomb electron-electron interactions in
systems described by massless two-dimensional Dirac
fermions has been a subject of interest for some time.1 13
Discovery of graphene, a single atomic layer of sp? hy-
bridized carbon, and more recently of topological insula-
tors, both of which support such massless Dirac fermions,
brought this issue into sharp focus. In particular, which
physically measurable quantities are modified from their
non-interacting values, and by how much, would al-
low deeper understanding of the physics governed by
electron-electron interactions in these systems.

When weak, the unscreened 1/r Coulomb interactions
are expected to modify the velocity of the Dirac fermions

as vp — UF + %lnA/k, where k is the wavenumber
measured from the Dirac point. This modification of
the electronic dispersion is expected to lead to logarith-
mic suppression of the density of states near the Dirac
point, an effect in principle observable in tunneling exper-
iments. In addition, the low temperature electronic con-
tribution to the specific heat should be suppressed from
T? to T?/ log® T, as shown in Ref. 4, and the strength of
this suppression is related to the strength of the Coulomb
interaction.

The role of Coulomb interaction in a.c. electrical trans-
port was investigated by Mishchenko in Ref. 7, who orig-
inally concluded that the a.c. conductivity o(w) van-
ishes as w — 0 and the system is a (weak) insulator.
Were this the case, the interactions would have dra-
matic effect on transport since the a.c. conductivity
of the non-interacting system is finite/X¢ i.e., og(w) =
me?/2h for w > T. This was later argued to be in-
correct by Sheehy and Schmalian®, and independently
by the present authors? using Renormalization Group
(RG) scaling analysis. While the former presented only
a scaling argument, without calculating the correction to
transport, the latter reported on an explicit calculation

where

o2
= 1 672 1
o) UO( + vF—I—e_lnA) 1)

with the coefficient found to be ¢ = (25 — 6m)/12 ~
0.5125. Note that, since e? does not renormalize, 7 any
change in the cutoff in the above expression for the con-
ductivity may be compensated by a redefinition of the
Fermi velocity, vp. At small w the correction vanishes
and the non-interacting value of o is recovered. At small
but finite frequencies, the correction scales as 1/|logwl|,
with the interaction independent prefactor determined by
C. The numerical value of this correction, which can
be understood as correction to scaling near the Gaus-
sian fixed point and which is expected to be universal,
has since been a subject of debate. In subsequent work,
Mishchenko!® recovered the functional form (), which
gives metallic conductivity at small w, but argued for
a different value of C = (19 — 67)/12 ~ 0.01254 which
happens to be much smaller than the one found by us.
Technically, the difference originated from different reg-
ularization adopted in the two approaches. The stan-
dard momentum space cutoff, motivated by the underly-
ing discrete lattice structure and reported in Ref. |9 was
questioned in Ref. [10, where the correction to conduc-
tivity was calculated using a cutoff on the 1/r interac-
tion, and argued to be the same regardless of whether
it is calculated using Kubo formula (current-current cor-
relator) or continuity equation and density-density cor-
relator. The same calculational procedure was later ad-
vocated by Sheehy and Schmalian/*® who argued that
unlike hard-cutoff in momentum space, cutoff on the in-
teraction leads to expressions obeying Ward-Takahashi
identity. In addition, they claimed the result obtained in
such way is consistent with the experimentally measured
optical conductivity, where, surprisingly, no discernible
correction to the non-interacting value was reported.t?
In quantum field theories, it seems reasonable that if
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two ultraviolet (UV) regularization schemes give differ-
ent results for physical quantities, then the regulariza-
tion that is typically chosen is the one which respects
charge U(1) symmetry, as is the case for chiral anomaly
in (341)-dimensional massless quantum electrodynam-
ics (QED), for instance.2? Here we argue that the reg-
ularization of the electron-electron interaction alone is
incomplete and cannot serve as a consistent regulariza-
tion of the theory. We also show by explicit calcula-
tion that the dimensional regularization used here pre-
serves the Ward-Takahashi identity, i.e., that it is con-
sistent with U(1) gauge symmetry of the theory, and
that, moreover, has the additional advantage of serving as
an interaction-independent regularization scheme for the
whole field theory. The interaction correction to the con-
ductivity within this regularization scheme is calculated
independently using the current-current and the density-
density correlators, which both yield the same number
C = (11— 3m)/6 ~ 0.2625 in Eq. (), precisely as a con-
sequence of explicitly preserved U(1) gauge symmetry.
Furthermore, we show that while the hard-cutoff regular-
ization in principle violates the Ward-Takahashi identity,
the original integral expression? for the constant C is in
fact UV convergent, and when computed with necessary
care it unambiguously leads to the same value as quoted
above.

A comparison with experiment which has been per-
formed at high frequencies near the cutoff:2:21 (see also
Ref. 22) may be misleading, since the result for the lead-
ing logarithmic correction to the conductivity in Eq.(I)
is valid only at frequencies of the order of 1meV, much
smaller than the cutoff. As the Coulomb coupling con-
stant in graphene e?/vr is believed to be of order one, we
expect that in this region the interaction corrections to
different observables, relative to the values in the nonin-
teracting theory, should be significant. Why the interac-
tion correction to the conductivity, in particular, appears
to be small even in the high-frequency regime is unclear
at the moment.

Whereas the results in the collisionless limit (w > T)
discussed here at least in principle follow from a straight-
forward application of the perturbative renormalization
group, transport in the collision-dominated regime (w <
T) requires re-summation of an infinite series of Feyn-
man diagrams. This is easily seen in the non-interacting
limit where a finite temperature T' produces a finite, lin-
ear in T', ”Drude” J—function response in conductivity,
~ T§(w). Collisions due to the electron-electron scat-
tering lead to broadening of the d—function and clearly
the result must be non-analytic in e?/vr as the interac-
tion V(r) — 0. Alternative approach has been advanced
in Refs. 23)24 where the leading correction is argued to
be captured by the solution to the quantum Boltzman
equation with the collision integral calculated perturba-
tively in the interaction strength. In the clean limit, the
conductivity in the collision dominated regime is found to
increase with decreasing T and proportional to In®(T/A).
Interestingly, experiments on suspended samples at the

neutrality point2? find conductivity which decreases with
decreasing T'. Finally, T—linear increase of the d.c. con-
ductivity observed in small devices?¢, has been argued to
arise from purely ballistic transport?? where conductiv-
ity grows with the sample size L and temperature 7' as
o~TL/hvp.

The paper is organized as follows: in section II we in-
troduce the Lagrangian and the response functions, and
in section IIT we discuss different regularization schemes
for massless Dirac fermions. In section IV, we review
some well-known results regarding the polarization ten-
sor and the conductivity. In section V, we explicitly
construct polarization tensor for the non-interacting the-
ory, and in section VI we consider the same problem for
the contact interactions to first order in the interaction
strength and to O(N). We do not discuss the (RPA-
like) contribution to the order N? which, while simple
to calculate, does not contribute to transport. The main
results of the paper are presented in section VII where
we show that the Coulomb correction to the polarization
tensor is transversal, as well as that the Coulomb ver-
tex function obeys the Ward-Takahashi identity within
the dimensional regularization. In this section, we also
present calculations of the Coulomb correction to the
a.c. conductivity using both the current-current corre-
lator (Kubo formula) and the density-density correlator,
within the dimensional regularization. Section VIII is
reserved for further discussion of these results and com-
parison with previous results reported in the literature.
Various technical details of the calculations are presented
in the appendices.

II. HAMILTONIAN, LAGRANGIAN AND THE
RESPONSE FUNCTIONS

We start with the Hamiltonian
I’j[ = /dDer(r)'UFUapaw(r)
+ /dDrdDr’wT(r)w(r)V(lr — ')y () (), (2)

where we consider N copies of two-component Fermi
fields ¢(r,7) (which therefore has 2N components), the
momentum operator p, = —ihd, and o, are Pauli ma-
trices. Operators in the interaction term are assumed
normal ordered. Hereafter, the Latin letters a,b are
used only for the spatial indices, while the Greek letters
u, v are reserved for the spacetime ones, and summation
over the repeated indices is assumed. V(r) is the two-
body interaction potential, which is left unspecified at
the moment. Later we will consider two different cases: a
short-range contact interaction V(r) = ud(r) and the 3D
Coulomb potential V (r) = e?/r with €2 /v as the dimen-
sionless Coulomb coupling constant. To simplify the no-
tation, we will work in the natural units A = c = kp = 1.
When the speed of light ¢ does not appear, we will also



set vp = 1. In our final results we will restore the physi-
cal units.
The corresponding imaginary time Lagrangian is

L=Ly+ Lint (3)

where

Lo = /dDr1/)T(T, r) {% —I—vpa-p] (T, 1) (4)

and
1
Eint:§ /dD_[‘dDI‘/p(T, I‘)V(|I‘ - rl|)p(T7 rl)u (5)

where p(7,1) = T (7,r)y(7, 1) is the density of fermions.
The quantum partition function can then be written as
the imaginary time Grassman path integral2®

Z = / DDy exp (- /O ’ dw> (6)

where the inverse temperature factor § = 1/(kgT). In
the sections which follow, the additional imaginary-time
index on the Fermi field ¢(7,r) inside a path integral
automatically means that they are considered to be co-
herent state Grassman fields. We will take T" — 0 first
and then perform the calculations. Note that in light of
the discussion in the Introduction, taking 7" — 0 first
automatically sets the collisionless limit.

By the standard spectral representation theorems we
can first calculate the correlation functions as imaginary
time ordered products, Fourier transform over time, and
then analytically continue to find the physical retarded
(or advanced) response functions.2® Specifically, for some
bosonic operator Og(t,r) in the (real time) Heisenberg
representation, the retarded correlation function

Suit(t = ¢w,x') = =if(t = )([Oult, ), Ou(t',¥)]) (7)

can be related to the imaginary time ordered correlation
function

Sap(T =7, 1,1") = —(T; 04 (1,1)Op (7', 1)), (8)
where

Ou(r,1) = PHO, (r)ePH (9)

In the Eqs. (@) the angular brackets denote thermal av-
eraging

1 A
()= Tr (e*ﬁH . ) . (10)
Specifically, the frequency Fourier transforms
Sret(w;r,r’) = / dte®Sret(t v, r’),  (11)

— 0o

g
Sap(iQp; 1,1’ = / dre T Sop(r,r, 1), (12)
0

satisty
Sret(Qur, ') = Sap (i, — Q+i07;r, 1), (13)

where the bosonic Matsubara frequency is 2, = 27mn/8
forn =0,+1,42,.... We will use the above relations in
what follows when we focus on the electrical conductivity,
in which case the bosonic operator O of interest will be
either charge density or charge current.

For completeness we note that for V(r) = 0 the two-
particle imaginary time Green’s function is

(t(iw, k)T (1w, K')) = By w (2m)26(k — k') G (iw) (14)
where

w+o-k

Gliv) = e

(15)
which will be used extensively in the later sections.
Strictly speaking, in any solid state system which sup-
ports massless Dirac particles, the above propagator is
valid only for wavevectors smaller than some cutoff A,
which depends on the physical situation. In the case of
electrons on the honeycomb lattice, the order of magni-
tude of the cutoff, A=, is determined by the requirement
that the true electronic dispersion does not deviate ap-
preciably from the conical (Dirac).

IIT. REGULARIZATION SCHEMES FOR
MASSLESS DIRAC FERMIONS

Since we are interested in the long distance (low fre-
quency) behavior of physical quantities, we can use the
above low energy field theory, given by the above La-
grangian with the corresponding propagators, provided
that divergent terms in the perturbation theory are prop-
erly regularized. In the context of high energy physics it
is also well known that a quantum field theory of Dirac
fermions needs to be regularized,2? and typically there
is no unique way of doing so. Additional requirements,
usually based on the symmetries of the theory, determine
what type of regularization should be employed.

In case of the theory of the Coulomb interacting Dirac
fermions, we will require that the U(1) gauge symmetry
must be preserved, or equivalently, that the charge must
be conserved. As we show below, dimensional regulariza-
tion introduced by 't Hooft and Veltman?? is consistent
with this requirement. Before discussing this regulariza-
tion scheme, let us briefly review the hard cutoff and the
Pauli-Villars regularization schemes in the context of the
fermionic field theory considered here.

A. Hard cutoff

The idea of the hard cutoff regularization is to impose
a cutoff in the upper limit of an otherwise divergent mo-
mentum integral. Physically, this is due to the k—space



restriction on the modes which appear in the theory, a
condition which appears naturally within Wilson formu-
lation of the RG.3Y The singular part of the integral then
appears dependent on the cutoff scale. Although very
simple to implement, this regularization scheme is known
to violate U(1) gauge symmetry of QED, for instance.2°
Terms that violate the gauge symmetry appear as a
power of the cutoff scale and must be subtracted in or-
der to insure that the gauge symmetry is preserved. On
the other hand, the typical divergent terms appear as the
logarithm of the cutoff scale. Of course, the cutoff scale
must not appear explicitly in any observable quantity in
order for the theory to be physically meaningful. The
disappearance of the cutoff scale A indeed occurs in the
calculation of the interaction correction to the a.c. con-
ductivity within quantum field theory of the Coulomb
interacting Dirac fermions, as discussed below Eq. ().
However, as we show in Appendix D, and as was antic-
ipated in Refl18, the hard-cutoff regularization violates
the Ward-Takahashi identity. We are thus led to conclude
that this regularization scheme is in principle not consis-
tent with U(1) gauge symmetry of the theory. This con-
clusion notwithstanding, the particular coefficient C from
the introduction may be written as an integral which is
unambiguous and perfectly convergent in the upper limit,
provided the momentum cutoff is taken to infinity after
all the integrals have been performed (see Appendix H).

B. Pauli-Villars regularization

Another way to regularize divergent self-energy and
vertex diagrams in QED is to introduce an additional
artificial "heavy photon”.2? In Euclidean spacetime this
leads to the following replacement of the photon propa-
gator

1 1 1
Prke Pk Pk M

and the mass parameter M is sent to oo at the end of the
calculation. Since the additional fictitious particle cou-
ples minimally to the fermions, the regularization pre-
serves Ward-Takahashi identities which relate the self-
energy to the current vertex. However, as such, this reg-
ularization is unable to render photon polarization dia-
grams finite. This can be avoided by introducing addi-
tional Pauli-Villars fermions,32 at the expense of making
the method complicated.2?

In the context of the (24+1)D massless Dirac fermions
interacting with static (non-retarded) 1/r Coulomb in-
teraction, the analog of the Pauli-Villars regularization
is

1 1 1
e
K K Ve

Physically, this corresponds to cutting-off the short-
distance divergence of the 1/r interaction, without af-
fecting its long range tail. This modified interaction pre-
serves Ward-Takahashi identities relating vertex and the

self-energy,1® but, just as in the case of QED, it fails to
regularize the polarization function without introducing
additional Pauli-Villars fermions. Therefore, as such it
cannot serve as a complete regularization of the theory.

C. Dimensional regularization

Originally introduced in the context of relativistic
quantum field theory, the basic idea of the dimensional
regularization is to regularize four-momentum integrals
by lowering the number of spacetime dimensions over
which the integral is performed. This procedure was in-
troduced by ’t Hooft and Veltman?? to preserve the sym-
metries of gauge theories. It also bypasses the necessity
to introduce Pauli-Villars fermions and bosons.

Here we employ a variant of the dimensional regular-
ization scheme in that the frequency integrals are per-
formed from —oo to 400 while the momentum integrals
are analytically continued from D =2 to D = 2 — € di-
mensions. Such separation of time from space is used
because in the case considered here the Lorentz invari-
ance is violated by the interaction terms. A momentum
integral is therefore calculated for an arbitrary number
of dimensions D, and expanded in the parameter €. Sin-
gular parts of the integral then appear as the first-order
poles in the Laurent expansion over the parameter ¢, i.e.,
as terms of the form 1/¢, and the finite part is the term
of order €% in this expansion.

The following D-dimensional (Euclidean) integrals are
frequently encountered in this regularization scheme2?

/ dPe 1 rn-2) 1
(

2D (2 + A" (4m)P720(n) An- 3 (16)

and

/ ¢ 2 1 D
@mP (B + A"~ [@n)P2 2
1

Ao (17)

where I'(x) is the Euler gamma function and A > 0.

Furthermore, Pauli matrices are also embedded in
D = 2 — e-dimensional space. We thus use the follow-
ing identity

040,04 = Ddoy + (2 — D)o gbap, (18)

where the sum over the Latin letters a, b, used only for
the spatial indices, is assumed. The Greek letters u, v
are reserved for the spacetime indices. The last term on
the right-hand side turns out to be crucial for the proof
of the Ward-Takahashi identity, guaranteed by the U(1)
charge conservation. This is discussed in later sections.
In short, the last term in Eq.(I8]) yields the last term in
Eq. (AT3). If the latter were omitted the Ward-Takahashi
identity would be violated. As elaborated on in the dis-
cussion section, the same term also accounts for the dis-
crepancy between the results found in this work, Egs.



([82), and the result we found previously [Eq. (G29)] for
the Coulomb interaction correction to the conductivity
where the last term was omitted. Details of this calcula-
tion can be found in Appendix E.

IV. CONSERVATION LAWS, CONDUCTIVITY,
AND THE STRUCTURE OF THE
POLARIZATION TENSOR

In the interest of self-containment, in this section we
review some well known results regarding response func-
tions and U(1) conservation laws. Most of these results
can be found (scattered) in many body — quantum-field
theory textbooks.2%:28

In order to calculate the response functions to external
electro-magnetic fields, it is useful to define the imaginary
time correlation function

HMV (Tv I‘) = <TTjH (Tv I‘)jl, (07 0)>7 (19)

where the current ”three-vector” j, is composed of the
imaginary time density and current as

j(r,r) = (p(r,r),j(7,r))
= ("/’T (7_7 I‘W(Ta r), 'UFwT (7, r)5¢(T= I‘)) . (20)

In this section we temporarily restore vp to clearly dis-
tinguish it from the speed of light ¢ used below.

By fluctuation-dissipation theorem,?® the expectation
value of the electrical current-density operator J(¢,r), in
real time ¢, is related to the imaginary time correlator
1., (i©2,q). The latter is the Fourier transform (I2) of
the tensor defined in Eq.([d). The expectation value of
the Fourier transform of the electrical current-density is
then

2
Jo(2,Q)) = — S Tao(iQ — Q +i0,q)B(Q, q)

h
2 Ap(Q
+ %Hab(iQn L0400, q) 28D (o1
c
The Fourier components of the electric and magnetic
fields are related to the ones of the scalar and vector
potentials as

Fu@,0) = iTAu(0,0) 0,200, (22)
B(2,q) = ieqpq.A6(82, q), (23)

where €4 is completely antisymmetric (Levi-Civita) rank
two tensor. Using Faraday’s law of induction we can
further relate the Fourier components of the electric and
magnetic fields as

Q
GaanEb(Q7q) = ZB(Qaq) (24)

In condensed matter systems with massless Dirac parti-
cles, propagating with velocity vp, as the relevant low-
energy degrees of freedom considered here, the (pseudo)

Lorentz invariance is violated by interactions. If we were
to consider finite temperature T the (pseudo) Lorentz
invariance would be violated even in the non-interacting
limit. Nevertheless, when spatial O(2) rotational invari-
ance is preserved, as is the case for problems studied here,
the general structure of the imaginary time polarization
tensor is3%

. (1920, ) = Ha(iQ0, [a]) Ay + 115 (iQ0, |d]) B (25)

where the three-tensors are

By = bua (5ab - %) b (26)
quqv
Auu = Guv — 22 _BHV' (27)

The Euclidean three-momenta appearing in the above
tensors are

g = diag[—1,1,1],., (28)
G = G (=1, @)y = (i, @)y, (29)
¢ = quguwe =+ (30)
The real time continuity equation
0
5" +V.-J=0 (31)

requires that, with our choice of the imaginary time
“three”-current j = (p,j), the transversality of the

I1,,., (i€, q) is equivalent to the condition
(—iQ, q)#HW(iQ, Q) = H;w(iQa CI) (—iQ, q)v =0. (32)

Note that this is explicitly satisfied by the expression
@3). If, in addition, the Lorenz invariance is satisfied,
II4 = IIp, and there is no need to separate out the spa-
tially transverse component of the polarization tensor.

A. Ward-Takahashi identity and vertex functions

In addition to the condition ([B2]), the continuity equa-
tion (31 constrains the form of the vertex function. If
we define the four-point matrix function

mu (v —r, 7 —rie =" 7 —7") = (T (7, )y (7' )T (77 "))

(33)
where the imaginary time ”three”-current was defined in
Eq.(20), then we must have2?

0o Vv ’ ’ . " "o
<6T7’L.)M7T'U‘(T 7t —rr—7"r—1")=
(6(r =70 (x —1") = 6(r' = 7)6" (v — 1)) x
xG(r' =" v —1"). (34)

The above expression relates the exact imaginary time
four-point function to the ezact imaginary time Green’s
function

g(Tv I‘) = <Trw(7-7 I‘WT (07 0)> (35)



If we rewrite the Fourier transform of 7, in terms of the
vertex function A, as

mu(k, iw; k + q,iw + 1) =
Gk (iw)A, (k, iw; k + q, iw + 1) G4 (iw + Q) (36)

then the Ward-Takahashi identity for the vertex function
A, can be written as

(=i, q) A u(k, tw; k + q,iw + Q) =

Gretq(iw +19) — G (iw) = Sietq(iw + iQ) — Sy (iw).

(37)

This identity has to be satisfied order by order in per-
turbation theory. In what follows, we show that this is
indeed the case for the interacting theories studied here
when we adopt the dimensional regularization.

B. Electrical conductivity

To relate the polarization tensor to the electrical con-
ductivity, we simply need to relate the expectation value
of the current to the electric field. Since we have the
response to the electromagnetic scalar and vector poten-
tials, we just need to relate those to the electric and
magnetic fields. Finally, magnetic field can be related
to the electric field using Maxwell’s equations. As is well
known, at finite wavevector q and frequency {2, one can
define the logitudinal and transverse conductivity as the
proportionality between the induced current and the lon-
gitudinal or transverse component of the electric field.

Using Eqgs. (ZI25H21), we find

Qqq
(Ja(Q,q)) = EHA(Q""ZO Iql) —p 2(2.q)
e? . Q%qaq Ab(Q,q)
- EHA(Q+7/O7|q|)q2(q2_QQ) c
e? ) gaqp\ A(2,q)
+ EHB(Q+ZO, lal) (5ab — < ) —
(38)

Furthermore, Eqs. (22))-24)) imply

i) qag
<Ja<97q>>—gHA<ﬂ+zo| ) g P ()

e? , Qa b
+ SO+ i) o (s - 21 )Ebm a).
(39)

From the above equations we can read off the longitudinal
and transverse electrical conductivity

ez 0 .

o (Q,la]) = EmnA(Q"FZOa la),  (40)
e? Tlp(Q +10,|q

o (a]) = g%- (41)

For q # 0 (and © # 0), o] need not be equal o, . How-
ever, at q = 0, the a.c. conductivities

due to the O(2) spatial rotational symmetry.

In the following, we will work solely in the imaginary
time — Matsubara frequency space, and since we restrict
ourselves to T' = 0, we will drop the subscript n on i€,

V. NON-INTERACTING LIMIT: V(r) =0

For the sake of completeness, and in order to illustrate
how the general results presented in the previous section
appear in the specific solvable problem, we first examine
I1,,(i€2,q) in the limit of vanishing V(r). The Fourier
transform ([I2) of the polarization function (I9) in the
non-interacting limit is easily shown to be

0) (s _
I (i€, q) =
*° dw dPk ) . .
- N/OO%/WTr[Gk(zw)U#GkJrq(lw+ZQ)Uu]
(43)

where g is the 2 x 2 unit matrix. To this end it is useful
to define the vertex function

(q, ZQ)
dPk ) . )
5 WGk(Zw)U#GkJFq(ZW +1iQ), (44)
in terms of which
0 .
0 (i, q)

The above expression is divergent at large momenta (UV
divergent) as is easily seen by counting powers. Note that
this appears even in the non-interacting theory when cal-
culating the response functions. As is well known in the
context of relativistic field theories, this UV divergence is
unphysical and to obtain the correct answer a regulariza-
tion is necessary.2:3! The regularization of choice here is
dimensional regularization which leads to finite expres-
sions and which is consistent with U(1) gauge symmetry
of the theory.

As shown in detail in the Appendix A, using dimen-
sional regularization, we obtain

VP

= —NTY[P,.(q,iQ)0,]. (45)

(Q+0-9)0,(iQ2+0-q)
o — 20,0 — P . (46)
Performing the trace in Eq. (5] we find
0)(; —
HLV) (7’97 q) -
N —-q? _iQQw —i82qy
- | —iQqu ¢+ Sy (47)
16y +q? —ifdgy  —qzqy qgg + 02

ng



We can write the above matrix more compactly as

) (i, q) = —1—]\(2 (gw _ 3”) VR +q? (48)
q

where we used definitions from Eqs.(28130). The correla-
tion function (@AY is explicitly transverse, as it should
be, and

(—iQ, @), 118 (i, q) = I (iQ, q) (—iQ, q), = 0. (49)

From the above equations we find

N
-2+
16 + q (50)

Analytically continuing according to Eqs. ([@0HAI), with
the branch-cut of the \/z-function lying along negative
real axis, we find the well-known expression for the
(Gaussian) a.c. conductivity

Y (i, q) = 0y (i, q) =

N €?
o (@) =) = 55

) TR (51)

. . (0
As a side remark, if we were to define H,(w) as a cor-

relation function of a slightly different ”three”-current
(—ip,J), the result obtained directly from Eqs. [@THR)
transforms as tensor under Euclidean O(3) transforma-
tions. In real frequencies this is equivalent to relativis-
tic Lorentz transformations, due to the invariance of the
non-interacting Lagrangian L.

Therefore, regulating the UV divergences via dimen-
sional regularization implemented here leads to finite ex-
pressions which preserve the required U(1) conservation
laws. The necessary regularization of the ”integration
measure”, as done here via dimensional regularization,
is independent of the electron-electron interaction V(r),
as it must be if the non-interacting theory is to lead to
finite correlation functions. Therefore, as shown already
by this example, regulating only the ”momentum trans-
fer” as advocated in Refs. 110,18 is clearly insufficient.

VI. SHORT RANGE INTERACTIONS:
V(r) = ud(r)

While the problem of (2+1)D massless Dirac fermions
with the contact interactions is not exactly solvable, one

can calculate the interaction corrections to the polariza-
tion tensor perturbatively in powers of the interaction
strength u. Such contact interactions certainly consti-
tute an idealized special case.23 Nevertheless, this theory
has the advantage that one can determine the first correc-
tion in u to the non-interacting (Gaussian) polarization
tensor HELO,,) , found in the previous section, explicitly for
finite g and €. We can then test the general symme-
try requirements listed before. The technique of choice
is again the (variant of the) dimensional regularization
of Veltman and 't Hooft introduced in section III. Since
this interaction violates Lorentz invariance we can also
use this example to study how the difference between
II4 and I arises in such theory.

It is straightforward to use the Wick’s theorem to show
that in this case, the first order in u, and to O(N), cor-
rection to the polarization tensor is

dPk * dw dw'’
011, (12, q) uN/ / / [ o

{Tr[Gk(iw)o, Gryqiw + ’LQ) p (1w’ )UVGp,q(zw — Q)]
+ Tr[Gk(iw)o,Griqliw + i) Gp (iw') Grtqiw + Q)0 ]
+ Tr[Gk(iw)o,Griqliw + i2)0, Gk (iw)Gp (iw')]).}  (52)

The last two terms correspond to the self-energy correc-
tion, while the first one is the vertex correction. Because
the self-energy for the contact interaction vanishes,

D e’} )
/ —(gw)kD L ;l—ka(z'w):(), (53)

the last two terms in the Eq.(52) vanish as well. The
remaining term can be written rather succinctly in terms
of P, defined previously in Eq.(@4) as

01, (12, q4) = uNTr[P,(q,iQ)P,(—q, —if2)]. (54)

The above expression is manifestly transverse, i.e., it sat-
isfies Eq.(B2)), as can be seen from Eq.(d4]).

Namely, inserting Eq. (@8] and performing the traces we find

uN 2(q22_ 92)2

1,0 qg=——— 1 iQq, —Q o

6 12 (7’ 5q) 512(Q2+q2) zQZ 532_92; q (qy
Yy

Finally, the above tensor can be factorized as given by

Q. (q? — 02)
0?) + (qp +0?)?
—qxQy (392 + q )

iQQy(q2 -0
— 20y (3 + ¢°)
az — Qg + Q' + g2 (q) +20°)

ng

Egs. (Z8l26), and we find to first non-trivial order in the



contact coupling

. N ulN

MA(i,|q]) = ~16 Q2+q2+ﬁ(92—q2)+(9(u2),
) N ulN

Hp(i,[q]) = 16 02 4+ g2 + m(Q2+Q2)+O(U2)-

(55)

Expectedly, the above expression shows that the inter-
action correction to the polarization functions IT4 and
[Ip are different (note the sign difference in front of q?).
As stated above, the reason for the difference is that the
contact density-density interaction term wu(¢T(r)i(r))?
breaks the Lorentz invariance of the non-interacting part
of the Lagrangian. Lorentz transformations in general
rotate between density and current and we have purpose-
fully omitted any current-current interaction.

We can further test the Ward-Takahashi identity (B7)
for the vertex function (B8] in this example with the short
range interactions. It can be readily seen that the first
order in u correction to the vertex vector is

AL (k,iws k + q, iw +iQ) = —uPu(q, Q). (56)
It follows from the Eq. (#6) that
— iQPo(q, i) + daPa(q,i2) = 0. (57)

Therefore the Ward-Takahashi identities ([B7) are satis-
fied, since, as mentioned previously in this section, the
self-energy correction vanishes to first order in u for the
short-range interactions.

Finally, from Eqs. (@0HAI]), we can infer that the above
terms correct only the imaginary part of the a.c. conduc-
tivity, but not the real part. At q = 0, correction is the
same for the longitudinal and the transverse components,
and to this order in u we have

e2 N .U

oL@ = =12 (1-i559). (58)
Again, the equality between o (£2) and o () is guaran-
teed due to the O(2) rotational invariance of this theory.
Note also that the fact that the interaction correction
is proportional to the frequency is implied by the power
counting at the Gaussian fixed point of the theory, and
is characteristic for any finite-range interaction.3

VII. COULOMB INTERACTION: V(r) = ¢2/|r|

Armed with the above results we now focus on the
main part of the paper where we study the effects of
the Coulomb interaction. Unlike in the previous cases,
we have been unable to find the explicit expression for
the first order correction to the polarization tensor at fi-
nite q and . Nevertheless, we have been able to show
explicitly that the first order correction to the polariza-
tion tensor is transverse, i.e., it satisfies Eq.(32). This
is shown using dimensional regularization in D = 2 — ¢

introduced in section ITI. Next, we study the first cor-
rection to the Coulomb vertex function which must also
satisfy the Ward-Takahashi identity (7). Since in this
case the first order self-energy is known to diverge loga-
rithmically, the first order correction to the vertex func-
tion should also diverge as ¢ — 0. This can be found
explicitly in terms of elliptic integrals to order e~ and
€” and the identity ([B7) is also explicitly confirmed. Fi-
nally, we proceed with the calculation of the electrical
conductivity, first by using the spatial component of the
polarization tensor at g = 0 but finite  (current-current
correlation function), and then by using time component
of the polarization tensor at finite but small q and finite
Q. The final results for the conductivity calculated in
both ways are found to be the same. Specifically, we find
C =(11-3m)/6 in Eq. (D).

For unscreened 3D Coulomb interactions V (r) = €2 /r
the effect of screening due to dielectric medium is easily
taken into account by rescaling e? in the above formula.
The O(e?) and O(N) correction to the polarization func-

tion is then
dPk  [® dw [ dPp [ du’
SIIE) (12 =N/ / o / 2
MV(Z 7q) (27T)D oo 2 (27T)D — 0 2

{Vox
X Tr[Gk(iw)o,Gxiqliw + iQ)Gpiqiw’ +iQ)o, Gp(iw')]
+ Vk—p
X Tr[Gk(iw)o,Grqqiw + i) Gpiq(iw' + i)
X Giqqliw +1iQ)o,]
+ Viep
X Tr[Gk(iw)o,Griq(iw + iQ)o, Gy (iw)Gp(iw')]}  (59)
where
2. ikr 2me”
Vk = d°re V(I‘) = W (60)

Just as in the case of contact interactions, the first term
in the expression for (51’[&‘2 corresponds to the vertex cor-
rection and the last two terms to the self-energy correc-
tions. Unlike in the case of contact interactions, however,
the self energy correction does not vanish. The expres-
sion (B9) will be used in later sections as a starting point
in the calculation of the Coulomb interaction correction
to the a.c. conductivity in the collisionless regime.

A. Proof of the transversality of 51‘[,(52 within
dimensional regularization

Because, as mentioned above, the explicit evaluation
of (B9) at finite q and  yields intractable expressions,
we proceed by first showing that (B9)) is transverse, i.e.,
that it satisfies the condition ([B2]), when dimensional reg-
ularization employed in this paper is used. As such it
therefore does not lead to any violation of the charge



conservation, a virtue questioned in Ref.[18. By 2D rota-
tional invariance, this in turn implies that the Coulomb
polarization tensor can be written in the form (25)).

To prove ([B2) we follow Ref. 18 and use

Gt (iw +1iQ) — G (iw) (61)

—iQop+q-0 = kiq

to find
dPk dPp [ dwdw’
—i0, ), 01 (0 :N/——/ doo du”
(—i92, @), 011 (102, q) @nP 2P J_ 27 2n
Vo—x {Tr [Gk (iw) o, Gk (iw)Gp (iw')] —
Tr [Gk+q(iw + Z'Q)O'VGkJ,_q(’L.W + iQ)Gp_,_q(iw/ + ’LQ)]} .

At this point it is not immediately obvious that we can
shift the integration variables k and p in the second term
by q, which if true would readily yield the desired rela-
tion ([B2)), since the frequency integral can be shifted. We
therefore define a function of frequency and two momen-
tum variables

) dPk [ du’ ) )
Yp.q(iQ) :/W/f ﬁVk_ka_Fq(zw’—HQ) (62)

in terms of which we have unambiguously
dPk [ dw ) ,
- G / 5o AT [Gi()0, (i) B 0
— Tr [Gk+q(iw + iQ)UVGk+q(iw + iQ)Ekq(iQ)]} .

To continue, we need to find an explicit expression for
Yp,q(i€2). Using the identity (I6)), Feynman parametriza-

tion
1 . F(Oé =+ [‘3) 1 y“*(l _ y)ﬁ’l

AB2 - T(a)l() /o Woara—yBes 6

for a =8 =1/2, and
g1 - gypt = DB
[ a-0 - e

we find
£y (i) = - O (P D= BT (BT (552)

(47)% [p+a*~P
(65)
which agrees with Eq.(12) of Ref. 35. Note that this
identity shows that within dimensional regularization,
Yp,q(i) = Xpiq,0(i82). Moreover, in what follows, there
is no need to shift the integration variable. Rather, since
the commutator of the self-energy and the Green’s func-
tion vanishes,
[Grtqliw + i), Xp q(iQ)] = 0, (66)
after a straightforward use of the cyclic property of the
trace and the identity

*
/ %Gkﬂ(m + Q) Gy qiw + Q) = 0,

— 00

(67)

we prove that

(—iQ, @)1 (i, q) = 0. (68)

The same procedure as the one used above also leads to

OIL) (12, @) (~if2, @), = 0. (69)
This proof holds to all orders of €. The regularization
technique implemented here is therefore perfectly ade-
quate and does not lead to violation of the charge con-
servation.

B. Coulomb vertex and the proof of the
‘Ward-Takahashi identity

Next, we will demonstrate that the dimensional regu-
larization used here preserves the Ward-Takahashi iden-
tity for the Coulomb vertex function. This proof is tech-
nically more involved than the proof in the previous sec-
tion, but nevertheless, we find it important to present
its details since our technique is not widely used in the
community. We show the desired identity to order e—*
and €®. Most of the technical details are presented in the
appendices, and in this section we just present the main
steps of the derivation.

The Coulomb vertex function to the first order in the
coupling constant is

A, (p,iv;p+q,iv+ i) = Pﬁ(q, p,iQ) =
dPk % dw ' . '
- / (2m)P /_OO %VP—ka(’w)%GHq(w +149Q).
(70)

The integrals on the right are logarithmically divergent
in D = 2 as can be easily seen by powercounting. This
divergence is related to the divergence of the electron
self-energy, calculated in the previous section,

2

Yk (iw) = Tk oliw) = %0 -k

X

<2 —y+In6dr —Ink? + O(e)> » (71)
€

where the Euler-Mascheroni constant v = 0.577 and, as
before, e = 2— D. Indeed, if the Ward-Takahashi identity,

(=i, q), P (q, p, i) = Ypyq(iv +iQ) — Ep(iv), (72)

is to be satisfied, the vertex function must diverge log-
arithmically, which manisfests in the dimensional regu-
larization as the first-order pole in Laurent expansion in
the parameter e.

In the second part of the Appendix A we use dimen-
sional regularization to determine P¢(q, p,i2) to orders
e ! and €. Our final expression for finite q,p and i€,
Eq. (A1), is left as an integral over a Feynman param-
eter x. We wish to stress that all of the integrals in this



equation can be performed in the closed form in terms of
elliptic integrals. However, we found that doing so leads
to intractable and unrevealing expressions. We therefore
chose to work with the expression (AIS]) and in effect
manipulate the integral representation of the elliptic in-
tegrals. In the limiting case of q = 0, the vertex function
is determined in the closed form in Appendix A up to,
and including, €°

In Appendix B we in turn find that the vertex function

(AIR) satisfies

2

(i€ @), Pi(a.p.i2) = N(p.a) - TV +
x o (p(Q®+q°)L(p,q, ) +aqM(p,q,Q)). (73)

Using the dimensional regularization, we then show that
the function

e? (2
N(p,q) = g(;o-q+(1n647r—7)0-q
- o-(p+qn(p+aq)’+0-plnp?)
= Zpqliv + i) — Ip(iv), (74)

and, in Appendix C, that L(p,q,?) = M(p,q,Q) =
0. This proves the Ward-Takahashi identity to the first
order in perturbation theory.

C. Calculation of the a.c. conductivity from the
current-current correlator (Kubo formula)

In this section we calculate the diagonal spatial com-
ponent of the Coulomb interaction correction of the po-

larization tensor, (51’[5{2, at q = 0 and finite Q2. We then
use this result to calculate the corresponding correction
to the electrical conductivity. Given the decomposition
[23), one should in principle specify the direction in the
g-plane along which the limit q — 0 is taken. For exam-
ple, if g, is taken to 0 before gy, STILC) (i92,0) is propor-
tional to II5(i€2,0). On the other hand, if ¢, is taken to 0
before ¢, then oSTILe) (1€2,0) is proportional to IT4(i€2, 0).
Similarly, if the limit is taken along a line that forms an
angle 6 with the ¢, axis, then 51‘15(53) (i§2) is proportional
to cos? 0114 (i€, 0) + sin® 115 (i©2,0). However, due to
the O(2) rotational invariance, I14(i€2,0) = IIp(i€2,0)
and the result is independent of §. We can therefore use
either Eq. (@0) or Eq. { I)) along with diagonal spatial
part of the polarization tensor (B9) to calculate the a.c.
conductivity.
We start by showing that

ST (q = 0,12 = 0) = 0. (75)

This is expected, since a space and time independent
vector and scalar potential correspond to a pure gauge,
and as such have no effect on the physics of the problem.
Within our formalism, this identity can be shown to the
first order in the Coulomb interaction by first performing

the integral over the frequencies in Eq. (59)), which, as
can be easily seen, yields

N dPp 1
SO (I =0 0) /
w12 = 0= 2P o]

. o-po,O P N
x Tr {Pﬁ)((),p,()) (Uu_7p2 )]+§
d°k 1
X —Tr[(c - ko
/ (2m)P [kP? !

Substituting the expression for the self-energy (1) and
the static vertex (A20), performing the traces and using
kaky — 6ak?/D, we conclude that Eq.(75) holds, as it
should. We are therefore free to subtract it from the
expression for 61’[&? at either finite © and/or finite q.

Next, we set g = 0 and consider finite Q in Eq. (59]).
The polarization tensor can be written as sum of the con-
tributions from the self-energy correction and the vertex
correction

STI(E) (19, 0) = 0114 (12, 0) + 611 Y (192, 0), (76)

— 0,0 -k) (Bko, —0,3k)] .

where the self-energy is given by

dw dw’ / d’k dPp

21 2 | (2m)P (2m)P kP
Tr [Gk (iw) o, G (iw + iQ) 0, Gk (iw) Gp (iw')] (77)

ST (i, 0) = 2N /

and the vertex correction reads
d’k dPp

[
2 27 ) (2m)P (2m)D Nl
Tr [Gk (iw)o, Gk (iw + iQ)Gp (iw' + iQ)0, Gp (iw' ([78)

STI(E) (92, 0)

Both of these expressions need to be regulated due to the
UV divergence.

In appendix E we calculate both of these contributions
to the electrical conductivity. The contribution to the
conductivity coming from the self-energy part expanded
up to the order €° is found to be

0'062 1 T 3 4
Oq = —— 4= —
2 c Ty

ln(647r)> . (79)

The corresponding vertex part is found to be

2 1 1 8§—3
o = 29¢ [<E———~y+ln647r>—|— 3 7-‘-}(80)

2 2

Adding these two terms we obtain the first order correc-
tion to the a.c. conductivity due to the Coulomb inter-
action

11-3
- " ooe?, (81)

509 = o, + 0y =

which corresponds to the value
11 — 3w

6
in Eq. ). We discuss this result in light of previous

work as well as present day experiments in the concluding
section.

C:

(82)



D. Calculation of the a.c. conductivity using the
density-density correlator

To show that our previous result for the conductivity
is consistent, we now calculate the longitudinal conduc-
tivity given by Eq. (@0) and show that it yields the same
value of the constant C as in Eq. (82). This must be
the case if the Ward-Takahashi identity and the O(2) ro-
tational invariance hold. The longitudinal correction to

the conductivity can be calculated by focusing on (51’[8‘6),
since Bgp = 0. Unlike for Kubo formula, this component
of the polarization tensor must be calculated at finite (2
and finite q, since at q = 0 it vanishes. Fortunately,
we need only the leading order term in the expansion in
small g2, from which we can extract the conductivity.

According to Eq. (B9), the Coulomb interaction cor-
rection to the density-density correlator reads

STISS) (192, @) = 6TISY (102, @) + 0TI (i2, @), (83)

where, just as before, we have separated the self-energy
contribution
(a) . _ o d_wd_w' d’k d’p
6H00 (ZQ,Q) = N‘/_OO o 97 (27‘()2 _(27'()2 k—p
X {Tl“ [Gk(iw)Gp (iw’)Gk(iw)Gk+q(iw + ZQ)]
+ Tr [Gk(iw)Gp (i) Gx (iw) Gx—_q (iw — iQ)]},  (84)

and the vertex contribution

* dw dw’ d’*k  d?
s =N [ 5250 [ S50

oo 27 21 [ (2m)? (2m)? TP
X Tr[Gx(iw)Gp(iw')Gp—q(iw’ — iQ)Gx_q(iw — Q)] .
(85)

The details of the calculations are presented in the Ap-
pendix F. Here we just state the final result

11-3
Tﬂ-aer, (86)

50’ﬁc) =
in agreement with the result (8I) obtained from the
current-current correlator. Such agreement is expected
since, as we have shown to this order in the Coulomb in-
teraction, the dimensional regularization explicitly pre-
serves the U(1) gauge symmetry of the theory of the
Coulomb interacting Dirac fermions.

VIII. DISCUSSION AND CONNECTION WITH

PREVIOUS WORK

Let us now discuss the result (82]) for the correction
to the a.c. conductivity due to the long-range Coulomb
interaction in light of the ones previously reported in the
literature.2-10:18

In Ref. 9, the Coulomb correction to the conductivity
is shown to have the form given by Eq. (), consistent

with the renormalizability of the quantum field theory
of the Coulomb interacting Dirac fermions. Moreover,
the value of the constant C = (25 — 67)/12 has been
calculated from the current-current correlator, and us-
ing hard-cutoff regularization. In Appendix D we show
that in general hard cutoff violates the Ward-Takahashi
identity. Nevertheless, it can be shown that the inte-
gral for C is, despite appearances, in fact UV convergent,
but sensible to the order of integration. A correct way
of performing the integral is to integrate both momenta
up to finite cutoffs, and take the cutoff to infinity after
all the integrals are done first. This, as shown in the
Appendix H, corrects the value of the constant precisely
down to the C = (11 —37)/6. As we showed in Appendix
G, the previuos result C = (25 — 67)/12 is also obtained
when using a version of the dimensional regularization
in which the Pauli matrices are treated as embedded in
strictly two spatial dimensions, and which also violates
the Ward-Takahashi identity, as we argued in Appendix
D. Technically, the origin of the discrepancy between the
results for the Coulomb correction to conductivity within
the two versions of the dimensional regularization may
be traced if we consider the self-energy correction to the
conductivity in Eq. (G2)) and its counterpart with Pauli
matrices in D = 2 — ¢, given by Eq. (Ef). The dif-
ference arises from the factor D — 1 = 1 — € which is a
consequence of the different treatment of Pauli matrices
within the two schemes. The self-energy piece has a sin-
gular part proportional to 1/¢, and when multiplied by
a term linear in € coming from D — 1, it gives rise to a
finite contribution to the self-energy correction. Analo-
gous situation occurs in the vertex part, and in that case
the last three terms in the integrand of Eq. (EI3) account
for the difference. Namely, when the trace over spatial
indices of Pauli matrices is taken in D = 2, these three
terms cancel out, as it may be seen from the term pro-
portional to (k - p)? in the integrand in Eq. (G6)), but,
in fact, when Pauli matrices are embedded in D = 2 — ¢,
these terms yield a finite contribution to the conductiv-
ity, which may be directly checked following the steps in

Egs. (EI8)-([E23).

On the other hand, in Ref. [10, the result for the con-
stant C = (19 — 67)/12 has been calculated using three
different methods, namely, the density-density correlator,
the current-current correlator and the kinetic equation,
and it has been argued that in order to obtain the unique
value for the constant C a short-distance cutoff on the
long-range Coulomb interaction has to be imposed. This
regularization is an analogue of the Pauli-Villars regular-
ization in QED, but without the additional Pauli-Villars
fermions introduced, that are, in fact, necessary to ren-
der it consistent.32 This value for the constant C has also
been obtained in Ref. 18 by regulating the short-distance
behavior of the Coulomb interaction in the same man-
ner as in Ref. [10. Although it has been shown that the
same regularization preserves the Ward-Takahashi iden-
tity, besides lacking the Pauli-Villars fermions, this reg-
ularization cannot be applied to the theory of free Dirac



fermions. Namely, the latter needs to be regularized
when calculating the polarization bubble. Clearly, this
cannot be achieved by imposing a short-distance cutoff
on the long-range Coulomb interaction. Therefore, this
regularization cannot serve as a consistent regularization
of the entire field theory.
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Appendix A: Vertex integrals

The quantity of interest, which enters into the evalua-
tion of the bare bubble and the leading order correction
to the polarization tensor for short range interactions u
is

dPk

Pu(q,id) = / 2nP /0:0 d—ka(iw)a#GkJrq(iw +1iQ).

2
(A1)

Substituting (3], using Feynman parametrization (63)

The standard next step when working in dimensional reg-
ularization is to define new integration variables ¢, =
w+ zQ2 and ¢ = k 4+ xq. We then perform the integral
over /., to obtain

D _
(g, 1)) = /da:/ -t [ Tn
€2+A

(O"f—xS)Uu(U'fi—(l—x)S)]’ (Ad)
402+ A)z
where we defined

S=il+o0-q. (A5)

Since the integration measure is O(2)-symmetric, only
the terms even in ¢ in numerator give a non-trivial con-

tribution, and we find
D _
/ de / d-e { o
V2 + A

x(1— LL’)SUMS
TEEWSE } . (A6)

. (q, 182)

+ 040,04 -

(62 +A)2

We next use the dimensional regularization integrals (6]
and (IT), as well as the identity (I8]) to find

1 1
P.(q,if) = g/0 da [a#\/Z —26,0VA

for « = f = 1, and interchanging the order of integra- —(iQ+0-q)o,(iQ+o- q)M} . (A7)
tions, we obtain VA
1 .
Po(q,iQ) = / du Using Eq.(A3), we finally have
0
dPk [ dw 1 02 + 2
[ 2 pia i) - VEET
2m)P J o 27 [(w + 22)2 + (k + 2q)? + A] 64
X [iw+ 0 -Kloufiw+iQ+ 0 - (k+ q)] (A2) O PP CU q)au(zQJra a |
|z iy 2
02 +q?
where (A8)
A=z(1-2)(Q%+q%). (A3)
|
1. Coulomb vertex
The Coulomb vertex function to the first order in the coupling constant is
. . dPk dw 2me? ) .
Pp(qvple) = / W/ 27T |p k| (Zw)Uqu+q(Zw + ZQ)? (Ag)

with the free fermion Green’s function given by Eq. (IH). After introducing Feynman parameters using Eq. ([@3)), we

obtain
S Y L S N RET SR
2m) |p+:vq 0 laveE+A 42+ A)F

(A10)



Now, we consider two terms in the above form of the Coulomb vertex separately. Using the Feynman parametrization
[©3) and the D-dimensional integral (@), the first term in the last equation acquires the form

/ dpy 1 1 B / /dDé 1
@em)Pp+zq—LVE+A \/ 1— 2m)P 02 + (1 —y) (y(p +2q)? + A)

_ lm_;] /1 dy 1 _ (A1)
T (dm)z Jo gl —y) 7T (y(p+aq) +A) T

After expanding the integrand to the first order in the parameter e = 2 — D and integrating over y, we have

/ dPe¢ 1 1 rp- L] N (p+q)® tanh! (1 —2)(Q2 +q2)
@mP p+za—L 2+ A (4m) = 2 16 P+zq)?+z(1—2)(Q2+q?) )"

(A12)

The second term in Eq. (AI0), after introducing the Feynman parameter, shifting the variable £ — y(p + zq) — ¢,
and integrating over ¢, becomes

/ a0 (00— zS)ou(o - (+(1—x)S) _2T[1— 2] /1dy(1—y)D2l 200
@mMP |p+aq— (2 +A)F T (4m% Jo T VI (yp+aq?+A)F
L 22— 3] /1dy<1—y>D23 (yo - (p +2q) — 28)0,(yo - (p+2q) + (1 — 2)S)
T (4m)z Jo vl (y(p +2q)? + A)*" =
202=3] (1 -y OpaTa Al3
T T / T ptaarra) % e

where S = iQ 4+ 0 - q, and we also used the identity (I8]) for the trace of the Pauli matrices over spatial indices.
Note that the last term in the previous equation arises from the term proportional to € = 2 — D in Eq. (I8). If we
treated Pauli matrices strictly in D = 2, this term would be omitted what would thus lead to the violation of the
Ward identity, as it may be directly checked in Eq. (BIf). Therefore, in order to preserve the gauge invariance of the
theory, it is crucial to treat Pauli matrices, as well as the momentum integrals, in a general spatial dimension, and
only at the end of the calculation to take D = 2 — ¢, and expand in e. After expanding in ¢, keeping terms up to order

€?, and performing the integral over y in the first term, we have

/dDK (U~€—xS)U#(O"€+(1—I)S) 1—‘[1—%]60 l—Eln(p+Iq)2_etanh_l A
@m)P  p+aq- 2+ )3 (am% " 20 16 (p+2a)? + A

_ VAR +za? +A) - A e) 1

- _5aa
(er:vq)2 2) gt

Lt (0-(p+wq)—wS)Uu(yo-(er:qu(l—w)S)
22 \/ 11—y y(p+2q)? + A

r1—2 2
= [ 2]5#0 <1—Elnm—etanh_l A

T (4mF 16 (p+zq)>+A

A zq)2+A)—A € 1 1 2

Y ((p;;flq; ) -4 5) + 00 + 55 (—2(1 = 2)50,5 To[(p + xq)®, A

+ (~2S0,0 - (p+2a) + (1~ 2)(p + 2a) - 00, )L [(p + 2)% Al + 0 - (b + 24)0,0 - (p + 2 Lo[(p + ra)’, A)
(A14)



with A defined in Eq. (A3]). The remaining integrals over y read

_ ! Y 1 _ T

IO(G’A)_/O A—pvatd  JAatd) (A1)
B ! Y y o A

II(G’A)_/O A—pvaths E(l_ a+A> (A16)

B ! dy y? _ T B B A
Ig(a,A)—/O =g vat A = 5.3 <a 2A <1 —a—I—A>>' (A1T7)

Therefore, using Eqgs. (A1) and (A1), we can write the Coulomb vertex in the form

. , ne? ! I[1— 2] A—/AA+(p+zg)?) 1 1
P(a, p,i2) —7/0 dx { um)D/? €90 CEwTE —3 + Ega‘sua

N ¢, (p+zq)? 1 z(1 —2)(2* 4+ q?)
(4 Iz /2 <1—§ln7—etanh \/( )

Oabpa

16 p+2q)? + (1 — 2)(Q% + q?)
L L ze-0)@@ 40 9o +o-q)
27 VA((p T zq)? + A)
n (—:C(iQ—i—o-q)oHU-(p—f—xq)—f—(l—x)(p+xq).oou(ig+o,q)) - #
(p +2q) (p+2q)?+A
o-(p+zq)o,o- (p+2q) A
+ 2(p+$(1)4 ((p+$Q)2_2A (1— W)) }7 (A18)

where again A = x(1 —2)(Q? + q?), and we explicitly wrote the functions Zy, Z1, and Zy, defined in Eqs.(ATH)-(AT7).
The above expression diverges as D — 2 from below, or equivalently as ¢ — 07. As discussed in the main text, this
divergence is tied to the divergence of the self-energy and is a consequence of the Ward-Takahashi identity proved
below. All the integrals over x in the above expression can be performed in the closed form in terms of elliptic
integrals. (The expressions involving tanh ™' need to be integrated by parts first to bring them to the form easily
expressible in terms of the elliptic integrals.) However, we found that doing so leads to intractable expressions and
we thus chose to work with the above form of the Coulomb vertex, in which the integrals over the variable z can be
thought of as the integral representation of the elliptic integrals.
At q = 0 the above expressions simplify significantly and we have

e? (2 2|9
P0,p,iQ) = —bpa— 0w [1— (2=~ +In64r —1In 2>+7K
u( p ) 12 8 [ < € 7 p \/m
; /02 2
+ [p-a,aa]g T L B VA ek (E - K)
p /2 + 4p? 12
0 - PO P <1 02 (Q*—16p*)E + (16p* —292p2)K>]

p? 3p? 3|Qp2+/Q2 + 4p?

where the arguments of the complete elliptic integrals of the first and second kind, respectively, are

N (A19)

€2 1€
K=K|—|; E=E|———|.
<\/§22+4p2 V2 +4p?
Note that to this order, at @ = 0 (and at any ), only the spatial components of Py, are finite. This is a consequence
of the Ward-Takahashi identity, since to this order the self-energy is frequency-independent.

Finally, at g = 0 and = 0 the integrals in Eq.(AIQ) can be performed for arbitrary D without the necessity of
expanding in powers of €. The Coulomb vertex then becomes

P(0,p,0) = (45;% |p(|5§“D Iz +I§1‘EZF?5% k] (aar [1 = g] - (0,1 + U'pgi‘;o'ﬂ r {2 = g]) . (A20)




This form of the vertex function is used to show that 61’[&2 (0,0) = 0 for any D, a fact which is in turn used in the
calculation of the electrical conductivity.

Appendix B: Coulomb vertex and the Ward-Takahashi identities in dimensional regularization

In this appendix we show in detail that to the leading order in the Coulomb interaction coupling constant e and
to O(N), the Ward-Takahashi identity, questioned to hold in Ref. |18, is satisfied. As a first step, we define the
contraction ¢"P; = —iQP§ + ¢oP,. Using Eq. ([AT8), a straightforward calculation shows that all the terms in the
contraction proportional to i€ cancel out, and the contraction simplifies to

2 1 D 2
e o T o TS, e, (Ptzq)? DY S S RS
¢"Pp(a,p,i€2) > J, { T U (1T g N preqraa) T
1 A (1 —22)(Q% +q?) A
+ — |- —————+4o0o-(p+ 1— | —————
o (p+zq)2+A o (p+zq) (p + zq)? (p+zq)2+A
o-(p+2q)o-qo-(p+1zq)
Pragt’ (p+2zq)o-qo-(p+xq)+ 3(p £ 29
. 9 (p+29)o-qo-(p+2q) = } (B1)

(p + zq)? (p+zq)?+A

In order to show the Ward-Takahashi identity, we first note that the self-energy to the first-order in the Coulomb
coupling is independent of the frequency. Thus all the terms in the contraction (BIl) that contain frequency have to
vanish if the Ward-Takahashi identity holds. In fact, as we will show in what follows, the contraction can be written
in the form

62

. e? o2
¢"Pi(a,p,iQ) = N(p,a) - 1 (P +a*)W(p,a) = 7o pV(Q +a*)’L(p,q, Q) — o aV P + o’ M(p, q, ), (B2)

where the functions N(p,q), W(p,q), L(p,q, ), and M(p, q,) are defined in Eqs. (BI6), (B3)), (BI7), and (BIY),
respectively. This condition is, therefore, satisfied if W(p,q) = 0, M(p,q,?) = 0, and L(p,q,) = 0. Finally, to
complete the proof of the identity, we will show that N(p,q) = Zp1q(iv + iw) — Zp(iv).

Let us first show that term proportional to Q2 + q? vanishes, i.e., that

(1-—2x) z(1—x)

W(p,a) E/O dzx (U-(p+wq) przq? (rzat’ (p+2zq)o-qo- (p+wq)) =0. (B3)

Using the identity

o-po-qo-p=2p-qo-p-p’o-q, (B4)
we can rewrite the above integral as

1 2 2\ .2
p°(1-2z)—(2p-q+q’)x
Wi(p,q) = a~p/ dx
(p.) 0 (p +zq)?
a~q/1 dz (IQ[QQQP-q—quQ+4(p-q)2]+2:rp2[q2+2p~<1] ol 1>
a® Jo (p +zq)*
g-q
= a~pW1(p,Q)+—q2 Wa(p, q). (B5)

+

When p = q, it is easy to show that both W; and W5 vanish, and we thus concentrate on the case D = p?q®—(p-q)? >
0. In order to calculate the integrals W; and Wy, we use the following identities

Y'ode P20 @’-(pra)d® | ¢ [ do
/0 ( " /0 (p+ (B6)

K = ,
0 p +zq)* 2p%(p + q)2D xq)?

Ky /1dar x _da’+tpa _paq 'odw
0 (p+zq)* 2(p+q)*D 2D Jy (p+2q)?’

1 2 2 2 1
T p°+tp'q , p dx
K. / dz = + —/ S B8
? 0 (p+zq)* 2(p+aq)*D 2D J, (p+zq)? (B8)

(B7)




Straightforward calculation yields Wi (p,q) = 0 and Wa(p,q) = 0, and thus W (p,q) = 0. The contraction given by
Eq. (BI) then simplifies to

me? e? [t o-(p+zq)o-qo-(p+zq)
2 Q) = —o- - — d .
#Pilapi®) = Go-ad- [ [oar o+ 2a?

(1 —2x)(2% +q?)

— (02 2
P+ 2q)° + (1 Q7+ q°)

U-(p+wq)0-q0-(p+wq)>

+ 2(—0'(1_0'(134‘55(1) (p +2q)*

(1 —z)(Q2 + q?)
(P +2q)? +2(1 —z)(2* + q?)

, (B9)

where

_m-gp e (p+2)? ) #(1—2)(Q +a?)
Jo = W/o dzr <1 — §IHT — etanh™! \/(p+xq)2 T 2(1—2)(Q2 +qz)> . (B10)

After a partial integration in the last term, Jy becomes

_ Dy g1
Jo = F(Er)D‘/zz] /0 dx (1 +elnd —eln [\/(p +aq)? + (1l —2) (02 +¢?) + Va(l —2)(Q2 + qz)]) ' (B11)

Finally, after performing another partial integration in the last term of the previous equation, we obtain

_ D 1 2 .
Jo = M/ dw {1+eln4—§1n[(P+q)2]+ew
0

(4m)P/2 (p + 2q)?
€ 1 1—2z 5 5 } z(1—2)(Q2 + ¢?)
+ - +2q)? -2 +p- . B12
ST | Toa e e -0 V(wxq)? ] A
Expansion of the prefactor in € has the form
-2 1/1 1
W =5 <E+§[—’Y+1D4W]> + O(e), (B13)

which, after keeping the terms up to the order €” in Eq. (BI2), yields

I 11 1 2 ,
Jo = dx {——|—5[—7—!—1116477]—iln[(p+q)2]+w

2m Jo ¢ (p + zq)?
! 1 -2z 2 2 z(1—2)(Q2% 4 q2)
2(p + zq)? { =g (PFod) ~ 2o(ma + P q)} \/(P +2zq)? + 2(1 - 2)(Q? + qz)} ' (P1y

Now, after substituting Eq. (BI4) into Eq. (B9), the contraction reads

. _ o2 o2

qﬂpu(qapalﬂ) = N(paq) - Za.p (QQ +q2)3L(p7q79) - Za.q Qz—l—qQM(p,q, Q)v (B15)

which is, in fact, the form (B2) of the contraction, since we have already shown that W(p,q) = 0. The frequency-
independent part in the above equation reads

e2

1
2
N(p,q):§/0 dx {a-q[g—7+1n647r—1n[(P+q)2]+

22(zq* +p-q) _1} _U-(p+wq)0-q0-(p+wq)}

(p + zq)? (p+2zq)?
(B16)

while the remaining terms are

_ [P’ - (2P z(1 - x)
Hpa.9)= [ a b+ 7a) \/ o+ 20 + 21— D)(F + )’ (B17)




and

R Y AR Vel (e z(1 - 2)
M(p.q,9) = 2/0 d ( (1—2)(p + 2q)2 2) \/(p+xq)2+x(1—:r)(92+q2>

b (2(@ 4 d?)[(Bx - 2)p® + 22(22 — 1)p - g + 2%q”] (1)
- / d”””( (p+2q)* )\/<p+xq>2+x<1—x><m+q2>'
(B18)

The frequency-independent term (BI6), after using the identity (B4), and performing the remaining integral, has the
form

e2

N(p,a) =3 (%U q+ (—y+In6ir)o-q—o-(p+q) n[(p+q)’]+0- plnp2> = Yp+q(iv +iQ) = Xp(iv). (B19)

Here, ¥p(iv) is the self-energy defined in Eq. (7I)) in the main text.

Appendix C: Evaluation of the functions L(p,q,Q?) and M(p,q,?)

In this Appendix we show that the functions L(p,q,(?), Eq. (BI1), and M (p,q,?), Eq. (BI8)), vanish identically,
and therefore, the Ward-Takahashi identity is, indeed, satisfied within the dimensional regularization used here.
In order to evaluate integrals in Eqs. (BI17) and (BIS)), we introduce new variables

- Q
P=tett w=r, (c1)

with p = |p|, ¢ = |q|, and cosp = p - q/(pq), and thus we can write
(p+2a)” = ¢*(z +p')(z +p"), (C2)

with p’* denoting complex conjugate of p’. The integral (BIT) can now be rewritten in terms of the new variables as

@ [ A p) 1+ )at (0 - a) — (1 2) 1
L=yt 92/0 d @+ )@+ ) Vi D)o =) (©3)

where x4 are the roots of the quadratic equation (p + zq)? + z(1 — 2)(Q2 + ¢%) = 0,

(p 4 q)2 _ p2 102+ \/((p + q)2 —p? + 92)2 + 4Q2p2?

or in terms of the variables p’ and w

1+ 2Re(p) + w? + /(1 + 2Re(p') + w?)? + dw?p/p’*
T4+ = '
2w?

Assuming that z, > 1, we have the folowing sequence
zy>1>0>z_, (C6)

which is important for expressing the function L(p,q,{2) in terms of the elliptic integrals, as we will see below. We
use partial fractions to calculate the integral in Eq. (C3). The first term reads

a1 — ) B ip?[p' (1 +2p') — (3 + 4p")p”] PP+ p) .
e O = e e A

—1+ + B
r+p  (z+p)

- c) | (e



while the second term is

z(l - 2)® o (1A p)[p? = 2pp"™ — Re(p')] p(L+p)° .
(x+p)2@+p*)? H ( A[Im(p')]* (z + p') Mm@ P+ 77 © )
= -1+ (xfll—lp’ G f;’P - C.c.> : (C8)

We therefore reduced the problem of evaluating the integral (C3)) to the calculation of the following integrals

1 1 1
Im = diC , C
/0 (@ +p)™ oz — D)z —z)(x —2_) (C9)

with m =0,1,2, and z4 > 1 > 0 > x_. In terms of the integrals I,,, the integral L reads

L = —[142Re(P)]lo + (1 +p)YA +p")A—pp" A1) + (1 +p )1 +p™)B — p'p"*B1) L2 + C.c]
_ , —ip'(L+p) A +2p) (1 +p)°
= [1 + 2R€(p )]Io + [ 2 Im(p) I + 2Im(p) Ir + Cle.

(C10)

The integrals I, with m = 0,1,2 and 1 > 1 > 0 > z_ have the form (Egs. (255.00), (255.38), (340.01), and (340.02)
in Ref. 137)

Iy = gF(k), (C11)

I = Tl +Z)’)o¢% [(af — o®)(af, k) + °F(k)], (C12)
_ g 4 2/.2 2 2 (af —a?)? 2 2 2

I = a*F(k) + 207 (af — o)(af, k) + (a3 E(k) + (k* — af)F (k)

(1 +p')2aq 2(af — 1)(k? — o)
+ (207k% + 203 — af — 3kH)(ad, k)], (C13)
where F'(k), E(k), and II(a?, k) are the complete elliptic integrals of the first, second, and the third kind, respectively,

defined in terms of the corresponding incomplete integrals as F(k) = F(n/2,k), E(k) = E(r/2,k), and II(a?, k) =
I(7/2,a?, k), with incomplete elliptic integrals defined as in Ref. [37. Here,

—x_ 1
po e o L c14
wl-2) 7T o) (C14)
and
1 zy +p
2 2 +
TR ) (C15)
Therefore, the integral L has the form
L =Ry, w)F(k) + P(p', w)E(k) + Im[G(p, w)I(af, k)]. (C16)

Note that imaginary part of a? is non-vanishing. In the following, we will show that the coefficient P(p’,w) = 0.
Then, by expressing Im[G(p’, w)II(p’,w)] in terms of the functions F (k) and II(a3, k), with o3 defined below purely
real, we obtain that the function L vanishes. The coefficient P(p’, w) reads

by ip”(af — a?)? oo Wai(-ay)(1+p) .
P, w) = Hm(p) (e - )2 —a?) T Ce= () (P + o) 1) c.
_ 1 [Pz —ay)( +p)
STn(y) [ s T 9)(e 1) ] ’ (C17)
but
p/@(i}ﬂ? pl))/) T 1+ 1w?) [ 2Re(p) + 0 T 2R + w2+ 4Tyt

X [1 + 2Re(p) — w? + /(1 + 2Re(p’) + w?)? + 4p’p’*w2} (C18)



is purely real, and thus P(p’,w) vanishes identically. The coefficient R(p’, w) reads
—ip'(1+p)(1 +2p) ip’(1+p')
2Im(p')(zy +p')  AIm(p')(z4 +p')?

R w) = ~g(1+ 2Re() 4 | 29/ (140 421 )] ) + Ce .

(C19)
while
12 2 I/ o209 4 | 1.2 2 2 204 2 2 2
;o p(af—a?) o, P (af(Bai + k2 —20q(1 + k%)) + af(ef + 3k — 2af(1 + k7))
') = a1+ B 2af ~ D o) B
2

Imaginary part of the product G(p’, w)II(af, k) can be expressed in terms of the complete elliptic function of the first
kind and the third kind, as given by Eq. (419.00) in Ref. 1317,

1

1
I L w)(a2, k)] = —2 2 _ g2 by (K2tams — t102)] F(k
m{G(p', w)ll(a, k)] Im(p') mar?(saty — sita) {[QI(SIT s2ma) = b (K tam ) JE (k)
+ n2m2T2 (a151 - bltl)H(OA%, k)} 5 (021)

where

G = a1 +iby, aF = —y1 —iy2, 12 =7 + 42,
_2’yl—l—k2 5 _ k*m3

mo = ) a2 2
a! r
k2 malag — (2 +ma)ad + (1 — 2a3)k?] — r?
s1 = l——3, m= 2 212
r ma (74 + (n + a3)?)
2 k2 2 2 2 2 _ 2 2 1
b = (k* +2m +2'-Yl)7 py= 2t (71 +2—a3)me + noma(n + 042)7 sp= 1y o (C22)
v2(271 + k?) ma7y2 mo

since 72 + 21 + k% = 0 in our case, with k? given by Eq. (CI4), and ay, b1, 71, and 7y, real. Thus, the integral L
acquires the form

L=[R,w)+ Ri(p,w)|F(k) + S1(p/, w)I(a3, k), (C23)
where
’ g CLl(SlT2 — k252m2) =+ b1 (k2t2m2 — tl’l”2)
= 24
Ra(p'sw) Im(p) mar?(soty — s1t2) (C24)
and
Si(pw) = —2 na(aiss — bity) (C25)

Im(p’) Sgtl — 81t2

while R(p’,w) is given by Eq. (CI9).

Straightforward calculation shows that a;s1 — b1ty = 0 and sot; — s1te # 0, and thus the coefficient S (p’, w)
vanishes identically. Furthermore, using that a;s; —bit; = 0, the form of the coefficient Ry (p’, w), given by Eq. (C24),
can be simplified to

g ak?

Ry, w)=——2 1%
l(p ,’U}) Im(p’) T2t1

(C26)
Finally, the previous equation together with Eqs. (CI9) and (C22), since w? is purely real, yields R(p’, w)+ Ry (p', w) =
0, and, therefore, the integral L(p, q,{) given by Eq. (BIT) vanishes. When the two vectors are (anti)collinear, i.e.,
when I'm(p’) = 0, the continuity implies L(p,q,Q2) = 0. When z; < 1, the analogous calculation shows that
L(p,q,Q) =0, as well.

Let us now turn to the integral M (p, q,2), and consider the case Im(p’) # 0, and zy > 1. In terms of partial
fractions, this integral reads

oo Lt /1dx{[ p?(1+p')? ip?(1+p") (1 +2p)
0

+ C.c.] + "2 4+ 2(1 +p)Re(p) + = — x2}

w 2iIm(p')(z + p')? 2Im(p')(x +p')
1 L ! p/2(1+p/) el — el / eln) — 11z 22
. \/x(x—l)(af—x+)($—x)+2w/o dx{{ z+p e } 2Rl (1 + 7))+ RRe(p) ~ o +2 }
1

. C27
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It follows from Eq. (255.17) in Ref. 37 that

— xdx g ) ,
h= = =2 [(@® = DI(a?, k) + F(k 0928
1 Ve -1z —zy)(z—2_) o [( JII( )+ F(k)] (C28)
z2dx g , ,
== = L AP (k) +2(0® - DI k
Vae —1)(z —aq)(z —x_) a4{ (k) +2( ) )
a2 -1 2 2 2 9,9 9 ) )
b gt B + (2 — 0)F() + (20K 4 20° = ot = 3%, )} ©29)

which together with Eqgs. (CI1l), (C12)) and (CI3) allows us to express the function M in terms of the elliptic integrals
as

M = % [A(pla’w)n(alu )+ A(p ’w) H(alv k) + B(p w)F(k) + X(plvw)H(azv k) + Y(p/,w)E(k)] ’ (030)

with the coefficients in the above equation of the form

A = B (1- %) i M0 e

(14w 2) 02 (a2 — a?)(2a3k? + 203 — af — 3k?)
iy 2 e ) e
Lt (] @ —a?2|) | [0 (i) +u?)
) = gt [ S | e ()
+ 1+ w?)[P™** +2(1 +p)Re(®)] — Relp’(1 +p)] + % B +w? + Re(p’)] (C32)
w?(1 + o?
- % (C33)
W2(20252 — ot + k2 — 902
, 14 w? p3(a? —a?)? w?(a? — 1)
YOO = Sy ™ [a%(a%—b(k?—a%) (P —a?) (34

Here, k, a, and a; are defined by Eqs. (CI4) and (CIH). Since w? is purely real, the functions A(p’,w), B(p',w),
X(p',w), and Y (p', w) vanish, and thus the integral M(p,q, <)) given by Eq. (BIf) is identically equal to zero. This
result also implies that, because of the continuity, in the case of (anti)collinear vectors p and q, i.e., when I'm(p’) = 0,
the function M (p, q, ) also vanishes. When the root x4 in Eq, (C4)) is less than one, the analogous calculation shows
that the function M = 0, as well.

Appendix D: Violation of the Ward-Takahashi integration becomes
identity within hard cutoff regularization
2 1
Spliw) = —o- p/ dy, |~
In this Appendix we show that Ward-Takahashi iden- 2m 0 l—y
tity does not hold within the hard cutoff regularization.
In order to show that, we will follow the same steps as X / dk——""—", (D2)
: : . o k+y(d-yp
in the previous two appendices. Let us first calculate the
self-energy, given by Eq. (62), where A is the momentum cutoff regulating the ultravi-
olet divergence of the integral. Remaining integrations
_ d’k  2me? W' +o0-k then yield
Ep(iw) =
(2m)? |p— k| w?+k? )
o [ d’k o -k Ep(iw):e—a~p(1nA—1np+21n2). (D3)
= TR (D1) 4
(27)? plp — K|

Therefore, the divergent part of the momentum integral
which after using the Feynman parametrization (63]), appears as the logarithm of the cutoff which corresponds
shifting the momentum variable, and performing angular to 1/e pole in the dimensional regularization, see Eq.



(). Note that the divergent parts appear with precisely
the same coefficients, but the finite parts are different
within the two regularizations.

We now consider the Coulomb vertex function defined
in Eq. (70) which after introducing the Feynman parame-
ters may be written in the form given by Eq. (AT0Q) with
the integral performed in D = 2. After following the
same steps as in Appendix A, and performing straight-
forward integrations, we obtain

/ d*¢ 1 1
(2m)% [p+2q — £ /P2 ¥ 2(1 — 2)(Q% + ¢2)

_ 1 1. (p+2zq)°
= (lnA 2ln 16

2w
— tan -1 (E(l — ;[;)(92 + qz)
tanh \/(p+xq)2 + (1 —z)(Q2 +q2)> . (D4)

/ P20 (00— 28)0,(0 6+ (1-2)S) 80 <1nA_11nM—tanhl\/
2 (

(2m)2 Ip+2q—€](2 4+ A)2 2m

VAP +2q)? +A) - A
(p +2q)?

+ (1=2)(p+2q) 00,5 Ti[(p +2q)?, Al + 0 - (p + zq)o,0 - (p + zq)T2[(p + zq)*, Al},

with Zy, Z1, and Zy defined in Eqs. (A15)-(A17). Note
that the term ~ d,40, is not present in the above equa-
tion, since the Pauli matrices here are treated strictly in
D = 2, and thus 040,0, = 2J,0. Taking the contrac-
tion ¢"P;, and following the steps in Appendix B, its
frequency-independent part reads

62 1
N(p,q) = Z/o dr {o-q[InA+1n4 —In[|p + q]
x(a?q2+p~q)]
(p +2q)?
N 0-(p+:vq)0-q0-(p+:vq)}
2(p + zq)? ’

which after performing straightforward integrals yields

(D6)

2
N(p,q) = Spiqliv +i€) — Sp(iv) + %a .q, (D7)
and therefore the Ward-Takahashi identity is violated
within the hard-cutoff regularization scheme. The other
frequency-dependent terms, actually, vanish, since they
have the same form as within the dimensional regulariza-
tion, but even if this were not the case they could not can-
cel purely momentum-dependent term on the right-hand
side of Eq. (D7) that spoils the Ward-Takahashi identity.
In fact, using exactly the same procedure, one can show
that within dimensional regularization with Pauli matri-
ces treated in strictly D = 2 the Ward-Takahashi identity

Analogously, we have

(1 —z)(Q2 + ¢2)
p +2q)? +z(1 — z)(Q* + ¢%)

16

) + 50 {01 = )50,8 Tol(p + )%, A] + [0, - (p + 70)

(D5)

is also violated precisely because of the last term on the
right-hand side in the frequency-independent part of the
contraction ¢"Py.

Appendix E: Kubo formula and the a.c.
conductivity within dimensional regularization with
Pauli matrices in D =2 —¢

In this Appendix we perform explicit calculation of the
Coulomb correction to the conductivity within the di-
mensional regularization, in which both the momentum
integrals and the Pauli matrices are treated in D = 2 —e,
which, as we demonstrated, is consistent with the U(1)
gauge symmetry of the theory, and show that this regu-
larization yields C = (11 — 37)/6 in Eq. ().

Let us first calculate contribution coming from the self-
energy part. Using Eq. (63) and the identity

0.0 ko, =20,k — o0 -k, (E1)

the self-energy part of 0II,,(iQ2,0) for p = v = uz,



STILY (i2,0), can be written as

;T (1=3) T (5T (%)

(4m)P72T (D)

<[5 e

x Tr{(iw+o- k)[(w+Q)+2axkz—a-k]
(iw+o0-k)o-k}.

ST (92, 0) = 2Ne

(E2)

Performing the trace and the frequency integral, we ob-

tain

(1-7)r(-3)r (%)
(4m)P/2T (D)

D-1 dPk kP (4k2 — 0?)
x P( 2 )/(%)D (2 + 4k2)2

SIIL (€2, 0) = —4Ne?

(E3)

After subtracting the zero-frequency part of the Coulomb
correction to the polarization tensor, and using Eq. (&1]),
the self-energy part of the Coulomb interaction correction
to the conductivity reads

(1= )T (1-2)r ()1 (25
—3200%2e (4m)PT (D)T (%)

> 0% 4 12k?
dk k?D—47
X ‘/O (QQ + 4k2)2’

Oq —

(E4)

where oo is the Gaussian conductivity of the Dirac
fermions given by Eq. (BI). The remaining integral then
yields

2qpp-a (1= )T — )T (5T (%)

O, = —0p€

28-2D(D — 1)x

cos(Dr) (E5)

Taking D = 2 — € and expanding up to the order €, we
obtain the self-energy part of the Coulomb contribution
to the conductivity

— In(647) + O(E)) . (E6)

Let us now concentrate on the vertex part of the
Coulomb correction to the conductivity. Taking the trace

in 611 given by Eq. ([8]), we have

D o0
6Hb)zQO_2N/ /dk/ '
_ 7T

dD
/ (27T)kafp [(w + Q) + k2][(w n Q) s ]
1 o
(OJ? + k2)(w/2 +p2) {w(w + Q)w (w + Q)
[we + (w+ Q) (W + Q)]k - p
+ 4k - pkyp, — 2]€2p2 — 2pik2 +p2k2
w(w + Q) + o (w+ Q)] (2keps — k- P)
w(w+Q)(2p; = p*) — /(W +Q)(2k7 —

X

k) }(ET)

Integration over the frequencies then yields

dPk [ dPp
6H (lQ 0 2N/ /WVk_p
1

2 (kupy — k-
kp(Q2 + 4k2)(Q2 + 4p2) [ (kap p)
+ 4(k - phopy + k*p® — p2k* — p*k2)].

(E8)

After subtracting the zero-frequency part of 011, (i€2, 0),
we obtain the vertex part of the Coulomb correction to
the conductivity

dPk [ dPp 1
= 8 Q V_ T
b o0 / / 2D KP B38(02 + 4k2)
1

k- k;ﬂ - k2 2 2]€2— 2]€2 Q2
x QQ+4p2{( Phups + K°p* — pok® — p°k2)|
+ 4k + 7)) + 4k (k- p — kupa) |

= Op1 + Op2 (E9)

where

g Q/ dPk / dPp - D2 +4(k? + p?)
ot = SO0 [ emD | 2m)D KR 13p3(02 1 4k2)
1

X P {(k - pkops + k*p* — p2k* — p*k2)},

(E10)

and

d°k [ dPp
Opy — 320’09/@/@ Vk—p

k-p—kip:
kp(Q2 + 4k2)(Q2 + 4p?)”

(E11)

The contribution o1, by adding and subtracting 92 in
the first term in the numerator, may be rewritten as

op1 = O'lgl) (2) + O'ZS ), (E12)

where



D D 2,2 2 2 _ 272 2 2
(1) d“k / d“p k- pkip, + k°p k® —pkZ ( ) 9 (Q)
= 2000 - +5) +°+ =
b = 28 | o | g Ve k(2 >Hp +(3 )2] ZEAE
— 45,0 dPk de W k'pkmpm +k2p2 _pikz _p2k3 E
- 00 D D k—p 2 I ( 13)
(2m)P ) (2m) kit K2+ (2)°]
D D
(2) 1 3/ d”k / d P 1
oy, = —=00f) Vi— , (E14)
CoE e e e ) e ()]
and
D D 27.2
(3) __1 Q3/ d 'k / d“p k- pkyps — 2p°k; o
Op1 92 0o (27T)D (27T)D ( 5)

The advantage of this decomposition of the integral o} is
that its diverging part is now isolated, and it is contained
in the integral oé}), whereas all the other integrals are

finite in D = 2.
1)

We first consider the term o;;’.
parametrization

Using the Feynman

1 _Ta+8+9] [ 1=
ABPCT r[alr[mrm/o d““’/o 4y

o —Umzoy el (E16)
{(1—2—y)A+azB+yC}*TP

we write

1 11—z
3 ) = /d:c/
k|k—P|[(2 +k

(1—z-— )1/2

[(k —zp)?+x(1—2)p?+vy (5—22)2}3

(E17)

Shifting the momentum k —zp — k, and retaining terms
even in k as these are the only non-vanishing ones due
to the rotational invariance of the integrand, we obtain

1-x
O'bl = 320002€? / dx/ (1 —a—y) V212

< <§>pr ;{/ (giﬁ? K“% kz”ﬂ

[kQ +a(l—2)p? +y (%)2}3'

X

(E18)

Ut k2 ()] [+ (9]

After performing the integral over k, we have

11—z
(1) 32000e? ( )/ dx/ dyx

T APt (B)
x (1—x— )1/2/0 dp

Integration over p then yields
99-2DT ( 5 _
2

( 202D —4
o, = 0pe )

1 1—x
X / dx x_D/2(1—x)_D2+1/ dy yP=2
0 0

x (1—z—1y)Y2
Using Eq. (64]) and the identity

11—z 3
_s (D -3 _
/O dy (1—:17—y)1/2yD 5 — \/2_ ( 2) (1_:6)D 17

I(D)
(E21)
acquires the form

after integration over y and z, alﬁ)

1P TG D)T(1-2)

(4m)PT (Z) T(D)

o) () ()

Finally, expanding the previous result in the parameter
€, we obtain

1 _

20y2D—4
o, = 0oe )

(E22)

1 1
Uéi) - 20062 [— -3 (1+2y—12In2 —2In7) + O(e)] .
€
(E23)



Therefore, poles coming from the self-energy and the ver-
tex parts cancel out, as it should be, since the theory of
Coulomb interacting Dirac fermions is renormalizable, at
least to the second order in the Coulomb coupling.3®

Let us turn to the remaining contributions which are

all finite in D = 2. We first consider the term oéf) in
Eq. (EI4). Using the Feynman parametrization (EIf),

we have
1 1 xT
e
plk—pl[(3)

(1 —r— y) 1/2 —-1/2
{(p —zk)2+z(l —x)k? +y (%)2}2

X (E24)

After shifting the momentum p — xk — p, and integrat-
ing over p, the term ag) in Eq. (EI4) becomes

1 1 11—z
g) = —4—006293/ da:/ dy (1—x—y)~1/2
™ 0 0

P2k e
8 /(27T)2/€ [:c(l—x)k2+y(%)2] {k“ (%)Q]'
(E25)

Integration over the remaining momentum variable then
yields

72
1 =

/d"”/l zdym

X —y+ =) (E26)

After integrating out the Feynman parameter y, the term
(2 ;

oy 1s
~1
2 \/— v
Ul(ﬂ) = ﬂ_aoe2 \/_(1 — ) —50062. (E27)

We now evaluate the term ag) in Eq. (EI5). Using
Eq. (EID), after shifting the momentum variable, and
retaining only terms even in p, we have

1—x
Uéi) — —400Q3 2/ dx/ 1—$— )1/2 —1/2

dPk

/ (2m)" 3 ["32 + (7)2]

/ dPp (5 —2) p* — 22k?
e ok 4y (3)]

X

X

. (E28)
[p +az(1 -

After integrating over p and setting D = 2, we obtain

1 1 11—z
Uéf) = 0o — 52 dx/ dy (1 —2— y)1/2x_1/2
dk

J k24 (9)7] [o0 -2k + 9 (9)’]

X

3 22 k2
k+wu—mW+y@f} (#29)

Integration over k then gives

l1—z
er / d:v/ dy (1 —y)/?

2)"1/2 - Dyms +2I_3(E30)
JIVI+ V(- o)

which, after integrating over the remaining variables,
yields

B —
Op1 =

x (1-—

(E31)

Let us now calculate the term op given by Eq. (EII).
Using Eq. (E24), shifting the momentum p — zk — p,
and retaining only terms even in p, we have

l1—zx
Opy = 400629/ d:v/ 1—x—y)~ 1/2,-1/2

></d’:’k
<%>ﬂw+@ﬂ

dPp 1
’ /(%) (2 + (1 - )k2+y(9)2}2 o

After the integration over p and setting D = 2, we obtain

_ ooe%l/dx/lw (1= —y) 21/

Integration over k then gives
l—z)(l—a—y)] >

i — 0062 /1dx/1_mdy [( T

:aoe—/ m[ﬂ—l—?i,/lfxsec_l x},

(E34)

where sec™! x is the inverse function of secz = 1/ cosz.

Finally, integration over x yields

4 —
T o€, (E35)

Op2 =



Therefore, using Eqs. (E6), (E23), (E27), (E3I), and

(E33) we obtain the first order correction to the a.c. con-
ductivity due to the Coulomb interaction

11—
50 = 04 + 0 + 02 4 6 4 oy = 3T roc?,
(E36)
which corresponds to the value
11-3
C= T (E37)

6

in Eq. ().

Appendix F: Longitudinal conductivity using
density-density correlator

In order to obtain the longitudinal conductivity, we

expand 6H (ZQ q) in Eq. (83), which is the time com-
ponent (4 = v = 0) of the Coulomb correction to the
polarization tensor (5J)), to the order q2.

Let us first consider the self-energy part (84)) which
may be written as

SIS (192, q) = SIL" (i92, q) + SIL5e" (—i2, —q), (F1)
where
2 2 /
(al) d"k / / d°p / dw’
0llgo 7 (192, q) N/ @2 | o

Vi—pTr [Gx (iw)Gp (iw' )Gk(zw)Gk+q(iw +1iQ)].
(F2)

Using Eq. ([65)) to integrate over the momentum p, and
taking the trace over Pauli matrices, we obtain

(1= 3) P (5 T (557)

(4m)PT (D)

de kD=2
/ / P(w?+ k?)?[(w+ Q) + (k + q)?]
—w? + k2)k (k+q) — 2w(w + Q)k?].

61’[8‘81) (i©?,q) = 2Ne

(F3)

Note that above expression contains a part divergent in
D = 2 that arises from the self-energy (68), and when
multiplied with the remaining terms of the order e gives
a finite result, i.e., the final result does not have a pole
in € . Therefore, in order not to overlook this subtle
cancellation, we have to perform the integrations in D-
dimensions first, and only at the end of the calculation to
take D = 2 — ¢, with € — 0. Expanding the g-dependent
term in the denominator to the quadratic order in q, and
keeping only the terms quadratic in q in the expression

for 61’[8‘81)(2'9, q), we find
L(L-2)0 (50 (5

(4m)P/T (D)

de }D-2
x / / D (w? + £2)2[(w + Q)2 + k2]

—w? +Ek - (k+q) — 2w(w + Q)k?]
k-q)
9k -q — a2 (7
< ¥ +Q)2+k2)
= M (i0, q) + ST (i, q), (F4)

STIEY (i, q) = 2Ne?

X

X

where

F-2)r(5H)r 5

(4m)P/2T (D)

Pk (P Rk q)?
« |5 | o e e

(F5)

SIS (i, q) = —4Ne?

and
- 2)r (B (2g)
(im)P /T (D)
dPk  (—w? 4+ k*)k? — 2wk?(w + Q)
< [ 5 | G per e s o e

2 k-
X (—q +%) (Fo6)

We first consider the term 6TI{'") in Eq. (ER). After
integrating over w and using the rotational symmetry of
the integrand, we have

51_1(()%12) (iQ,q) = 2Neé?

_D D+1 D-1
6Hé’éll)(iﬂ,q):—NeQF(l 2)1—‘( 2 )F( 2 )

(4m)P/2T (D)
de D3 32kt — 12k20% — O
D (Q2 + k2)3 (F7)

After integrating over k, and expanding the result in ¢,
we obtain to the order €”
2 ¢ 3 2 ¢

all) . 3
5H60 )(ZQ,q) = 6—4N8 o = 1% g (F8)

The term 61’[8‘812) (i, q) given by Eq. (E6), after integra-
tion over the frequency and using the rotational symme-
try of the integrand, acquires the form

6H((3((l)12) (iQ, q) _ —N€2F (1 — _) ( ) ( )

(4m)P/2T (D)
de D 3
2D/ D (2 + 4k2)3

X —5) k:4 + 24K%Q% +

+ (3 - D). (F9)

Integration over k in the last expression, and expansion
in € then yield

(a12) /. ¢ I
Oy 7 (192,q) = ——Ne |Q| = —500€ T (F10)



Therefore, using Eq. (E4), we have Let us now concentrate on the vertex part of the
, density-density correlator given by Eq. ([85]). In order to
(al) . 1l e 1, q_ calculate this contribution, we need the following integral

Olgo (i), @) = € |2 -0 1|’ (F11) over the frequency

which together with Eq. (EI]) gives for the self-energy

part
(@), 1,0
0y (192, q) = —ooe ﬁ (F12)
|
* dw’ 1 1
—Gp(iw)Gp_qliw' —iQ) = =
Lo 2 2(lp—al+p)°+92
: 2p — , . —q| +
(—Ip—qI—p+zQa- L q+(—ZQU-p+p2—p-q—203pXq)w). (F13)

lp—d lp—alp

Since the frequency integrals in Eq. (85]) are decoupled, we use the above equation to perform them separately, and
then take the trace using the identity

Tr[(a+b-o)(c+d-o)] =2ac+2b-d. (F14)
Integrations over w and w’ in the vertex part, given by Eq. (88, yield the coefficients

PP-a))\ __ k- (k—q)
p|p—q|)’ (I q'+’“’<l k|k—q|)’

~(P—a p . lp—q|l+p ~( k—a k) . k—q|l+k
b = {i0 _ £ ,—szqzi},d_{19< — 2 )ik xq) =2 T¥L (Fi5
{ <Ip—ql p) ( ) Ip—dalp k—q] k ( ) k —qlk (F15)

o = ~(p—al+») (1-

in Eq. (E14), where (p X q). = pxqy — Pyq- Notice that density-density correlator to the order ¢ has the form
b and d are three-dimensional vectors. Expanding the

expressions in Eq. (FIH) to the order ¢2, we obtain b (b (b
P d ! SIIY) (i€2, q) = OIS (162, @) + 815, (i€2, ),

2,2 2
gp —4qaq-p
a = _%7 where
p
2]€2 _ -k 2
c = _%' 5H(b1) Q . —NQ—2 d2k d2p
b9-o _,pxa o U= NG Gy | ep
.~APWP-q) —qp AP Xq),
b = {’Q p3 AT } (p(p-q) —ap’) - (k(k-q) — gk?)
k(k-q) — ak? k ; p3k3 |(2p)% + Q2| | (2k)? + Q2
d:{m ( q)3 @k’ ,, (kxa) } (F16) [( ) H( ) }
k k d2k ) ak?) - Ti(k,q,Q)
=N SR ) . (F18)
thus ac = O(g*), and therefore does not contribute to
the conductivity, whereas
and
. —_ an?] . . _ 2
b.d - _q2P® 9 —ap ]3k[;<(k q) — qk’] o) Pk [ dp
D 6H00 (12, q) —2N/ /(277)2Vk p
4 4 Pxq):(kxq). (F17)
pk ' y P k¢’-p-aq-k
k |[(2k)? + Q2| [(2p)2 4 Q2
Setting D = 2 in the momentum integrals, since there P [( ) ] [(2p) ]
are no divergent subintegrals in the vertex part as it was — N d’k  I(k,q,9) Fl19
the case in the self-energy term, the vertex part of the - (2m)2 k[(2k)2 + Q2] (F19)



Here, we defined

02 d’p
I (k q, Q) = —§ (277)2 Vk_pp3

and

1 [ d°p p-ki*—p-qq-k
Bika. )= [ v (9]
3
(F21)

We consider the term 61’[8%1)(2'9, q), given by Eq. (F1S),
and, as a first step, calculate the integral I;(k). Using
the Feynman parametrization (EIG]), this integral can be
written as

__62 ) 1 . 11—z /71_55_3/
Ii(k,q,Q) = Q /0 d /0 dyiﬁ

d p(p-a) — ap’
) / (2m)? [(p — 2k)? + z(1 — z)k?

+ 4]
(F22)

which after shifting the momentum variable p —xk — p,
and integrating over p, acquires the form

2 1 1—x e Y
Ii(k,q,Q) = —eQQ—/ d:v/ dyM
8m Jo 0 vz

~39 2’k(k - q) — qz’k’
z(1—z)k? +

(z(1 — x)k? + 4Q2)2

(F23)
Using the previous result for the integral I (k, q, 2), after
integration over k, we obtain

l1—zx
bl),.

X

1
+ 3
VI+ V(- )z \/1—50(\/(1—:10):6+\/§)

e’q 47 8
-N

647r|9|[ ”( 3)]
TGl . WG A &
T ar6\3 1) T o0 °\3 1)

We now evaluate the term 61’[8%2) (19, q) in Eq. ([F19).
First, we compute the integral I3(k,q,) in Eq. (F21)
using the Feynman parametrization (EIG)

l1—z
L(k,q,Q)=¢ / da:/ dy
y / d’p p k¢ —p-qq-k
(2m)2 ((p — 2k)? + (1 — )k2 + 402)?
l1—x 2
= —/ dx/ dy Ve i .
87 Jo o VI—z—y[z(l —2)k? + £0?]
(F25)

yQ2
il

R
JTY

X
wjw

(F24)

l—x—y

We use this result to calculate integral over k in Eq.
([ET19). After performing straightforward integrations, we
find

2.2 11—z
52) . Ne?q VT
2 (i) d d
61lgo " (i€2,q) 647T|Q|/ x/ i

1 e2q?
=N -
TR e AT R
e2?4—n

Using Egs. (F24) and (E26]), the vertex part of 51_1(()%)
reads

e2q?8 — 3
9 6

sTIY) (192, q) = (F27)

which together with the self-energy part (F12) yields up
to the order ¢°

o). 62(]2 11 — 3«

(F28)
Finally, using Eq. (@0), we obtain the Coulomb interac-
tion correction to the longitudinal conductivity

(C) 11 — 37 9
9" = 6 go€,

(F29)

in agreement with the result (8I) obtained from the
current-current correlator, which is expected, since the
dimensional regularization explicitly preserves the U(1)
gauge symmetry of the theory of the Coulomb interacting
Dirac fermions.

Appendix G: Kubo formula and the a.c.
conductivity within dimensional regularization with
Pauli matrices in D =2

In this Appendix we present the calculation of the
Coulomb correction to the a.c. conductivity using di-
mensional regularization, but treating the Pauli matrices
in D = 2 spatial dimensions strictly . As we commented
earlier, this leads to the violation of the Ward identity,
and thus it is incompatible with the U(1) gauge sym-
metry of the theory, but yields the number obtained in
Ref. [9. We use Eq. {Il) with the Coulomb correction
to the polarization tensor given by Eq. (Z6]). Since the
system of Dirac fermions interacting only via the long-
range Coulomb interaction is isotropic, translationally
and time-reversal invariant, the trace over spatial indices
of the polarization tensor at zero momentum and a finite
frequency is I1,,(i€2,0) = DIIg(if2,0), which we use to
calculate the Coulomb correction to the conductivity.

Let us first consider the self-energy part obtained from
Eq. (T7). Using that in D = 2, 0,0,0, = 20y, taking
the trace over the Pauli matrices, integrating over the



frequencies, and subtracting the zero-frequency part, the with o, given by Eq. (Ef). This result, after expanding

self-energy contribution reads in €, reads
. 8 dPk dPp 2me?
%=~ | 555 | @GP k—p| 1 11
~ 2
Ga==0pe” | =+ = +”y—ln647r+(9(e)) . (G3)
k- 02 4 12k2 2 < 2
P + (G1) €

kp K2(Q2 + 4k2)2

Performing the momentum integrals, we have )
The vertex part of the Coulomb correction to the con-

} oD 4 28—4/31"(%)(1 -1 ductivity is obtained from Eq. (Z8]). The trace over spa-
Ta = —0pe" {2 7D-10(D/2)T(D)Cos(n D) tial indices of 6TI') in Eq. (78) at the momentum q = 0,

D D—1 1 using the standard anticommutation and trace relations

x I (1 — 5) r ( 5 ) =5 _{% (G2)  for the Pauli matrices in D = 2, assumes the form
|
e d de
STI®) (192, 0) v
Q Q) — 2k k-p)— k k*p?
X Vi p((w+ )(v + p( wr + p) wy p+ (1)

(W2 +E2)((w+ QD)2+ k2) (12 +p2)((v + Q)2 + p?)

Performing the integrals over the frequencies w and v in the above equation, we have

dPk k-p(4k-p — 0?)
b) _
Ol (2,0 2N/ / 2m)D Vie-p kp(22 4 4k2)(Q2 + 4p?)” (G5)

After subtracting the zero-frequency part of 011,,(i€2,0), we obtain the vertex part of the Coulomb correction to the
conductivity

d"k 2me? k- p [k-p(Q2 + 4k? + 4p?) + 4k?p?|
0y = 700 = Gp1 + 02 + 0 G6
00 / / bk —p| k3p3(Q2 + 4k2)(Q2 + 4p?) b1 + Ob2 + O3, (G6)
where
4 dPk dP 2me? 02 4+ 4(k2 2
Op1 = —JOQ/ / p me + 4(k* + p?) , (G7)
D 2m)P | (27)P |k —p| kp(Q2 + 4k2)(Q2 + 4p?)

diverges in D = 2, as we will show in the following, and the remaining integrals

.32 Q/ dPk / dPp  2me? k-p (G8)
72 =P [ oD | 2D Tk —p| kp(Q2 + 4k2)(Q2 + 4p?)’

and

5= 5000 [ Gy | o el R T S ) ()

D 27)D D |k —p| k3p3(Q2 + 4k2)(Q2 + 4p?)

are finite in two dimensions. The above decomposition is obtained from Eq. (G6) by adding and subtracting Q2 in
the term in the numerator multiplying (k - p)?. We now further decompose the integral 3,; in order to isolate its
diverging part

Op1 = Uél) + 0152). (G10)
Here, the term
D Dp 2
~(1) _ O d’k / d 2me 1 Gl1
7o 00 / D Tk p| kp(2 + 4%’ (G11)



has the pole in Laurent expansion in €, while the remaining one
5@ _ i Q3/ dPk / dPp  2me? 1 (G12)
o1 = T pI0 2mP | @n)D Tk — p| kp(Q2 + 4k2)(Q2 + 4p?)

is finite in D = 2.

We first consider the term divergent in D = 2, namely, O’él). Integration over p in Eq. (GII)), after performing the
standard steps, yields

dPp 1 kPRT(1- D) [ (2]
/( Ppk—p| 7w (47)P/2T(D — (G13)

while after integrating over k, we find

r(1- )[R (- Pr(E-D0)

Ué}) soe22D 1 224D—77T2D1“(D T (%) (G14)
The previous expression, after expanding in €, reads
50 — 5006 % + % 4 In(64m) + O(e)| . (G15)
Thus the poles in &,, given by Eq. (G3)), and &Zﬂ) cancel out, and
5\ + 6, = %aer +O(e). (G16)

The remaining integrals are finite in D = 2, and can be calculated as follows. Consider the term G52 given by Eq.
(G8). Using Feynman parametrization (EIf]), we write

) -z (1—x—y) V212
" , G17
plk—pl[(3)*+ / / —xk)2+x(1—:z:)k2+y(%)2r “

As usual, we now shift the momentum p — xk — p, and integrate over p, to obtain

1 1 1—z
Gpo = —UOeQQ/ dx/ dy (1 —x —y)~V/2z1/?
2 0 0

d?k k
’ /(2”) [ (1—2)k2 +y (2) ] [kz (gﬂ' (G18)

The integral over k in the previous equation then yields

) —LUeQ 1 i 1-x 1
72 = g o0 /od/o W VI=a U —a—y) (Ve —2) + v5) (G19)

while the integration over the variable y gives

~ . 1 2 1 z —1
Gi2 = 5 -o0e \/Tw [w + 2| T sec \/5} : (G20)

Finally, after performing the remaining integral over x, we obtain

A e, (G21)

Op2 =

Similarly, using Eq. (GI7) after shifting p — xk — p, and integrating over p, the term a( ) in Eq. (GI2) becomes

ng) = 0062(23/ dx/l : (1—2—1y)~ 1/2,,~1/2
dzk
) /(27T) k[z(l—x)k2+y(§l) } {kQ (2) } (G22)



Integration over the remaining momentum variable yields

1—x
1
5 = ——ooe / dw/ (G23)
1 - — (y + Vay(l —x )
After integrating out the Feynman parameter y, the term &g) is
; -1
~(2) _ ¢ 2 sec”! Vo __ T2 G24
0T g %0 f(l—x) g7 (G24)
Let us now calculate the term op3 in Eq. (G3)). Using Feynman parametrization (EIG), we can write
1 y— 1— g — o)1 /25-1/2
= - / d:v/ A-z-y) "z —. (G25)
[k —pl[(3)? — ok)? + a1 - 2)k? +y ($)]
After shifting p — zk — p, and integrating over p, we have
1 1 11—z
Op3 = —00629/ d:v/ dy (1 —x—y)1/2x3/2
8 0 0
d*k k(92 + 8k
X/<2>2 ( +2) e (G26)
Lo -k ()] [+ (2)7]
while integration over k then gives
lac Vi—-z—y [ (1—2)+4/2y(l —x) +2y]
0b3 = —006 / d.’L‘/ ’ (G27)
(1 =22 (y+ayT—a)) (Vi + ol —2))
which after calculating the integral over the variable y becomes
1 1
Fp3 = 8—0’062/ de (1—xz)73/? [2(1: — DV + (1 — %) + 2iy/23(1 — ) sec™! \/E}
m 0
14 —
_ 243” soc?. (G28)

Therefore, we calculated all the terms needed to obtain
the Coulomb correction to the conductivity within this

regularization scheme. Using Egs. (GI6), (G21)), (G24),
and (G28)), we obtain the final result as found in Ref. |9

25—-6
5O = Gut6y = G+ +6 D +19+013 = ——— g€,
(G29)
which thus yields C = (25 — 67)/12, different than one in
Eq. (82) obtained using dimensional regularization with

Pauli matrices in D = 2 — ¢ spatial dimensions.

Appendix H: Direct evaluation of the a. c.
conductivity from the Kubo formula in two
dimensions

In this section we show that the value of the coefficient
C may also be unambiguously computed directly in two

spatial dimensions, provided extra care is taken in eval-
uations of the integral that defines it. The result is then
in agreement with the general dimensional-regularization
scheme used in the rest of the paper.

As suggested by Mishchenkol?, the expression for the
first-order correction to conductivity may also be conve-
niently written as a sum of three terms

o =a +o,+1 (H1)
where
d’pd?k w? — 4p?
/ 2
= ——Vp— Opk————5, (H2
o= [ o Vw2
— (w?/pk) cos

’pd?k
ol = 2w | LR 2y _k €OS Op ,
b A P ey

(H3)



k —pcosf

——. (H4
P 7)Y

2. 72
I = —2e2w/MVp,k cos
0
Here we have set the fermi velocity to unity for simplicity,
and taken w to be the Matsubara frequency.
Now we show that all three terms are UV convergent,
and when summed yield the same result as the dimen-
sional regularization. First,1?

2

d°p v
':22/ L o(V?), (H5
oo + 0l = 2e*w (27r)2p(1+4v§p2)+ (V=), (H5)
where
2 A
Up = Up <1 + ezhl ;) (H6)

is the renormalized velocity. A simple change of variables
then gives

Ty 2
_:ﬂv(e )a (H7)
00
where
dv €2
b(e?) = ——L—~=—+0(* HS
Bule) =~ = T RO (Y
|
I 2¢? Ar/w dp Az/w
L
o) T w=0 J p(1+4p?) /o

where we have carefully retained finite upper cutoffs on
the momentum integrals. One finds

I 2¢? Mg A
— = = lim P pp22), (H12)
oo 72 w—0 J, p(1+4p2) w

where

Pl = 20 [ yp (-2 Yams)

and K(z) and E(z) are the elliptic functions. The sin-
gle remaining numerical integration quickly converges to
a value quite independent of the ratio A;/As, and we
obtain

T 2
= 0.2498¢2 — &
(oJs) 4

(H14)

where the last equality is the conjectured exact result.
All put together gives

o’ 1 4 7 1 5 11 7\ 4
it (s-2)+o|=(=-2 H1
it (G-3)+a]o-(5-5) aw

dk—

is the beta-function for the velocity. The coefficients in
the series expansion of 3,(e?) are universal numbers, and
therefore,

o _e -

in agreement with ref. [10. The result also agrees with the
brute force numerical integration, in which the integral
over the angle is computed first and exactly, to be fol-
lowed by the UV-convergent integrals over the momenta,
which are then computed up to a large cutoff.

The second integral is completely convergent, and was
solved by Mishchenko!?, with the result

T _ (4 T 2
(o) 3 2 ’

We have also reproduced this value numerically within a
tenth of a percent.

(H10)

Finally, the third integral may be written as

2
0 df cos O(p? + k* — 2pk cos )1/2. (H11)

in agreement with the procedure of dimensional regular-
ization.

It is instructive to see how in this calculation the value
C = (25 — 6m)/12 would arise. If we follow the usually
safe practice and take the UV cutoffs to infinity before
all the integrals have been performed, in the present case
the result turns out to depend on the order of integration.
In this way performing exactly the integral over k first
we find

I _262 o dp - )_6_2
) ﬂ-p_27

oo 2 o p(l+4p?

(H16)

which ultimately yields C = (25 — 67)/12. Computing
first numerically the integral over p and then the remain-
ing integral over k, on the other hand, leads to e2/4 in-
stead. Of course, by the very definition of the integral,
the correct way is to take any limits of the integration
bounds only after all the integrals have been already per-
formed. It is pleasing to see that this then leads to the
same result that is obtained by the general dimensional
regularization, which is constructed so to preserve the
crucial symmetries of the theory.
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