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We analyze mass renormalization in massive Dirac-like systems in (2+1) dimensions arising from
electron-phonon interactions at finite temperatures, employing the large-N expansion. Our model
combines the low-energy description of charge carriers in a buckled honeycomb lattice with the low-
energy approximation for phonons and electron-phonon interactions in two-dimensional materials.
Consequently, the system is modeled as a massive Dirac-like field coupled to a two-component
vector field Ai, representing the phonon modes. This framework allows us to compute the one-
loop electron self-energy at finite temperature, from which we derive the renormalized band gap,
mR. The effective model is subsequently applied to describe the renormalized optical band gap in
monolayers of transition metal dichalcogenides (TMDs), including MoS2, MoSe2, WS2, and WSe2.
A good agreement is observed with experimental data for reasonable values of the ultraviolet cutoff,
Λ ≈ 1 eV. Our main findings indicate that mR remains nearly constant at low temperatures,
whereas at higher temperatures it decreases linearly with the temperature T . Specifically, we find
that mR reduces by approximately ≈ [0.1, 0.2] eV as the temperature increases from ≈ 4 K to 500 K,
consistent with recent experimental observations. Furthermore, we estimate the temperature range
at which the transition to the linear regime occurs, obtaining typical values within ≈ [110, 150] K
for the four materials under consideration.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Four-fermion interactions play a fundamental role in
quantum field theory, forming the basis of essential mod-
els such as the Thirring model [1], the Gross-Neveu model
[2], and the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model [3]. These
models are of significant importance in both high-energy
physics and condensed matter physics. In (3+1) dimen-
sions, the NJL model is widely employed to describe the
spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetry, establishing an
analogy with the Higgs mechanism in elementary particle
theories.

These models provide a theoretical framework for un-
derstanding the dynamical mass generation in quarks, a
phenomenon analogous to the emergence of a gap in su-
perconductors. They thus offer a suitable platform for
exploring non-perturbative effects in quantum field the-
ory. Furthermore, these interactions enable the inves-
tigation of various critical phenomena related to parity
symmetry breaking and the violation of discrete symme-
tries. Additionally, when applied to systems with mul-
tiple fermion flavors, these models serve as tools for ex-
ploring the mechanism of chiral symmetry breaking in a
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manner analogous to quantum chromodynamics, yielding
a theoretical framework for studying low-energy particle
physics phenomena. On the other hand, in the realm of
condensed matter physics, conventional superconductiv-
ity has been explained in terms of a four-fermion inter-
action by the BCS (Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer) model
[4].

In (2+1) dimensions, models with four-fermion in-
teractions acquire new relevance when applied to con-
densed matter physics, particularly in the study of two-
dimensional materials, where the low-energy behavior of
charge carriers is often described by a Dirac-like equa-
tion. This framework is characterized by two key param-
eters: the Fermi velocity vF and the bare mass m [4].
The mass parameter m is typically associated with phe-
nomena such as band gaps or spin-orbit coupling [4–6],
both of which play a crucial role in defining the electronic
properties of these materials. Moreover, both vF and m
can be renormalized due to electromagnetic interactions,
highlighting the importance of considering such effects
in theoretical models. In particular, the observation of
reshaped Dirac cones in graphene [7, 8], the experimen-
tal observation of the fractional quantum Hall effect in
ultraclean samples in graphene [9–12], and mass renor-
malization in transition metal dichalcogenides (TMDs)
[13–15] have been considered as strong evidence of the
relevance of the electronic interactions. In this context,
quantum field theory models, such as pseudo-quantum
electrodynamics (PQED) [16] and four-fermion interac-
tions [13, 17], have been applied to describe the phys-
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ical properties of two-dimensional materials. Because
electrons are charged particles, they naturally interact
through the Coulomb potential, which is a physical condi-
tion captured by PQED. Nevertheless, due to the many-
body interactions of the system, electrons are also sub-
jected to microscopic interactions, such as mechanical vi-
brations, impurities, and disorder [4, 13, 18–24].

The optical properties of two-dimensional materials
have attracted significant attention due to their poten-
tial in optoelectronic and photonic applications [25, 26].
One of the main features is the electronic band gap,
which plays a crucial role in various technological applica-
tions due to the possibility of controlling charge transport
properties [27–29]. In this case, it is relevant to calculate
both the electronic band gap Eg and the optical band
gap Eopt, which are closely related. In conventional 3D
semiconductors, the optical band gap is typically slightly
smaller than the electronic band gap [30]. The differ-
ence between these parameters corresponds to the exci-
ton binding energy Eb, which is usually in the order of
tens of meV. In general, therefore, we have the relation
Eg = Eopt + |Eb|, valid for any temperature (see Fig. 2a
in Ref. [31]).

The optical band gap may be understood as the en-
ergy required to create an exciton–a bounded electron-
hole pair–through the absorption of light in the mate-
rial [30, 31]. The electronic band gap is the smallest
energy difference between the valence (negative energy)
and conduction (positive energy) band of the charge car-
rier. The binding energy, on the other hand, is due to
the Coulomb attraction between electrons and holes. It
is known, however, that both the electronic and optical
band gaps are modified, not only by the intrinsic struc-
ture of the material but also by external factors such as
temperature [32, 33]. Furthermore, at least two main
processes exist for generating a temperature dependence
in these band gaps of the material, namely the lattice ex-
pansion and electron-phonon (el-ph) interactions [34, 35].
Phonons are quantized quasiparticles representing me-
chanical vibrations in material and play a crucial role
in determining various properties in solids, such as opti-
cal and thermal responses [36]. In two-dimensional crys-
tals, like graphene and transition metal dichalcogenides,
unique phonon modes–particularly high-frequency, out-
of-plane phonons–strongly influence thermal conductiv-
ity and charge carrier mobility. These phonons inter-
act with electronic states, impacting the overall thermal
management and electronic efficiency of these materials.
At finite temperatures, thermal fluctuations can induce
structural deformations in the lattice, modifying phonon
transport and, thus, affecting the thermal and electronic
properties of these 2D materials [20, 37, 38]. Notably,
the exciton binding energy in two-dimensional semicon-
ductors tends to be higher than in its three-dimensional
counterparts, often reaching values in the order of hun-
dreds of meV [31, 32]. This characteristic highlights the
distinct quantum confinement effects present in 2D ma-
terials, which can significantly alter their electronic and

optical behavior in response to temperature [39].

In three-dimensional semiconductors, the temperature
dependence of the band gap has been largely discussed
in literature since the 1950s [40, 41]. Furthermore, the
optical and electronic band gaps, depending on the tem-
perature, are calculated with the same models, because
of their small energy difference (the binding energy of the
exciton). Recently, for two-dimensional semiconductors,
the same renormalization for both band gaps has been
observed in experimental works [33, 42–45]. The main
conclusion is that the two types of band gap decrease as
we increase the temperature from approximately 4 K to
500 K. Although the experimental findings have been ex-
plained by phenomenological equations [35, 46–48], it is
expected that such an effect would be driven by the el-ph
interaction [35, 47, 48]. Here, we shall propose a physi-
cally motivated model for describing this band gap renor-
malization in some TMDs using an approximated version
of the full el-ph interactions, within an effective quantum
field theory model. It is interesting to note that the tem-
perature dependence of both the optical and electronic
band gap is the same [32, 33], despite the notably high ex-
citon binding energy in two-dimensional semiconductors.
Indeed, for temperatures up to 350 K, the experimental
data shows that the exciton binding energy remains al-
most unchanged by the temperature of the thermal bath
[33]. The reason behind such behavior is likely to be
that the exciton binding energy and the electronic band
gap are strongly sensitive to the strength of the Coulomb
interactions rather than temperature [31, 49, 50]. Nev-
ertheless, the optical band gap is less sensitive to the
Coulomb potential and more sensitive to temperature ef-
fects [31, 51]. This, as it will be clear later, is an impor-
tant assumption for our main result.

The experimental measurements of the renormalized
band gaps are obtained due to the strong light-matter
interaction, hence these can be measured through spec-
troscopic techniques [31, 32, 43, 52, 53]. Therefore, it
is crucial to develop a better understanding of carrier
scattering, including the intrinsic contributions from el-
ph interactions. These interactions arise from changes in
the atomic potential caused by atomic vibrations within
the lattice [54, 55]. In TMDs monolayers, the optical
phonon modes are expected to induce an el-ph scattering
[52, 56, 57], where the optical phonon branch is particu-
larly relevant to the direct band gaps at the K and K ′

points in the first Brillouin zone [31–33]. Unfortunately,
a full model for describing the el-ph interaction is not
known yet for any energy scale. However, low-energy
approximations can be conveniently made within an ef-
fective model using quantum field theory methods [38].

In this work, we consider a low-energy effective model
for describing el-ph interaction in two-dimensional ma-
terials with a buckled honeycomb lattice. This lattice
implies that the quasiparticles are described by a mas-
sive Dirac-like equation. The effective description of the
phonon field yields a two-component vector Ai, where
i = 1, 2 is related to the two possible polarizations. The
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interaction term, within this regime, is given by a three-
point vertex interaction and gives a one-loop quantum
correction to the band gap of the matter field. For calcu-
lating this correction we use the large-N expansion and
include the thermal bath, using the imaginary-time for-
malism. Thereafter, we obtain the renormalized band
gap mR(T,Λ) as a function of temperature, through the
Schwinger-Dyson equation for the corrected propagator
of the matter field. Because the model is only defined
for a finite ultraviolet cutoff Λ, hence it does not have
the typical problems of divergencies, such as in quan-
tum electrodynamics. Indeed, our approach should be
understood as an effective model of the full theory for
the complete el-ph interaction, which allows us to avoid
the hurdle of working on a complicated many-body prob-
lem. Thereafter, we compare our expression formR(T,Λ)
with the experimental findings for monolayers of TMDs
obtained in Ref. [43]. After fixing three physical param-
eters, namely, the bare mass (m), the energy cutoff (Λ),
and the coupling constant (g), we show that our result
is in good agreement with the experimental findings for
four different types of two-dimensional materials.
This work is divided as follows: In Sec. II, we present

our model and its Feynman rules. In Sec. III, we calcu-
late the electron self-energy at a finite temperature. In
Sec. IV, we calculate the renormalized mass and com-
pare it with experimental results. In Sec. V, we sum-
marize and discuss our main results. We also provide in
Appendix A the construction of the model, while Appen-
dices B and C provide additional details of the calcula-
tions for the zero and high temperature, respectively.

II. THE EFFECTIVE MODEL AND THE

FEYNMAN RULES

We consider a low-energy effective model for describing
the el-ph interaction in two-dimensional materials with
a band gap in its energy spectrum. In two-dimensional
materials with a buckled honeycomb lattice, the charge
carriers, i.e., the quasiparticles, obey a Dirac-like equa-
tion, where the mass describes the energy band gap of the
electron [4, 20]. The phonon field in these materials can
be represented as a vector field associated with the ion
displacements, capturing the lattice vibrations and their
coupling to the electronic states [54, 55, 58, 59] (for more
details on the model approximations, see Appendix A).
Therefore, based on these considerations, the Lagrangian
density for the system reads

L = ψ̄a

(

iγµ∂µ −m+
γiAi√
N

)

ψa −
AiAi

2g
, (1)

where the spinor field reads ψa(r) =
(

Âa B̂a

)

and

ψ†
a
(r) =

(

Â∗
a
B̂∗

a

)T

. Âa (B̂a) and Â†
a
(B̂†

a
) are the an-

nihilation and creation operators of electrons (holes) in
the two inequivalent sublattices A and B of the honey-
comb lattice in real space, respectively. γµ are the rank-2

Dirac matrices that obey the anticommutation relation,
given by {γµ, γν} = −2δµν, where δµν ≡ diag(1, 1, 1)
is the Euclidean metric. The Greek index read {0, 1, 2}
and the differential operator is defined as ∂µ = (∂0, vF∂i),
where vF is the Fermi velocity of the quasiparticles. The
flavor index a = {K ↑,K ↓,K ′ ↓,K ′ ↑} specifies the
valley and the spin to which the electron (hole) belongs,
respectively, thereby N = 4 is the total degree of freedom
[60]. Ai is the phonon field, where the Latin indexes are
given by {1, 2}. It is important to emphasize that our
model neglects phonon dynamics, as their influence is
significantly less relevant compared to the dynamics of
charge carriers (see Appendix A). The Thirring interac-
tion is straightforwardly obtained as we integrate out Ai

in Eq. (1) Ref. [18, 61]. g is our coupling constant and has
units of the inverse of mass [19]. Within our low-energy
model, m describes the bare band gap of the charge carri-
ers. Indeed, we shall consider an ultraviolet cutoff in the
model, given by Λ = ~vF /a [7, 15], where a is the lattice
parameter. We shall use c = ~ = kB = 1 everywhere,
but recover physical units when it is convenient.
The bare fermion propagator for the matter field, in

Eq. (1), is given by

S0F (p) =
−1

pµγµ −m
, (2)

where pµ = (p0, vFp) and its pole yields the disper-
sion relation of the quasiparticle, given by p0 ≡ E(p) =

±
√

v2Fp
2 +m2. This is the main connection between the

Dirac-like equation with the low-energy model for quasi-
particles in two-dimensional materials. The bare phonon
propagator reads

∆
(0)
ij (p) = g δij , (3)

which has no dynamics at tree-level approximation. In
this case, the dynamics of phonons in the lattice are ne-
glected as they are less relevant than electronic dynamics.
Finally,

Γi =
γi√
N

(4)

is the vertex interaction.
In the next section, we will discuss the effect of intro-

ducing the vacuum polarization tensor in the calculation
of the electron self-energy and calculate this at finite tem-
peratures.

III. THE ELECTRON SELF-ENERGY AT

FINITE TEMPERATURE IN LARGE-N

APPROXIMATION

Here, we consider the large-N approximation while g
is fixed [62]. The reason why we choose the large-N ex-
pansion is purely for the sake of comparison with the
electron-electron interaction in two-dimensional materi-
als. In this case, the fine-structure constant may be large,
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unless one considers a strong screening of the Coulomb
potential, which is usually provided by putting the ma-
terial above a substrate with a high dielectric constant
[63]. This somehow poses a condition for the perturba-
tive approximation. The large-N expansion is a formal
method that allows us to circumvent this problem. How-
ever, qualitative results, such as the Fermi velocity renor-
malization, seem to indicate that both methods provide
similar conclusions. In our calculation, we expect that
our results are also confirmed either for a small coupling
between the electron and the phonon or when N is large.
This, however, is more subtle because the physical value
of N is four. Hence, it seems safer to assume that the
el-ph coupling is small, such that the one-loop approxi-
mation yields a reasonable result [64]. In this regime our
results are correct, otherwise one should include higher-
order corrections.
In this case, in order to compute the electron self-

energy at the lowest order in the coupling constant g,
we must calculate the Feynman diagram represented by
Fig. 1. The electron self-energy is given by

j ip pp − k

k

Figure 1: The electron self-energy. The straight line repre-
sents the fermion propagator while the waved line denotes the
phonon propagator.

Σ(p) =

∫

d3k

(2π)3
ΓiS0F (p− k)Γj∆ij(k) , (5)

where ∆ij(k) is the full phonon propagator. Further-
more, for comparison with experimental measurements,
it is more interesting to consider a system in equilibrium
with a thermal bath. Hence, we apply the imaginary-
time formalism to introduce the effects of finite tempera-
ture [65, 66]. In this formalism, we transform the integral
in k0 into a sum over the Matsubara frequencies, i.e.,

∫

dk0 f(k0,k) →
2π

β

∞
∑

n=−∞

f(ωn,k) , (6)

where f(k0,k) is an arbitrary integrand and β−1 = T
is the equilibrium temperature. Moreover, the three-
momentum is (k0,k) → (ωn,k) and (p0,p) → (ωl,p),
with ωx = (2x + 1)π/β for fermions and ωx = 2xπ/β
for bosons. ωx is the Matsubara frequency, and the label
x = {n, l} is its mode of vibration.
Before we calculate the electron self-energy, we first

discuss the effect of incorporating the vacuum polar-
ization tensor into the computation of the full-phonon
propagator at finite temperatures. In this case, the
full-phonon propagator is given by the Schwinger-Dyson

equation, namely,

∆−1
ij (p0,p, T ) = (∆

(0)
ij )−1 −Πij(p0,p, T ), (7)

where Πij(p0,p, T ) are the standard spatial components
of the vacuum polarization tensor of quantum electrody-
namics in (2+1)D at finite temperature [67]. Within the
static limit p0 = 0, and for p → 0, we can obtain

Πij(T,p) = −Π(T,p) Pij , (8)

where

Π(T,p) =
p2

12π

tanh
(

m
2T

)

m
(9)

and Pij = δij − pipj

p2 is the transversal projection oper-

ator. Similar results for massless fermions can be found
in Refs. [67, 68]. We can invert Eq. (7) and, using
∆−1

ij ∆jk = δki , we obtain

∆ij(T,p) =

[

g

1 + gΠ(T,p)

] [

δij + gΠ(T,p)
pipj
p2

]

.

(10)
Therefore, using Eq. (10), it follows that ∆ij → gδij

when gΠ(kBT,p) ≪ 1, where we have recovered the
physical units of temperature by performing T → kBT .
The central idea of our approximation is to neglect any
correction originating from the phonon self-energy. In-
deed, this is necessary for neglecting the dynamical ef-
fects of the phonon field, such that our initial model in
Eq. (1) is still reliable. Hence, according to Eq. (10), our
results are in agreement with our initial assumptions and
further corrections are expected to be quite small as long
as one neglects the dynamics of phonons. Furthermore,
the static limit p0 = 0 makes sense when the electron
velocity vF is much less than the light velocity c. It is
worth mentioning that the vacuum polarization effect on
the auxiliary field propagator, ∆µν(p), was investigated
in Ref. [61] in the context of dynamical chiral symme-
try breaking for a Lorentz-invariant version of the Dirac
Lagrangian.
Using these considerations, we can write Eq. (5) as

Σl(T,p) =
2gT

N

∫

d2k

(2π)2

∞
∑

n=−∞

γi

× γ0[1− 2(n− l)]πT + vFγγγ.(p− k) +m

[1− 2(n− l)]2π2T 2 + E2(p,k,m)
γi ,

(11)

where E(p,k,m) =
√

v2F |p− k|2 +m2 and γγγ.p = γipi.
Eq. (5) is not exactly the same as Eq. (11), but it is
an l-component. However, the most dominant vibration
mode is l = 0 [69], therefore, we assume that Σ(T,p) →
Σ0(T,p). Using this, we have

Σ(T,p) =
2gT

N

∫

d2k

(2π)2
(γ0πT S1 −mS2) , (12)
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where the sums S1 and S2 are given by

S1 =

∞
∑

n=−∞

(1− 2n)

(1− 2n)2π2T 2 + E2(p,k,m)
= 0 , (13)

and

S2 =

∞
∑

n=−∞

1

(1− 2n)2π2T 2 + E2(p,k,m)

=
1− 2nF (p,k,m, T )

2T E(p,k,m)
,

(14)

with

nF (p,k,m, T ) =
1

exp
(

E(p,k,m)
T

)

+ 1
, (15)

which is the Fermi-Dirac distribution. The solutions of
S1 and S2 in Eqs. (13) and (14) can be found in Ref. [14].
Note that the term proportional to γγγ in Eq. (11) vanishes
due to the product γiγjγi = 0.
Next, we solve the loop integral by using polar co-

ordinates, where d2k = k dθ dk, |k| = k, and |p| = p.
Furthermore, we perform the following substitutions:
k → (k + p)/vF and p → p/vF . Hence, after some alge-
bra, we find

Σ(T,Λ) = −gm
N

(I1 − 2I2) , (16)

where

I1 =
1

2πv2F

∫ Λ

0

d k
k

(k2 +m2)1/2

=
1

2πv2F

[

(Λ2 +m2)1/2 −m
]

,

(17)

and

I2 =
1

2πv2F

∫ Λ

0

d k
k

(k2 +m2)1/2
nF (k,m, T )

=− T

2πv2F
ln





1 + exp
(

− (Λ2+m2)1/2

T

)

1 + exp
(

−m
T

)



 .

(18)

The ultraviolet cutoff Λ is an energy scale that is inversely
proportional to the lattice parameter a, i.e. Λ = ~ vF /a
[7, 15].
Finally, using Eqs. (17) and (18) into Eq. (16), the

electron self-energy reads

Σ(T,Λ) =− gm

2πNv2F

{

(Λ2 +m2)1/2 −m

+ 2T ln





1 + exp
(

− (Λ2+m2)1/2

T

)

1 + exp
(

−m
T

)











.

(19)

The low- and high-temperature limits are easily calcu-
lated when we use the logarithm property ln(xy) =

ln(x) + ln(y) and the identity 2 cosh(z) = exp(z) +
exp(−z) in Eq. (19). Hence, after a straightforward al-
gebra, we have

Σ(T,Λ) = −ḡ mT ln





cosh
(

(Λ2+m2)1/2

2T

)

cosh
(

m
2T

)



 , (20)

where ḡ = g/(πNv2F ) is our new free parameter. Note
that when T → 0 the temperature dependent-term van-
ished in Eq. (19) (see Appendix B1 for more details),
i.e., we obtain only the vacuum correction to the elec-
tron propagator [see Eq. (C.2)]. On the other hand, when
considering the ultra-high-temperature limit T ≫ Λ (in
practice, T → ∞), the electron self-energy vanishes (see
Appendix B 2), and the electron mass is not normalized.
For TMDs, this temperature should be close to the so-
called decomposition temperature (Tdec), where the lat-
tice structure of the material becomes unstable and de-
composes [44]. For example, Tdec ≈ 993.0 K for MoSe2
monolayer [44]. Obviously, our model is not accurate in
this regime.

IV. THE BAND GAP RENORMALIZATION

In this section, we calculate the mass renormalization
due to the electron self-energy at finite temperature and
compare this result with experimental measurements of
the optical band gap in the following TMDs: MoS2,
MoSe2, WS2, and WSe2.

A. The Renormalized Mass

We start with the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the
full electron propagator SF (T, p). This is given by

S−1
F (T, p) = S−1

0F (p)− Σ(T,Λ), (21)

where S−1
F (T, p) = γ0ω + vRF γ

ipi −mR is the corrected

propagator within our approximation. S−1
0F and Σ(T,Λ)

are given by Eqs. (2) Eq. (20), respectively. For the
sake of comparison with the experimental findings, we
recover the explicit Boltzmann constant: use T → kBT
(kB = 8.617 × 10−5 eV.K−1). Having this in mind, the
renormalized mass is given by

mR(T,Λ) = m



1 + ḡ kBT ln





cosh
(

(Λ2+m2)1/2

2kBT

)

cosh
(

m
2kBT

)







 ,

(22)
where mR is the renormalized mass and m is the bare
mass, both measured in eV as long as the energy scale Λ
is fixed in eV. In the next section, we shall extract the
experimental data for the optical band gaps of the afore-
mentioned TMDs from Ref.[43]. This data is analyzed
with auxiliary by Eq.(22).
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Eq. (22) also may be written as

mR(T,Λ) =M(0,Λ) + ḡ m kBT

× ln





exp
(

2
ḡ kBT

M(0)−m
m

)

+ exp
(

m
kBT

)

exp
(

m
kBT

)

+ 1



 ,

(23)

where

M(0,Λ) = m+
ḡ

2
m

[

(Λ2 +m2)1/2 −m
]

. (24)

In both cases, for consistency, we show that both Eq. (22)
and Eq. (23) yield mR(T → 0,Λ) = M(0,Λ) when we
consider T → 0 [see Eq. (C.3)].

B. Comparison with experimental data

In this section, we use our theoretical result to com-
pare with the temperature-dependent optical band gaps
measured in Ref. [43]. Note that our result has three free
parameters, namely, Λ, m, and ḡ that should be fixed.
It is important to emphasize that the empirical equa-
tions, such as the Varshni equation [46] and other pro-
posals based on the Bose-Einstein statistical factor for
the phonon emission and absorption [35, 48] also have
three free parameters.
Firstly, we relate the renormalized electronic band gap

to the optical band gap. This can be made through
the exact equation, given by Eopt(T,Λ) = Eg(T,Λ) −
|Eb(T,Λ)| [30–32], as it has been discussed in Sec. I. As
we have derived below from Eq. (2), the two-band energy

of our free charge carriers reads E±(p) = ±
√

v2Fp
2 +m2.

Hence, the electronic band gap is Eg = |E+(p = 0) −
E−(p = 0)| = 2m, for m ≥ 0 at zero temperature. Our
renormalized propagator in Eq. (21) yields a similar re-
sult, with ER

g (T,Λ) = |ER
+(p = 0) − ER

−(p = 0)| =

2mR(T,Λ), where mR(T,Λ) is given by Eq. (22). Note
that this is only the simplest renormalization condition,
where the pole of the propagator is the physical mass of
the particle described by the corresponding field.
Next, motivated by the experimental results in

Ref. [33], we assume that the binding energy remains
nearly constant as the temperature of the thermal bath
increases. In other words, we consider the exciton bind-
ing energy to be temperature-independent, i.e., |Eb(T =
0,Λ)| = Eb(Λ) > 0. Furthermore, the exciton binding
energies for MoS2, MoSe2, WS2, and WSe2 have been
determined both experimentally [31, 70–72] and theoreti-
cally [15, 73, 74], with their values potentially varying due
to substrate screening effects [31, 70–72]. Among the re-
ported measurements, we fix the exciton binding energies
of MoS2 and MoSe2 at EMoS2

b = EMoSe2
b = 500.0 meV,

and for WS2 and WSe2 at EWS2

b = EWSe2
b = 400.0 meV,

values which are consistent with experimental observa-
tions. In order to fit the experimental data, we use the

following equation:

Eopt(T,Λ) =− Eb + 2m+ 2mḡ kBT

× ln





cosh
(

(Λ2+m2)1/2

2kBT

)

cosh
(

m
2kBT

)



 .
(25)

The comparisons made, from Figs. 2 to 5, show the
renormalized optical band gap of some two-dimensional
materials, as a function of temperature. The dots are the
experimental data and the continuous line is our result,
obtained in Eq. (25). The cutoff is proportional to the
Fermi velocity vF and inversely proportional to the lat-
tice parameter a. After comparing our theoretical result
with the experimental points, the values obtained for Λ
are close to the value obtained in Ref. [15], i.e., Λ ≈ 1 eV.
Furthermore, it is well known from the literature that the
lattice parameter of these TMDs is around 3 Å [75, 76],
and the Fermi velocity is in order of 105 m/s [77–79].
Using these numbers and Λ = ~vF /a, we conclude that
our estimated cutoff has a reasonable value and does not
change drastically for different materials. This number
also has an important feature as it represents an upper
limit for the usefulness of the Dirac approximation, be-
cause when p ≈ Λ and if Λ is much larger than 1 eV, then
some high-energy corrections should be considered for de-
scribing the charge carriers. After considering these limi-
tations, we conclude that our result is in good agreement
with the experimental data and, therefore, the proposed
model seems to effectively capture all the main physics,
concerning the el-ph interactions, that describe the renor-
malization of the optical band gap in these TMDs.
From Figs. 2 to 5, we also may conclude that the

renormalized mass has two main regimes in terms of its
temperature dependence, namely, one for low tempera-
tures, where mR is almost constant, and the second for
higher temperatures, where mR is well described by a
linear decreasing behavior in terms of T . Interestingly,
the bare mass m works as a reference temperature sep-
arating these phases. Indeed, let us consider the ra-
tio θ = m/kB. This temperature separates the curves
into these two regions: one with a non-linear behavior
(T < θ) and the other with a linear behavior (T > θ).
The temperatures θ associated with each material are
θMoS2

= 142.0 K, θMoSe2 = 110.2 K, θWS2
= 136.3 K,

and θWSe2 = 120.0 K. Obviously, this is only a rough
estimate for such a transition and it seems to be related
to the fact that the phonon correction is actually more
relevant in the regime T ≥ θ. On the other hand, the
parameter ḡ is related to the el-ph coupling constant,
and our model does not provide any information for this
value.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

The experimental realization of graphene in 2004 and
its Dirac cones in the low-energy limit has built a critical
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MoS2
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Figure 2: Red circles are experimental data taken from
Ref. [43]. The black curve was plotted from Eq. (25). For
the best fit we have Λ = 956.9 meV, m = 12.24 meV, and
ḡ = 221.5 eV−1.

MoSe2
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Figure 3: Orange circles are experimental data taken from
Ref. [43]. The black curve was plotted from Eq. (25). For
the best fit we have Λ = 849.9 meV, m = 9.50 meV, and
ḡ = 263.5 eV−1.

point of intersection between the physics of high-energy
theories, such as quantum electrodynamics, and two-
dimensional materials. The realization of TMD monolay-
ers increases these applications because the matter field
can have a bare mass, generated by the buckled structure
of a honeycomb lattice. In this case, the matter field is
given by a massive Dirac-like equation in (2+1)D. The
usefulness of these models has been clear due to both the
calculation of the renormalized Fermi velocity and the
electronic band gap, where the theoretical results are in
agreement with the experimental findings. Obviously, in
this approximation, the full dependence on the lattice a
is not considered and one must consider the continuum
limit, i.e., a → 0, which implies a low-energy regime.
For considering the effects of a 6= 0 and the finite size
of samples, it seems that the standard condensed matter
models are more adequate. Nevertheless, whenever the
continuum limit is reasonable, the quantum field theory
approximation is very successful in including the quan-

WS2
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Figure 4: Green circles are experimental data taken from
Ref. [43]. The black curve was plotted from Eq. (25). For
the best fit we have Λ = 828.3 meV, m = 11.74 meV, and
ḡ = 259.9 eV−1.

WSe2
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Figure 5: Blue circles are experimental data taken from
Ref. [43]. The black curve was plotted from Eq. (25). For
the best fit we have Λ = 727.9 meV, m = 10.34 meV, and
ḡ = 281.9 eV−1.

tum corrections and, therefore, calculating renormalized
parameters that may be verified in experimental obser-
vations.
In this work, we have derived a theoretical expression

of the renormalized optical band gap in monolayers of
TMDs, within the low-energy limit that has been care-
fully discussed in Sec. I and Appendix A. This result
has an excellent agreement with the experimental find-
ings for temperatures ranging from [4, 500]K. Further-
more, we also have considered that the el-ph interaction
is small and performed the large-N expansion. These
strong conditions are needed to ensure that the dynamics
of the phonon field remain much less relevant than the dy-
namics of the charge carriers (the Dirac-like field). This,
however, seems quite physical because the velocity of the
electrons is always much larger than the velocity of the
phonons in these systems. We also prove that this condi-
tion implies that the vacuum polarization tensor correc-
tions are suppressed. It is important to note that these
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experimental results have been well described by using
phenomenological equations, which have been discussed
since the 1950s. Our effective model, however, yields the
correct expression for mR(T,Λ) from a straightforward
one-loop quantum correction to the electron propagator,
and it allows further generalization to other systems. In-
deed, let us assume a system where electronic interac-
tions can not be neglected. Hence, one should couple
the Dirac matter to the gauge field of pseudo-quantum
electrodynamics and obtain a model that describes both
electron-electron and electron-phonon interaction. Fur-
thermore, our model could also be generalized to a sys-
tem where electrons are subjected to an external mag-
netic field considering the magnon-electron interaction
or magnon-phonon interaction and include other many-
body interactions such as impurities or disorders. We
shall discuss these cases elsewhere.
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Appendix A: Effective electron-phonon interaction

In this appendix, we provide a more detailed explana-
tion of the model introduced in Sec. II.
Having the electronic low-energy description in mind,

let us discuss the lowest-order perturbative approach for
both the phonon field and el-ph interaction when consid-
ering a lattice deformation. It turns out that the lattice
vibrations change the atomic potential, generating the
el-ph interaction [80]. The relative displacement of two
sublattices A and B is given by u(r) = uA(r) − uB(r)
[54, 58], where r is any coordinate vector in the unit
cell. Here, we would like to describe the optical modes
at low energies. In order to do so, we consider the long-
wavelength limit, q → 0, where q is the phonon momen-
tum, corresponding to the Γ point phonon mode. Within
this picture, the relative displacement is given by [58, 81]

u(r) =
∑

q,λ

eiq.r√
2NcMω0

(

b†−q,λ + bq,λ

)

êλ , (A.1)

where b†q,λ and bq,λ are the creation and annihilation op-
erators of the phonon field, respectively. The index λ

denotes either the longitudinal optical (LO) and in-plane
transverse optical (iTO) modes, i.e., λ = {LO, iTO}, as
it has been done in Ref. [54, 58], and ω0 is the phonon fre-
quency within the long-wavelength approximation. Fur-
thermore, êλ is the polarization of the phonon field, Nc

is the number of unit cells, and M is the ion mass.
In this work, we describe the interaction between

the long-wavelength phonon modes with electrons (and
holes) close to the Dirac point. These phonons are pre-
dictable around this point [82] and measurable using in-
elastic spectroscopy [83], attributed to their dispersion
along the Γ-K direction of the Brillouin zone [82, 84].
In this case, a lattice deformation induces a local mod-
ification of the nearest-neighbor hopping integral, as it
has been shown in Refs. [54, 58]. We are, therefore, con-
sidering independent electrons and neglect the Coulomb
interaction between them. Hence, the resulting el-ph in-
teraction generated near the K and K ′ points is given by
[20, 54]

Hint =

N
∑

a=1

∫

d2rψ†
a
(r)σσσ .AAA(r)ψa(r), (A.2)

where AAA = (Ax,Ay) is called as deformation-induced

gauge field [20, 54, 55, 58, 59], which is connected
to the displacement through the relation (Ax,Ay) =

(α/a
√
3)(uy,−ux), where α is the el-ph coupling strength

with units of energy, which we shall take as a free param-
eter and a is the lattice parameter.
In this framework, we can describe the phonon model

in a crystal using a set of coupled harmonic oscillators
[85, 86] written in terms of u(r) orAAA(r), as primary vari-
ables, and their derivatives. However, we shall consider
a further approximation, namely, the Born-Oppenheimer
approximation [87, 88], also known as the adiabatic ap-
proximation, because ω0/t ≪ 1, where t is the hopping
integral [87]. This is a reasonable approximation when-
ever the velocity of the charge carriers is much greater
than the phonon velocity, such that the phonon dynam-
ics can be neglected and only a term proportional to u2x
and u2y are considered. Moreover, we have only one vibra-
tional mode ω0. Furthermore, it is known that in these
systems, the quasiparticles near the Dirac point are de-
scribed by the Dirac equation [4, 20]. This description
considers only the first-neighbor hopping, where charge
conjugation symmetry is preserved, and it is expected
to work for energies close to the high-symmetry points
K and K ′ in the first Brillouin zone. In this context,
the effective action for our model in Euclidean space is
expressed as [18, 19]:

Seff =

N
∑

a=1

∫

dτ

∫

d2r
[

ψ̄a (iγ
µ∂µ −m)ψa

− 1

2 g
AiAi + ψ̄aγ

iAiψa

]

,

(A.3)

where g = (α/
√
3ρ aω0)

2 is the coupling constant, which
works as our free parameter, and ρ is the ion mass den-
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sity. γµ = (γ0, γ1, γ2) = (iσz , iσy,−iσx) are our Dirac
matrices in (2+1)D, where µ = {0, 1, 2} and the index of
the phonon field is i = {1, 2}. Finally, ψ̄ = iψ†γ0 is the
adjoint spinor.
From a theoretical perspective, the vector field Ai

is an auxiliary field that emerges after the Hubbard-
Stratonovich transformation [89, 90] is applied to the
Thirring model [61]. Interestingly, this interaction has
been largely discussed in the realm of high-energy physics
in quantum field theory [61, 91–95]. In our case, how-
ever, the Thirring-like interaction has an O(2) symmetry
and the term (ψ̄γ0ψ)

2 vanishes [18]. The main conse-
quence, therefore, is that it is possible to include a real
two-component vector field A1 and A2, coined as the
phonon field, in order to describe the el-ph interaction
[19].
The discussions so far cover all of the model-based ap-

proximations we have considered, motivated by physical
arguments. In Sec. II we apply the so-called large-N
expansion and rewrite the trilinear interaction by substi-
tuting ψ̄aγ

iAiψa → ψ̄aγ
iAiψa/

√
N [see Eq. (1)].

Appendix B: Some important limits

In this appendix, we calculate the zero (T → 0) and
high (T → ∞) temperature limit of Eq. (22). In order to
do so, let us define two positive real constants, namely,
a = (Λ2 +m2)1/2 and b = m.

1. The low-temperature regime

Firstly, let us take T → 0 in Eq. (22). Hence, the
second right-hand side term of this equation may be sim-
plified as

f(T → 0) = lim
T→0

T ln

[

cosh(a/T )

cosh(b/T )

]

= lim
T→0

T ln

[

ea/T (e−2a/T + 1)

eb/T (e−2b/T + 1)

]

= lim
T→0

T

{

(a− b)

T
+ ln

[

e−2a/T + 1

e−2b/T + 1

]}

= a− b.

(B.1)

This result can be used to promptly derive Eq. (24).

2. The high-temperature regime

Next, let us consider T → ∞ in Eq. (22). Hence,
the second right-hand side term of this equation is now

written as

g(T → ∞) = lim
T→∞

T ln

[

cosh(a/T )

cosh(b/T )

]

= lim
T→∞

ln
[

cosh(a/T )
cosh(b/T )

]

1/T
,

(B.2)

which is an indeterminate limit. However, using the
L’Hospital’s rule, we find

g(T → ∞) = lim
T→∞

[

b tanh(b/T )

T 2
− a tanh(a/T )

T 2

]

×
(

1

−1/T 2

)

= lim
T→∞

[a tanh(a/T )− b tanh(b/T )]

= 0 .

(B.3)

Therefore, from Eq. (22), we conclude that mR(T,Λ) →
m whenever T ≫ Λ. This result has a simple physical
interpretation, it only means that the quantum correction
vanishes at a very high temperature, hence, the band gap
remains at its bare value. For a real two-dimensional
material, this threshold temperature would be close to
the decomposition temperature which is in order of 103K.

Appendix C: Electron self-energy for T = 0

In this appendix, we solve Eq. (5) for the case T = 0.
After solving for the Dirac matrices product and using
d2k = k dθ dk with |k| = k, |p| = p, k → (k + p)/vF , and
p → p/vF , we have

Σ(Λ) = − ḡ m
2

∫ Λ

0

d k
k

(k2 +m2)1/2
, (C.1)

where we have defined ḡ = g/Nπv2F . This integral
is solved in Eq. (17), yielding the electron self-energy,
namely,

Σ(Λ) = − ḡ
2
m

[

(Λ2 +m2)1/2 −m
]

. (C.2)

Therefore, after using the Schwinger-Dyson equation, we
find the renormalized mass given by

mR(Λ) = m+
ḡ

2
m

[

(Λ2 +m2)1/2 −m
]

. (C.3)

Note that Eq. (C.3) is the same as Eq. (24), as expected.
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J. L. Mañes, Topological phonon analysis of the two-
dimensional buckled honeycomb lattice: An application
to real materials, Phys. Rev. B 107, 144307 (2023).

[37] D. L. Nika and A. A. Balandin, Two-dimensional phonon
transport in graphene, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 24,
233203 (2012).

[38] M. A. H. Vozmediano, M. I. Katsnelson, and F. Guinea,
Gauge fields in graphene, Phys. Rep. 496, 109–148 (2010).

[39] HP. Komsa and A. V. Krasheninnikov, Effects of confine-
ment and environment on the electronic structure and ex-
citon binding energy of MoS2 from first principles, Phys.
Rev. B 86, 241201(R) (2012).

[40] H. Y. Fan, Temperature Dependence of the Energy Gap
in Semiconductors, Phys. Rev. 82, 900 (1951).

[41] J. Bardeen and W. Shockley, Deformation Potentials
and Mobilities in Non-Polar Crystals, Phys. Rev. 80, 72
(1950).



11

[42] C. E. Stevens et al., The role of electron-phonon inter-
actions on the coherence lifetime of monolayer transition
metal dichalcogenides, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 864, 012035
(2017).

[43] HL. Liu et al., Temperature-dependent optical constants
of monolayer MoS2, MoSe2, WS2, and WSe2: spectro-
scopic ellipsometry and first-principles calculations, Sci.
Rep. 10, 15282 (2020).

[44] B. K. Choi et al., Temperature dependence of band gap
in MoSe2 grown by molecular beam epitaxy, Nanoscale
Res. Lett. 12, 492 (2017).

[45] S. Tongay et al., Thermally Driven Crossover from In-
direct toward Direct Bandgap in 2D Semiconductors:
MoSe2 versus MoS2, Nano Lett. 12, 5576-5580 (2012).

[46] Y. P. Varshni, Temperature dependence of the energy gap
in semiconductors, Physica 34, 149-154 (1967).

[47] W. Bludau et al., Temperature dependence of the band
gap of silicon, J. Appl. Phys. 45, 1846–1848 (1974).

[48] K. P. O’Donnell and X. Chen, Temperature dependence
of semiconductor band gaps, Appl. Phys. Lett. 58, 2924-
2926 (1991).

[49] A. Raja et al., Coulomb engineering of the bandgap and
excitons in two-dimensional materials, Nat. Commun. 8,
15251 (2017).

[50] S. S. Ataei and A. Sadeghi, Competitive screening and
band gap renormalization in n-type monolayer transition
metal dichalcogenides, Phys. Rev. B 104, 155301 (2021).

[51] Z. Qiu et al., Giant gate-tunable bandgap renormalization
and excitonic effects in a 2D semiconductor, Sci. Adv. 5,
eaaw2347 (2019).

[52] S. Paul, S. Karak, A. Mathew, A. Ram, and S. Saha.
Electron-phonon and phonon-phonon anharmonic inter-
actions in 2H-MoX2 (X=S, Te): A comprehensive reso-
nant Raman study, Phys. Rev. B 104, 075418 (2021).

[53] A. Steinhoff et al., Efficient Excitonic Photoluminescence
in Direct and Indirect Band Gap Monolayer MoS2, Nano
Lett. 15 (10), 6841-6847 (2015).

[54] K. Sasaki and R. Saito, Pseudospin and Deformation-
Induced Gauge Field in Graphene, Prog. Theor. Phys.
Suppl. 176, 253–278 (2008).

[55] K. Sasaki, R. Saito, G. Dresselhaus, M. S. Dresselhaus, H.
Farhat, and J. Kong, Curvature-induced optical phonon
frequency shift in metallic carbon nanotubes, Phys. Rev.
B 77, 245441 (2008).

[56] D. H. Lee et al., Direct probing of phonon mode specific
electron-phonon scatterings in two-dimensional semicon-
ductor transition metal dichalcogenides, Nat. Commun.
12, 4520 (2021).

[57] T. Sohier, M. Calandra, and F. Mauri, Two-dimensional
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