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The problem of the linear response to a longitudinal driving field of low frequency and long
wavelength for a system of interacting fermions at low temperatures in the presence of dilute
random impurities is studied by the use of temperature Green’s function techniques. A
quasiparticle distribution function for this system is defined and its connection with induced
quantities, such as the particle and current densities, is determined. It is shown that this
distribution function satisfies a transport equation with a nondissipative part of the form sug-
gested by Landau and a dissipative part made up of the sum of impurity and interparticle
scattering terms. The quantities entering the theory, among which are the coefficients of
the transport equation, are determined to all ovders in the interparticle and impurity inter-
action strengths, and, where appropriate, to first order in the impurity density. Many of
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these results are obtained from the development and use of a generalization to an impure
system of Eliashberg’s work on pure Fermi liquids.

1. INTRODUCTION

The phenomenological theory of long-wavelength
low-frequency transportin a normal Fermi liquid at
low temperature was first discussed by Landau’~3
for a pure system with short-range interparticle
interactions and extended to a system with Coulomb
interactions by Silin%; several other authors®~7
have reviewed this work, as well as discussing
some of its implications. This theory was given
in terms of a quasiparticle transport equation with
a nondissipative part closely resembling in form
that obtained in the weak coupling limit, except
that energy and velocity are renormalized, and
there is a quasiparticle interaction term. For
the dissipative part of the equation, Landau sug-
gested an interquasiparticle scattering term, also
of a form analogous to the weak coupling limit,
which has the important property that it vanishes
in the zero-temperature limit. Silin, ® Heine, °
and Heine et al.!'° have considered the extension
of the theory to the case of a Fermi liquid at zero
temperature in the presence of dilute random im-
purities. This extension essentially amounts to
having a transport equation with a nondissipative
part of the form suggested by Landau and a dissi-
pative part, appropriately renormalized, in the
form of the usual impurity scattering term. It is
natural to expect that at nonzero temperatures,
the transport equation appropriate to an impure
Fermi system has a nondissipative part of the
Landau form and a dissipative part, just the sum
of the interparticle and impurity scattering terms
discussed above. We shall establish this result
to all ovders in perturbation theory in this paper.

Much work has been done to justify the phenom-
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enological theory of transport in a Fermi liquid.

A transport equation has been derived for a pure
zero-temperature system by Noziéres and Lutt-
inger, ' !2 ygsing the zero-temperature limit of the
temperature Green’s function technique, and by
Noziéres, ® using the zero-temperature Green’s
function technique. Both of these studies depend
on Landau’s® idea for the handling of the type of
singularity, crucial to the theory, which comes
about because the poles of two propagators are
very close to, but on opposite sides of an appro-
priate integration contour. The derivation of the
quasiparticle transport equation for a pure system
at low (and possibly zero) temperature has been
given to all orders in perturbation theory by Eli-
ashberg, '* ¥ whose work is reviewed in the book
of Abrikosov, Gor’kov, and Dzyaloshinskii.® This
calculation required a careful study of the analytic
properties of various many-body functions entering
in the temperature Green’s function technique, and
produced a result in agreement with the prediction
of Landau'~3 (including the appropriate dissipative
part). Results of a similar form were found by
Résibois, % 17 and Watabe and Dagonnier'® using

a diagram technique developed by Résibois (in
which the coefficients of the transport equation

for the bare-particle distribution function are
found directly). This method has not lent itself

to a complete summation with respect to the inter-
actions and thus the calculation was done only to
finite order in perturbation theory.

The problem of transport in an impure inter-
acting Fermi liquid has been studied by various
authors. Langer,'°~22 in a series of papers, eval-
uated the current induced in such a system at zero
temperature by a static uniform field; he made a
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start, as well, at obtaining interparticle scattering
effects in this system. To make these calcula-
tions, Langer developed a systematic tech-

nique, 2°:2% of which we will make use in our work,
for the evaluation of the discontinuities of many-
body functions across their branch line singular-
ities. Using zero-temperature Green’ S, function
techniques, Betbeder-Matibet and Nozieres?3; 24
derived a zero-temperature quasiparticle trans-
port equation of the form suggested in the phe-
nomenological theory®~1° for an impure Fermi
liquid. In the work of Sigel and Argyres, 5 2
this problem has been studied by the extension of
the techniques of Résibois to an impure system.
In these papers, a dissipative part of the form
suggested earlier, namely, the sum of impurity
and interparticle scattering terms, was found.

As in the case of Résibois, this work was done
only to finite order in perturbation theory.

In the present paper, we attack the problem of
the linear response to a longitudinal driving field
of low frequency wand long wavelength ¢~! for a
normal Fermi liquid at low temperatures in the
presence of dilute random impurities. We derive
a quasiparticle transport equation with coefficients
determined to all orders in the-interaction
strengths (but to first order in the impurity densi-
ty), which has the form suggested above. To
reach this result, we develop a technique which is
the generalization to the case of an impure system
of the one given by Eliashberg!®™* for a pure sys-
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tem. We use this method because of the great
ease and clarity with which it allows one to study
certain types of singular behavior (including that
mentioned above®) connected with various prop-
erties of the Fermi surface (as, for example, the
incomplete degeneracy at nonzero temperatures).
The understanding of this behavior, we feel, can
be exploited to explain other phenomena (not dis-
cussed here) involving, essentially, the features
of the Fermi surface.

To complete this section, we indicate briefly the
organization of the rest of the paper. In Sec. 10,
we discuss the impurity averaged bare-particle
distribution function and its connection with the
two-particle temperature Green’s function. In
Sec. III, we introduce the relevant features of the
diagram technique, and from a study of the ana-
Iytic properties of the functions relevant to the
theory, we obtain integral equations of the Bethe-
Salpeter type. Sections IV and V are devoted to
a detailed determination of the quantities involved
in these equations. In Sec. VI, we collect to-
gether our results and show how one of the in-
tegral equations obtained in Sec. III can be in-
terpreted as a quasiparticle transport equation;
we also discuss here the partial connection of the
quasiparticle distribution function to the bare-
particle distribution function. To conclude Sec.
VI, we point out, very briefly, the modifications
necessary when the interactions are Coulombic
in nature,

II. BARE-PARTICLE DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION AND GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

In this section, we formulate the problem of transport for a system of interacting fermions in the
presence of random impurities, in terms of the impurity averaged bare-particle distribution function.
This function determines the linear response of most of the single-particle quantities associated with the
system. We further review the connection between this distribution function and the impurity averaged

two-particle Green’s function.

The unperturbed system, consisting of a set of interacting fermions in the presence of randomly placed
spinless impurity centers all confined to unit volume, has a Hamiltonian

HZGLZ a2
Er R kll’k’

2 [u(E-2")

VRl B, | L 4 al,a +Z
j=1kk'

l(k—k')-Rj]aTkak' (2' 1)

Inthis equation, ap(ap T) is the annihilation (creation) operator for a fgrmion of momentum k and spin o;

€}, is the energy of a bare particle having momentum and spin % [e €=

(k)?/2m in the case of a homogeneous

gas and we take Z=1], V(1l'k') is the antisymmetrized matrix element of the interparticle interaction,
while u(k-%") exp [~ ik-k")- R .]is the matrix element of the interaction between an electron and the im-

purity at position

. [ without Toss of generality we take #(0)=0]. The sum over j in the third term on the

right-hand side of Eq. (2. 1) is over all n; impurities, and the matrix element is proportional to a unit

matrix in the spin coordinates.
termined by the density matrix

p, -exsl

-BH- uN)]/Tr{ exp] - BH- LN} ,

In equilibrium at temperature B-*, the properties of the system are de-

(2.2)

where u is the chemical potential, and N is the fermion number operator.
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We suppose the system described above is subjected to an adiabatically switched weak time and space
varying longitudinal field with potential

Ecbext(r, t)= ¢qwexp [i(§-F-wt]+ec.c. , (2.3)

where d,w are the wave vector and frequency of the disturbance, and w is assumed to have an infinitesimal
imaginary part in with n positive. Assuming the system to be in equilibrium at temperature 87! in the
remote past, we find the density matrix at time £, up to terms linear in the external field, to be
t
p(d - p, =i [ dt'exp(-iwt"exp| - iH(t- t')][po, o qd)qw] exp[éH(t-¢')] +H. a. (2.4)

- 00

where H. a. stands for "Hermitian adjoint" and the particle-density operator is defined by

= k2 i
p-q”zkp =T, +d/2 “k-q/2 . (2.5)

q

The impurity averaged bare-particle distribution function linear in the external field of wave vector q and
frequency wis given by

o, o
elHt p ke‘ZHt ]}>1 ) (2.86)

0
_iwt —iwt oy dwt!
fk(q, w)e ~cj)qwe (Tr{zfodt e b, [p_q, :
where the angular bracket indicates an average over the positions of the impurities, i.e.,

ng
(...}is f.H d Rj(...)

J=1

Since the impurities are assumed to be randomly distributed, the averaged function fk(q, w) determines the
linear response of the physically interesting one-particle quantities as, for example, the current and
particle densities. Thus,

j’qw=Zk(§/m)fk(q, w), Py =24, 1,(q, 0) . 2.7

We now review the connection between the function fp (g, w) and the two-particle temperature Green’s
function. We follow the argument of Luttinger and Nozidres. !> Writing the trace in Eq. (2.6) in terms of
the eigenstates { | %)} of the Hamiltonian H, we have

f ( ’ ) / .
_k_q_(i :< 2, ((nlpoln> - (n'lpoln' )anp_qln')(n'lquln)(En—En,— w)‘3‘>i , (2.8)
¢ nn'

quw

where we take (H- uN)| n) =E,| n), and we recall that whas an infinitesimal positive imaginary part.
We define the two-particle temperature Green’s function averaged over impurities as

(u, v,u’,v") =8 . l,(Tr {po T(akf(u)alT(v)ak, (u')al,(v'))})i , (2.9)

Kklk’l’ k+1, k'

where, for instance,

akT(u)Eexp[ wlH - uN)]a, Texpl -u(@- uN)], (2.10)

k

with 0<u, ', v, v"< B. T is the imaginary time-ordering operator which takes into account the sign of fer-
mion-operator permutations. (For a discussion of the temperature Green’s function technique, we refer
the reader to the book of Abrikosov ef.al.®) As can easily be seen,

0, v,u’yv’) = B,v,u’,v") ; (2.11)

Kklk' r T TRIE
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similar relationships are true for the variables v, »’, and u’ as well. This means that K can be expanded
in Fourier series;thus, one finds

1
BZ

,l,(u, v,u’,v')= 25 exp[ Sn(u— u') + 8n,(v- v’) +wm(u— v')]Kklk'l'(gn’ 8n,, wm) , (2.12)

Kklk [}
nn'm
where 8, = (27i/B)(n +3 ), and w,, = (27i/B)m. The dependence of the Fourier transform on only three vari-
ables is a result of the time translation properties of K.
Next, consider the function 4(q, w,, ) defined as follows:

hk(q, wm) =_ fOB du exp(- uwm)(Tr[pop_q(u)qu]) ;

l+q/2,k—q/2,l—q/2,k+q/2(gn" é’n’ wm)’ 2.13)

1
=ZZ—B 2K
nn'
where p.4(u) is defined with respect to p-4 by an equation like (2. 10), and we have used definitions (2. 9)
and (2. 12) to arrive at the second line of (2. 13). Expanding the trace in the first line of (2.13) in terms
of the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian H, we arrive at the formula
k -
_ At ' AW _ _ 1
hlg, 0 )= nan ((n|p0|n) {(n lp0|n ))(n[p_qln ){n ]pq |n) E,-E -~ ) >z . (2.14)
Analytically continuing this expression'®»*® w,, ~w (m positive — recall that w has a positive imaginary part),
we find by reference to (2. 8) that

A w)/¢qw=hk(q, w). (2. 15)

Equations (2. 13) and (2. 15) constitute the connection between the distribution function f and the two-
particle temperature Green’s function.

We have made this connection because of the availability of diagrammatic and analytic techniques for the
study of the temperature Green’s function. We shall use these techniques in the following sections to study
the properties of % thereby obtaining an integral equation for a function, intimately related to %, which can
be interpreted in terms of the distribution function for quasiparticles discussed by Landau. *

III. DIAGRAM TECHNIQUE AND ANALYTIC PROPERTIES; BETHE-SALPETER EQUATIONS

In the first half of this section, we briefly review the features of the diagram technique which will be of
importance to us. We shall relate, as well, the way in which the fermion-impurity interaction is included
in the diagrammatic expansion of impurity averaged temperature Green’s functions. For detailed descrip-
tions of the diagrammatic technique as applied to the study of temperature Green’s function, we refer to
the works of Abrikosov, Gor’kov, and Dzyaloshinskii?’ and Luttinger and Ward®®; and for some of the im-
portant results discussed in this section, the paper by Nozidres and Luttinger.!' The inclusion of the
fermion-impurity interaction in the diagram technique has been discussed by Edwards?® and Langer!® and
a good description is found in the work of Betbeder-Matibet and Nozi&res. 232 The second half of this
section is taken up by a discussion, following Eliashberg, 37! of some of the analytic properties of the
functions entering into the theory.

In the diagram technique, a particle-particle interaction is represented by the crossing of two fermion
lines, while an impurity interaction is depicted by a dashed line of momentum K-k’ emanating from a
fermion line which up to the dashed line has momentum k’ spin ¢ and beyond has momentum K spin ¢ (the
orientation of a fermion line i$ from creation to annihilation operator). We take into account the average
over the positions of the impurities diagrammatically by having each dashed line belong to some bunch
of such lines, all of which end at the same point. In each diagram, there can be a number of such bunches,
and all diagrams which represent distinct ways of bunching the lines must be considered separately.
Mathematically each bunch of # lines represents a factor u(qy) « * * #(d,)n;6(3d;, 0) in the evaluation of the
diagram. [Here, 6(+-+, --+) is just the usual Kronecker 5, and 'cii represents the momentum transfer to
a fermion line via the impurity interaction.] We note that diagrams having any bunch consisting of a single
dashed line vanish since #(0) =0; also a diagram having any closed set of fermion lines (i.e., no external
lines) connected to the rest of the diagram by only bunches of impurity lines must never be considered.

Just as for a system not having impurity interactions, inwhich case the important functions are deter-
mined in terms of the exact single-particle propagators and skeleton diagrams (those having no self-energy
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parts in any internal lines), so for the case under consideration, the impurity averaged functions of in-
terest are related to appropriately defined skeleton diagrams and impurity averaged exact single-particle
propagators

G,(8,)= JPauexo(-u8 )(Tx{p a, T, D), - (3.1)

[In this definition, &,,=(2mi/B)(n +3).]

In the impurity averaged case, we define a proper self-energy part of momentum-spin %2 and frequency
6 to be a diagram with a stub for one entering and one exiting fermion line each of momentum spin %2
and frequency &,,, and with no internal line constrained to have the same values for all of these parameters
(see, for example, Fig. 1). As usual, the relation between the propagators and the sum of all proper
self-energy parts, denoted by M k(gn), is given by the equation

Gk-l(é’n)=gn- (ek— u)-Mk(sn). (3.2)

A skeleton diagram, which is unambiguously defined for diagrams having either external lines or stubs
for such lines, is one in which no line has any self-energy part inserted in it. [Figures 1(a) and 1(b) are
skeleton self-energy diagrams. ]

We now turn to a consideration of the diagrammatic representation of the two-particle Green’s function.
We shall also discuss other functions which are related to the two-particle Green’s function as they will
be useful for obtaining later results. Graphically, the two-particle Green’s function can be represented
by a free part in which two lines propagate independently, and a part in which two lines enter and two lines
leave a central core called the scattering function I' [see Fig. 2(a)]. These remarks are represented by
the equation (for w,,#0)

Kk'+q/2,k—q/2,k' q/2, k+q/2(g 6 n’ m)EKk’k;q(gn”gn’wm) Gk+q/2(g Me™ k /2(8)
X [Gnnlﬁkkrf‘(ﬁ)—lrk,k; q(gn,, é’n’ wm) G +q/2(g ,+w )G /2(8 ] (3. 3)

By extracting the factors multiplying the square bracket on the right-hand side of (3.3), we can define the
so-called vertex functions A%

A %, 8)=x_+p Zx'

8
q9,, " oW, "y /2( ™

2(6’ (é’ 8, ), (3.4)

kyqg n'’ nw m

-q/

where 2, =Ea/m for =1,2,3 and \,=1. Diagrammatically, the functions A% are represented by Fig. 2(b).
In the case of a system with a vanishing particle-impurity interaction, there is no restriction on the value
of &,, with respect to &, in any diagram for I'; however, in the case under consideration, there are di-
agrams [see, for example, Fig. 3(a)] which have a value proportional to B8’ . As we shall see, these

k-q/2,€  k+q/2,E+w

A K+q/2,8+w
>

K. (Egw =
'\’/ng X Kiq
I
k-q/2,6 .
K+q/2,8%w k-q/2,€
(a) (b} (a)

k+q/2,E+w

FIG. 1. Skeleton diagrams for the proper self-energy kra/2,6+w
part. (a) Diagram contributing to My, ©) (8), the part of £, e = + X
the self-energy not directly dependent on the impurity k-9/2,6
density n; . Diagrams for M) are the same as those Koo/t
for the self-energy part in a pure system. (b) Diagram o
contributing to Mk“’ (8), the part of the self-energy FIG. 2. (a) Diagrammatic representation of the two~
proportional to powers of #;. Deletion of the factor »; particle Green’s function K in terms of the scattering
in the contribution of this diagram (there is just one function I' and the one-particle propagators. (b) Repre-
bunch of impurity lines) gives a contribution to the di- sentation of the vertex function in terms of T', the one-

agonal { matrix element of momentum Z. particle propagators, and A ¢,
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diagrams are crucial in determining the impurity scattering term in the transport equation. 23,24

In the standard way, !* the function I' can be decomposed into irreducible parts I, which have no pairs
of lines of t!le form C'k"+q/2(‘gn" +_“’m)_Gk"-q/2 (6,,11), connected together by such pairs of lines. Ex-
amples of diagrams for I are found in Fig. 3. 'In terms of I, we have the Bethe-Salpeter equations

_ 1
1-‘k'k;q(é;n" gn’ wm)_Ik'k; q(gn” <‘gn’ wm)+ B k'Z';n” [k'k"; q(gn" gn"’ wm)
XGkN (gnll+ O)m)G (gn")rk"k; q(é’nlh é’n’ wm) ’ (3- 5)

+q/2 k'-q/2

a _ 1 5 @ R
and A qwm(k’ gn)ﬂxoﬁ 3 k%’A qwm(k , gn')Gk'+q/2(é’n'+wm)ck'-q/2(é,n’) Ik'k; q(gn"gn’ wm). (3.6)

Later, when discussing the analytic properties of I' and A we shall find it useful to decompose these func-
tions in a manner somewhat different from the above.

As has been discussed by Eliashberg?® and later by others, 3%3! the scattering function I'(§’, 8§, w) has
important analytic properties as a function of the variables §’, 8, w when continued away from the dis-
crete points on which it was originally defined. The continuation is not unique, ** however, this presents
no problem in the present context. Restricting ourselves to the case Imw >0, we find the singularities of
the function I are as represented by Figs. 4(a) and 4(b). For the part of I for which »’ is not restricted
to be equal to #, there are 16 analytic parts with discontinuities at Im§’=0, Im(§’ + w)=0, Im(& + w) =0,
Im8=0, Im(8’- 8)=0, and Im(E + 8’ +w)=0. For the part of I for which n=n’, there are three branches
with discontinuities at Im8 =0 and Im(8 + w) =0; note that 86,,,s~ 6(& — ') upon continuation. We also
observe that A has the same analytic structure as depicted in Fig. 4(b).

For our purposes it is also important to know the analytic properties of G,(8). It is easily seen from
the spectral representation of G(8)* that there are two analytic branches with a discontinuity at Im& =0,
moreover, [G,(8)]" =G,(8") so that the discontinuity across the real axis occurs in the imaginary part of
Gp(8). The function G(8) in the upper (lower) half-plane is denoted by GkR(A) (8)[R(A) stands for re-
tarded (advanced)]. It is useful to note that the combination Gy, , , /5(8, + w,,)Gp,_, /2(6,,) when continued
away from the discrete points 8n, w,, has three branches

K+q/2,6+w m k+q/2,E4w v .
3 Ex
~ - pid =g I
\\\\(] e N 03 0 “
N - N /
N N\ (1,2) 1 1
XS L3N /U e
VERNTS ImE'= 0 o ————ImE=0
/ S~ N S AXIS
. - <.~ \ o /
K-q/2,8 7 \{\k-q/Z.C Nea
I NS I
N @3 | gy ) 3y | a0 2
,
(a) 3N
. . . . Pt TINEN
K+q/2,E+0  k+q/2,8+w  K-q/2,E k+a/2,8+w Im(E+w)=0 - Mo ———— Im(e+u) =0
1, N
63 G2 NEd 3
“n o
o B o JRNETIIRA
O s " o,
& 3 Q 5
A€ & 5 <,
& (a) ° (b)

K-q/2,€ k-q/2,€ K+q/2,€+w  k-gq/2,8

FIG. 4. (a) Analytic structure for Imw >0, of the

® «© functions PT(8', 8,w), PI(8',8,w), PT(8',8,w). This
diagram is a representation in the plane of the variables
FIG. 3. Diagrams for the scattering function T; Im&, Im 8’ of the lines of discontinuity and regions of
more specifically these are all diagrams for the ir- analyticity of these functions. The part of one of these
reducible scattering function I. (a) Contribution to ZI, functions analytic in one of these regions is labeled in
proportional to ;. This type of diagram is important the same way as that region. (b) Analytic structure,
for the determination of impurity scattering effects. for Imw >0, of the functions *T(8’,8,w), “I(8',8,w),
(b) Contribution to 21 typical of those having a discon- %,I‘(&' ,8,w) (with frequency 6 functions deleted). The
tinuity at Im( 8’ — 8)=0. (c) Contribution to 2T typical structure of G(8 +w)G (8 and A%( 8, w) is also repre-

of those having a discontinuity at Im(8 + '+ w) =0. sented here.
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R

R
G k+q/2(é’ +w)G

k_q/z(é’)zgl(k,q,g,w), Im& >0, Im(§+w)>0

R
G k+q/2(8+w)GA

GAk+q/2(€+w)GA

k_q/z(é')zgz(k,q, 8,w), Im&<0, Im(§+w)>0 (3.7)

k_q/z(é’)Eg3(k,q,é’,w), Im8<0, Im(§+w)<0.

Following Eliashberg, *3,5 we shall also define

A (B, 8)=A (2, 8), Im&, Im(§+w)>0

qw qw

A (R, 8)=2A (k,8), ImE<0, Im(§+w)>0 (3.8)
qw qw

A (R, 8)=3A (B, 8), Im&, Im(E-w)<0.

qw qw

For the part of T proportional to 8, , s, which we call *T, there are three branches ‘I'!,2, 3 defined as in
(3.8). The part of T" depending on the three variables é’n: , 6,, and w,,, which we call bp has, as we
said, 16 branches which are labeled as in Fig. 4(a) in a way consistent with the labeling of the functions g
in (3.7). We note that the discussion of the analytic properties of irand 2T and the labeling of these func-
tions holds equally well for functions  and I which are the parts of I, the irreducible scattering function,
analogous to irand ? I, the parts of T.

The usefulness of the analytic continuations discussed above comes from the fact that sums over discrete
variables can be turned into integrations. We choose contours of integration lying within the different do-
mains of analyticity of the functions in question and surrounding those discrete points which are summed
over in each domain. The integral is taken of the functions in question multiplied by a function which has
poles, with appropriate residues, at the discrete points. For a variable such as 8, = (27i/8)(n +3), an
appropriate function is (3 8) tanh 3 88 which has residues, at the points &§,, equal to unity. (For a discus-
sion of this technique see Luttinger and Ward?® and Abrikosov et al. %5, 27)

As an example of these techniques, we obtain by use of Eqs. (2.13), (3.3), and (3.4)

oo

1 1
a0, )= g0 [, a8 tanh 5 (8 8)[1A4q,wm(k, 8)g,(k,q, 8,0 )24t o E Ok 8w,
N 80 Jeylba, 8- 0 0, ) W 8w, eyl 8w, “’m)] (3.9)

which upon continuing w,,~w (w has a positive infinitesimal imaginary part) we can write, after some
change in integration variables,

(g, @) =) [ dé’{tanh(%ﬁé’) w6, 8)g (0, g, 8, +[tanh<§(82—+w)>—tanh (Bz—é’)]

X 2t (k, 8)g,(k, 4,8, ) — tanh <3(52+w)> i G, é’)g3(k,q,5,w)} . | (3. 10)

We observe here the important fact that in the term involving g, in (3. 10) the integration over the fre-
quency is essentially limited by the factor {tanh [38(8 +w)]~-tanh (: 38)}. Integration of this factor alone
over § gives a result 2w; thus it appears, at first glance, that for small w, the contribution of the term
involving g, is small compared with the rest of (3.10). Under conditions we now describe, this conclusion
is false. To most simply state these conditions, let us consider a parameter s collectively characterizing
qQUE, W, 'yl, and yp; here v is the Fermi velocity, v* the width due to impurity scattering is proportional
ton;, and yP the widthdue to interparticle scatteringis proportional to 3~2u~', When, as we shall assume in
this paper, the parameters characterized by s are small, the contribution from the term involving &, isasim-
portant as therestof the terms in(3.10). The reason for thisis as follows: Since the two quasiparticle poles
multiplied together in g, lie on either side of the real axis, the contribution of this function has a part
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which is essentially the inverse of the (complex) difference in the positions of the two poles. (This is
shown explicitly in Sec. IV when we integrate g, over |k|.) As this difference is linear in the quantities
characterized by s, it follows that when s is small, the term in (3. 10) involving Sec. II is just as
important as the rest of (3.10) because the large contribution of the poles of g, just counterbalances the
small contribution of the tanh factors. (In this connection, note that the poles of g, and g, cannot introduce
large factors of order s-' because they lie on the same side of the real axis; on the other hand, there is
no limitation in the frequency integral due to the tanh factors involved with these functions.) The situation
described here is quite general: Terms with a Sec. II, involving g,, also always involve some function
which, either because it effectively limits the range of the frequency integration or because it is propor-
tional to n;, introduces a factor s; this factor, however, is offset by the poles of g, which contribute a
factor s-!. As is evident from what has been said, the contributions from Sec. II have the characteristic,
unique to them, that they are very sensitive to the four quantities characterized by s; it will thus be
necessary in what follows, to treat separately these sections so that their delicate s dependence can be
handled properly.

In order to segregate the sections involving factors g, from the other sections, we define new functions
oy (A%, and hk"(q, w); these are, respectively, the sum of all diagrams having no factors g, for the
scattering function I', the vertex function A%, and the function hk(_q, w). As before, we can identify a
contribution to ,I' proportional to $8,,,’~ 86(8 — ) which we call 31"; the rest of ,T" we call gl". It is
easy to see that
i 2

zr1,3=zr1,3 Zl"2=ll

; H (3.11)
a graphical representation of {)’I‘ is given in Fig. 5. Let us note the simple relationship between (A% and

1p°(g, w), namely,

hkO(q,w)=fj—£ {tanh(%g_) s (b, 8)g, (R, q, 8,w)-tanh<_@(8z+ﬂ>301\4qw(k, 8)g4(k, a, é’,w)} . (3.12)

A convenient way to write the contribution to k(q, w) of terms having factors g, is to single out the first
factor g, which is found as one follows the appropriate diagram from the lines having momentum & + g. *°
Doing this we get

aé§ dé&
hk(q,w)zhko(q,w)+2k,f gl 681 2,(k, 4, 8%, )

4mi 4w
B8 +w) BE" "\ 24 ' e
X ) - — . .
[tanh( 5 tanh (- Aqw(k,é’) (3.13)
Here,
' =47 _ o 1 '
qu(k, B!, 8, 8)=4ni6(8- & )5kk,+tanh(zﬁé’) or(z’ 1) k'h: q(g , 8, w)gl(k, q, 8, w)
- 1 '
tanh[ 3 8(8 + w)] °F(2, 3)k'k; q(8 , 8, w)g3(k, q,8,w), (3.14)
and we note that
s ' N 2,a Y
f a0 Ek xaqu(k,k,é,é})—oA _q’_w(k,g +w) o (3.15)
FIG. 5. Graphical representation of the function {; T.
K-a/28" k+af2.6+w In the second and subsequent terms on the right-hand
@ - + (e X side, at least one of the factors I must be of the form
Krof2ftw k-q/2,8 PI. The subscripts 7,1’,1’’, etc., on the factors g can
S OES o€ O SRR take on the values 1 or 3; they should be summed over

where appropriate.
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[In (3.14), ,T'(2,7)/ =1, 3 is that branch of ,I" analytic for Im&’ negative, Im(8’+w) positive, and both Im§,
Im(& +w) positive (negative) for =1 (3), see Fig. 4(a).] It proves useful to make a similar decomposition
for ZACV, and we are led to the Bethe-Salpeter type equation,

2.a 2, @ a8 2.0 o,
A qw(k, 8)— oAqw (k, g)+2k' —oo——'47'n,— A qw (k , g')gz(kl, q, ((;I’ w)
. i 2
x[4nis(&- 8" k,k;q(gl,w)hc"k,k; L8580, (3.16)

v

11
(2, 2)k'E; q(é", &, w)tanh[ 2 B(8" +w)] - 1;1,

where &£° q(é”, é’,w)EfI‘

s Vs q(é", 8, w)tanh[3 88’]

(2,2

I
+ coth[38(8" - 8)] [‘1:1“ @, 2)'k; q(g’, 8, w) - {:I‘IH(Z’ Z)k’k;q(g" 8, w)] + coth] 38(8+ 8 +w)]

II1
x [Pr (8',8,0) - PrlV &, 8 w) . (3.17)

(2,2)R%k; q (2,2)k'; g

[See Fig. 4(a) for the regions of analyticity of the various functions T in (3.17).] We remark here that
the steps leading to this equation are appropriate only for Im(§+% w)> 0, for Im(8+% w)<0 the correct
steps lead to a function different from £° when, as in our case, § and w are continued to the real axis
these functions coincide, and the use of £° in (3. 16) is justified.

Our goal in the next sections will be to obtain more explicit forms for (3.13) and (3.16); this will enable
us to define a function which can be interpreted as a quasiparticle distribution function obeying a transport
equation of the Landau form and having appropriate relationships with such quantities as the current and
particle densities.

IV. EVALUATION OF TERMS INVOLVING SMALL PARAMETER (s)

In Sec. 1II, we indicated qualitatively that the dependence on the small parameters qvp, w, ¥*, and yp ,
characterized by s, is all found in terms involving Sec. II with factors g,. To make more precise what
we mean, we point out that when s/pu <1 (as we assume throughout this paper) we can accurately find the
response of such quantities as the current and particle densities by determining them to lowest order in
the parameter s. For this purpose, we consider the function 7, (g,w) to lowest nonvanishing order in s,
namely, the zeroth. (Actually the physical quantities of interest are of order s-!; this is understood by
the observation that the distribution function f= ¢, but if the external field of force -iq¢ is finite then
¢ ~1/s and thus, f~1/s.) It is when we consider the dependence on s of the zeroth-order contributions of
functions such as £, (¢,w) and ?A 4, (&, 8) that we find that all s dependence resides in Sec. II. In the rest
of this paper, we shall focus our attention on these zeroth-order contributions of the functions mentioned,
and from this study, we shall be able to obtain a quasiparticle transport equation. Our purpose in this
section is to obtain, explicitly, the zeroth-order dependence of Sec. II; specifically, we calculate the con-
tribution of order s™! of g, and the contributions of order s of 1%, 12, 12 and £°.

We have indicated that the poles of g, give a contribution of order s™!; we now see how this contribution
is evaluated. Note first that we only have to consider g, (&, q, §, @) for |§|<max(87!, w)< . In (3.13),
this is obvious because of the tanh factors; for the same reason, it is necessary to consider (3. 16) only
for | §| < u, and since the contribution of £° (8", §,w)is important only for small values of & when & is
small, it follows that in (3.16), as well, g, (¢*,q, §’, ) is needed just for |§'| < p. Writing

g (k,q, §w)=[8+w- (ek+q/2—u)—ReMk+q/z(é’+w)—iInﬂWk+q/2(8+w+in)]‘1

x[&- (ek_ /2" u)—ReMk_q/z(é’)+iIka_ q/2(<5’+i7))}'1, (4.1)

and noting, as will be shown, that |[ImM (&) | is of order s for | §| <max(8™!,w), we see that g, is impor-
tant for values % such that the real parts of the denominators in (4. 1) are of order s. Consider then the
equation

é’-(ek-u)—ReMk(é’)=0; 4.2)
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for small &, we assume this equation defines a one-to-one continuous relationship between & and |k I with
(|®]- kp)/kp<<1. Letting E, (the quasiparticle energy) be the value of & determined by (4.2) for fixed

k ] (as we are going to integrate over |k | , we need keep only the part of E; independent of impurities),
we have
aReMk(G)

By . (4.3)
08 E,

8-(e,-u)-ReM (8)=8-E, -Re[M,(8)-M,(E )] Z(6-E,) |1-

k

For the use of (4.3), it is assumed that the coefficient of §~ Ejis of order 1 and only varies significantly as
a function of |Zl, over a range of order k. This coefficient is the inverse of the renormalization constant,
e.g.,

8Re M, (8) -1
2 =[1-— F "~
9
13 8 Ek

(4. 4)

Note that, for our purposes, impurity contributions to z; can be neglected as they introduce terms of high-
er order ins. From (4.3), (4.4), and (4.1), for small ]rk‘ - kf, we have, to the desired accuracy,

(Zk)z

gz(k, q, g’ w): ’
{[8+w-3G- Fk)-Ek]+i‘yk(é’+ w)H[E+ 3T - Vk)—Ek]-iyk(é’)}

(4. 5)

where ¥, = -V.k Ey, is the quasiparticle velocity of magnitude v¢, and yk(é’ )=z p!ImM, ()| is the quasiparticle
width. From this equation we see that the significant values of lkl lie in a range of order s/vp; over this
range we may ignore the variation of vp and ImM k(é’) as functions of |k| . A sum over & of g, taken with
any function B}, (varying slowly over a range of order s/vp) is now easily evaluated (by use of the method
of partial fractions and cognizance of the discontinuity of the logarithm across its branch line) to give

dﬂk 2171'sz
EEBkgz(k’ K g’w)=_[lkl=kF 4n D(0) w—Vk-§+i['yk(é’+w)+yk(é’)] By 4.6)

where D(0) =kp?/vF2n?® is the density of states at the Fermi surface. (We have here used the fact that
Epp=0. 28) For completeness, we remark that the contribution to (4. 6) from large values of k does not
diverge since g,(#)—~m?/k* as k-« ; clearly the (finite) contribution from this region does not give terms
of order s~! and so may be ignored.

In order to complete the investigation of the contribution of g,, we now evaluate -yk( 8). The evaluation
of the imaginary part of the self-energy for small values of § is most conveniently carried out by use of
a technique due to Langer?22 for the determination of the branch discontinuities of functions occurring in
many-body theory. This method, which is an adaption of one developed by Landau3® for field theory in
high-energy physics, works as follows: To determine the discontinuity of a function in one of its fre-
quency variables, first consider in a skeleton diagram for the function, all sets of fermion lines the appro-
priate sum (or difference) of frequencies of which equals the external frequency of interest. It is easy to
find such a set of lines since the severance of the lines belonging to it cuts the fermion part of the diagram
into two pieces (which may still be connected by dashed impurity lines); one of the pieces has external
vertices with total incoming (the other with total outgoing) frequency equal to that in which the singularity
is being determined. The contribution to the discontinuity from a given set of lines is calculated by as-
suming that all the singular behavior comes from these lines. All such contributions for each pertinent
diagram are added together to get the total discontinuity of the function of interest. (In connection with
this, see Ref. 20 for the treatment of overlapping singularities.) We remark that under certain circum-
stances the use of this method becomes dubious: This happens when one of the internal lines of a diagram,
not a member of the set of lines singled out as described above, has values of energy and momentum which
are restricted to lie near a propagator pole by the small values of certain external parameters and by the
frequency & function and fermion occupation factors introduced in the evaluation of the discontinuity.
Specifically, this situation occurs when there is a pair of lines, with momentum-frequency difference (or
sum) equal to externally determined values, one of which is a member of the set of lines used to evaluate
the discontinuity; the other member of the pair is then a line of the general type described above. This
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problem is relevant when the discontinuities across the real axis are being considered for the variables
8, &+w in A%w(k, 8) and for the variables &, §+w, &', §'+w in Tpths g (8', 8, w); no difficulty of this sort
is encountered in the consideration of the self-energy part or in the 1rredu01ble scattering function 13
(see Fig. 6).

It is useful in the application of the techniques described above to the determination of the imaginary
part of the self-energy to distinguish terms which are not directly proportional to the impurity density
(and are thus represented by diagrams with no explicit impurity lines) from those which are proportional
to nonzero powers of z; (with diagrams having explicit impurity lines). As we just have to keep terms
of order s in calculating y£(8), we need only evaluate terms of the latter type proportional to n;. The
contribution of such terms can be written [see Fig. 1(b) for a representative dlagram]

Mk‘”(é’iin)=nit(k,k,é’d:in), 4.7

where ¢t (k, B, §+in) is just the diagonal matrix element of the { matrix for a single impurity in the Fermi
liquid. The diagrams for the off-diagonal element t(r', R, Sizn) are the same as those for M), except
that the momentum transfer is restricted to k’ — % instead of O and the factor n; is dropped. The sets of
lines which can cut the fermion part of M in two pieces contain one, three or in general an odd number
of lines. The discontinuity obtained from considering a set with three lines gives a factor g-2u~* or w?/u
[as we shall see when considering the other part of M(8)]; thus, a contribution of this type to the discon-
tinuity of MV is at least of order s? and can be dropped. Sets with a greater number of lines clearly
yield even higher orders in s and need not be considered. The discontinuity from the sum of all sets
containing only one line is given by

Ika(l) (8 +in):%[Mk(l) (é’-}-in)—Mk(l)(g—iT] )]

ImM, ,(8+in)
[8—(ek,—u7—ReMk,(é’)] [Ika,(é’H'n)]2

=n, k,t(k,k’,é’+i77) t (k' kyE~in). (4.8)

We are interested in this formula for small &, and thus, we again use the fact that ImM is of order s.
Inasmuch as n; is of order s in smallness, we see that we only have to keep the contribution from the
denominator in (4. 8) of order s-!. This is done as in the discussion given above for the contribution of g,.
Assuming that ¢ (%, k', § +in) is not rapidly varying as a function of its momentum variables, we have

1) %
i, m)=Ly 1 (8)-- fT DOz, ¢k, 17, §+in)]?, 4.9)
k

where we have used the fact that ImMp(8 +4n ) must be negative, [This follows from Eq. (3.2) and the
analyticity of GE(8) in the upper half-plane. ] A result of this form for zero temperature Green’s func-
tion was obtained in Refs. 23 and 24. Note that the assumption that the ¢ matrix is slowly varying in mo-
mentum means that 'Vkl (8) is slowly varying as well.

We now discuss the contribution to the imaginary part of the self-energy of the terms not directly pro-
portional to the impurity density [see, for example, Fig. 1(a)]. This part which we call M, ©(§) has, as
we indicated, a diagrammatic representation which is precisely the same as that of the seltk energy in the
case of a pure system. The sets of lines which when cut, separate the skeleton diagrams for M}, ® (§) into

FIG. 6. This diagram is an example of the situation
k+q/2,€+w in which the use of the technique described in the text
for the evaluation of a discontinuity is in doubt. For
the calculation of the discontinuity at Im(8+w) =0 of
this contribution to A%(8,w), the method calls for the
consideration of the detailed behavior of only the three
fermion lines cut by the light diagonal line; however,
when ¢, §, w, ﬁ“i are all small, the behavior of the
propagator represented by the line labeled 2’ —3g, 6'
cannot be ignored because of the proximity of its vari-
ables to its quasiparticle pole which is forced when the
discontinuity is being evaluated.

k-q/2, &
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two pieces, have an odd number, greater than 3, of lines. The contribations of sets containing five or
more lines to the imaginary part of the self-energy for small frequency § are smaller than those obtained
from sets containing three lines by powers of su~?*,2%3% and thus, may be ignored. The calculation of the
imaginary part of the self-energy from consideration of sets of three lines has been done by Eliashberg!*
(see as well, Ref. 15) and in part by Langer,** For |&|< max(w,8~?) and k|~ kp, we have to lowest
order in s

P ko dﬂk
) in)=— =(~ —_—l 2 p2
2, ImM, (8+in) 7 &)=(-mn 2 yy yps D(O)zkzklzk2
0,0,
lkz.|=kF
. SRRSO
X2 bk rk’kz,k”mkz_kl‘ (kv )76 (1 +ky =y =1)
1 cosh(B8/2)

x [__dé&ds, .10)

8 cosh(B&,/2)cosh(B8,/2)cosh[ g(E+8,-8,)/2] ’

where i‘z’ is a unit vector in the direction of Ei’ and T is just the scattering function evaluated at §;=0.

In order to obtain this result, it must be assumed that T" is an insensitive function of its arguments [this
makes 'ykp(é') insensitive to 12| as well]; of course, this is not true for angular regions corresponding to
such situations as forward scattering, however, as these regions are very small, no difficulty occurs in
an integral over all angles. Also, away from these angles, the imaginary parts of the frequency argu-
ments in the I'’s appearing in (4.10) are arbitrary; alteration of these imaginary parts merely introduces
factors of su~'<« 1, thus, we may simply write |I'|? in (4.10). The frequency integrals in (4.10) have
been carried out!* and give

aQ, do
Pg)- 1,31 B& T 5 Ry Ry g2 2513 .3 _ 3
v, (8)= %7 szka[n( ﬂ) ozo, e |z D(O)Pk,kz,kl,k+k2—kll 5(kk+k2-k1[—1)].

1v2

(4.11)

In this expression, the factor z2D(0)I" is of order unity [in He?, for example, this factor is of the same
order as the ratio of the effective mass (m*=£p/vF) to the bare mass, this ratio is of order 1]; it follows
therefore, that for | §|xmax(8-!,w)

'y‘b(é’)~ﬁ'2/p~s, for w< g™, and y‘b(é’)~w2/u~sz/u, for wzp7t, (4.12)

The second part of Eq. (4.12) reflects the fact that interparticle scattering is unimportant when the tem-
perature is less than the frequency of the driving field — in the case of a pure system this is the collision-
less regime ~ it is useful to have this result nevertheless, since it essentially gives the (very small) val-
ue of the damping for such collective modes as zero sound** (in a pure system). Collecting our results
we have for 181 S max(g™!, w)

; 2
-z, ImM_ (§+in)=v, (8)=v 1(5)+"yp(é’)+0(s /u). (4.13)
k k R k k
We have completed the evaluation of the contribution of the factor g, in Sec. IL. It is now necessary to
evaluate the other terms 72 and £. The term 72 gives a contribution of order s or higher because it is
directly proportional to powers of #;; we need consider here only that part proportional to »; which gives
[a diagrammatic representation is found in Fig. 3(a)] for
Im&<0, Im(8+w)>0, le,k_q(g, w) = nit(k+ Lq, k' +5q, S+ w+imte’ -~ 3q, k- 2q, §~1in), (4.14)
b

where ¢ is the single-impurity ¢ matrix discussed earlier. We have already assumed ¢ to be slowly vary-
ing in its momentum variables (compared with the characteristic momentum s /v F); if also the frequency
derivative does not introduce a factor s~!, we may write to order s

i.2

I _q(é’,w): n; |t(r, k', 8+im)|2. (4.15)

k'R
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Note that to the appropriate accuracy

47

Unlike the impurity term, the contribution of £° to Sec. II is of order s because of the limitation of the
frequency integral imposed by the hyperbolic functions of the frequencies. It follows that terms with any
direct proportionality to s in £°, such as those with factors n;, may be ignored. We can thus consider
the same contributions to £° as analyzed by Eliashberg'? !5 for the pure case. To determine these con-
tributions, we note from (3.17) that we need the values of the discontinuities across the real axis in the
variables (8’~ 8) and (8+ 8’+w) of the function PT, , (8’, 8, w). Since these variables are bosonlike
(in their discrete form they are integral multiples of ’Zm'/B), the evaluation of the discontinuity for them
involves (in the method previously described) sets of even numbers (=>2) of lines. The evaluation of the
discontinuity for four or more lines leads to contributions of order s? or higher and will not be made here.??
Consideration of sets of two lines the sum or difference of the frequencies of which is equal to one of the
variables 8~ § or &+ &’+w shows that such pairs can only occur in diagrams for {31“ having no intermedi-
ate cuts g;(k", g, §"',w); thus, we need only consider the discontinuities in the function I in these vari-
ables. The diagram appropriate for the evaluation of the discontinuity in §’- § is shown in Fig. 3(b),while
that for the variable (§+ §’+w) is found in Fig. 3(c). For |&[, 8’| <max(8™!, w) and |%|, |&’| ~kp, one
finds for the discontinuity in §’~ &, to the desired order, !4, 15

i a2, i 2
7y (8) = n[ D(O)zkzk, 1 k’k;q(g’ w). (4.16)

ae
_p I , _pIIo , _ L
AT=T ok o851 (g, gy (85 6:9) ‘”[OZ ar D<O)zklzk1+k’-klr ’,kl,k1+k'—k,k'2
1
1 s o, = o sinh[ g(8’ - §)/2] .
X kaF 5(|k1+k ‘ki—l)jl f_mdé’l COSh(B(%/z)COSh[ﬁ(gl+g’—g)/z] ’ (4'17)

for the discontinuity in 8+ &'+ w, we have

an
_p, I p IV _ ﬂr[ k 1
AJ =TT =TT == ? 5D 0)z, z
1

[ —

r ’
X k+k’-kll k',k,kl,k+k-kll kpl

A, A °° sinh[B(8+ &'+ w)/2]
< o(|k+k' =] - 1):,]:00 46, cosh(B8,/2) cosh[B(E+ 8"+ w - &,)/2]" (4.18)

In these two equations, the functions T are defined as after (4.10); in order to obtain this form, the fact
that the main contribution in these expressions comes from &, < u has been used. The dependence of the
functions T in these expressions on ¢, w has been dropped, since it introduces terms of order s? in the final
result.

The discontinuities A jI only account for part of £°, to simplify writing the rest, we define a function

which is an average of fr‘(z,z) over some of its branches; thus,
p a ’ _ 1 p II ’ p IV I
0Tty g8 &)= 2L0T (3, 2y, 4{85 & 40T (g g)p; (85 6 - (4.19)

We shall be interested in this function for |81, | §’| <max(8~!,w) and |k|, |k’I~kp, in this region it can
be characterized ds a similar average 12 of pr @,2 ,blus the sum of all terms contributing to g’ r @, 2) having
at least one of the sections of the type gl(l= 1,3). Interms of I'? and the discontinuities A;I we ¢an write

the four branches of OP T2,z in the region mentioned as I
I a I a
;’,’r @, =T +3 (&, 1-4,1), fr @,5=T +3(8,1+4,1),
I a v
Prie s =T =4, 1-2a,1), 51‘(2’2)=1"a—%(A11+A21). (4.20)

From (4.20) and (3.17), we now easily get

£Z'k'q(g,’ 8, w) = I"Z,k,q(é", 8, w){tanh[1B(8’+w)]- tanh(£B88’)} + +4,I{2coth[$8(8'~ 8)]- tanh(3:88’)

—tanh[3B(8"+w)]} + 34, 1{2 coth[3 8(8+ 8+ w)]~ tanh(3 BE’) — tanh[£8(&’' + w)]} . (4.21)
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It is appropriate here to make an identification of the function I'?; this is an important step in showing
how the reactive part of the transport equation is related to the zero-temperature Landau equation,'?, 23,2
First let us emphasize that because of the tanh factors multiplying I'? in (4. 21), we only have to determine
it to zeroth order in s (as a consequence we need not consider terms with direct proportionality to #; ).
With this in mind, let us investigate I 4. Assuming that the interaction matrix elements occurring in the
irreducible scattering function are slowly varying functions of ¢ (the problem of the long-range or Cou-
lomb interaction must be handled separately; it is briefly discussed in Sec. VI), we find that the only pos-
sible significant dependence of I% on ¢ must come from the internal lines in diagrams for it. However, in
such graphs no two lines are required to have a frequency (momentum) difference with value w (q), thus,
there is no forced near coincidence of propagator poles in I and we conclude that the difference of this
function from its value at ¢,w =0 is at least of order s and hence may be ignored (an argument of this type
for zero-temperature Green’s functions is given by Noziéres®). Since the only possible zeroth-order de-
pendence on the temperature and impurity density in ¢ must involve the quasiparticle width, it follows
that the lack of coincidence of poles in I¢ means that we can evaluate it in the zero-temperature zero-im-
purity density limit. Inasmuch as we have removed the singular behavior (branch cut) in the frequency
variables by considering the average I?, we can reasonably expect that this function is slowly varying
with respect to §, 8", |k’ |, and |k’ | for values near the Fermi surface. More precisely, consideration of the
dependence on these variables would lead us to terms of higher order in s than are called for., The rest of
the terms contributing to I'? all have diagrams with a number of pairs of lines with momentum, frequency
differing by q,w; however, these come only in the form g, ;(¢’’,q, §"',w) and are always sandwiched be-
tween factors I which are, according to our assumptions, ’slowly varying functions of 2’/ near the Fermi
surface, It is clear that all the zeroth-order dependence on s of these terms can only come from the re-
gion around the poles in &, 5 near the real axis, i.e., for §~0and '] ~kp. Inthis region, we canre-
place g, 3(k",q &' w) by

T P18+ w=Ey o %V g8+ E=Byu_ pivy e (8] (4.22)

where the plus (minus) sign refers to gl(gs). Since both poles in (4,22) are on the same side of the real
axis, we obtain upon integration over |k’/| essentially the momentum derivative of the slowly varying I
factors; thus, there is no s dependence in zeroth order. Having considered all terms in I'?, we can now
conclude that I'? can be taken as its zero temperature, wavelength, frequency, and impurity density limit.
As in the case of I¢ , for our purposes, we can take I'? to be its value at §, §’ =0; moreover, since by
definition, I'¢ contalns no sections g, (so that diagrams contributing to I'® are those which would contrib-
ute if w =0),we can identify it with the function I, %%(8’8) defined by Landauss 6,15 which in the zero-
temperature case is the limit of I as w/g—~0, ¢—0. This is the connection that allows us to identify the
reactive part of our transport equation with the zero-temperature Landau equation, Just to complete this
discussion, we note the symmetry of the function I',p +2 with respect to the interchange of %z and 2’ .

We have discussed the s-dependent features of expressions involving Sec. II (with factors g,); in Sec. V,
we interest ourselves in the properties of some of the functions not involving sections of this type.

V. TERMS INDEPENDENT OF SMALL PARAMETERS (s); WARD IDENTITIES

For the same reasons cited in the case of I'?, the functions o/, 1%, and @ do not depend on the quanti-
ties characterized by s, when evaluated to zeroth order in that parameter. (In particular, direct depen-
dence on the impurity density #; can be neglected.) The importance of these functions is that they provide
the important s-independent quantities which enter into the theory. In this section, we display some iden-~
tities involving these functions which will allow us to make a physical interpretation of the quasiparticle
transport equation we obtain.

We begin our considerations with a discussion of the functions % AO‘ (B, 8§). 1t is taken for granted that
near the Fermi surface these functions are slowly varying in Ikl over a range of order s/vF. The slow-
ness of variation with respect to & (in the sense that this variation leads to no contribution of zeroth order
in s) needs some elaboration. We give a plausibility argument as we did for I'?, i.e., we suggest that if
the discontinuities in ,A across the cuts In§ =0 and Im(&8 +w) =0 do not involve contributions of zeroth or-
der, then for | §] gs, we can safely take ;A (&) to be its value at §=0. We pointed out in Sec. IV, that
the techniques for evaluating discontinuities of Langer2:2%2 must be applied with great caution when pairs
of internal lines with frequency-momentum difference fixed at w,d are present. Such pairs are found in
oA (as well as in? I which occurs in Q); however, by definition, they cannot be in the form g,, but must
be either g, or g,. It is the essence of an argument of Eliashberg?® that complications are introduced by a
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pair of lines of the type described above when factors g, are involved, but not otherwise. The Langer
technique gives the correct result when only factors g, and g, occur. As was pointed out above, contribu-
tions to ,A directly proportional to #; need not be taken into account; thus, we need only consider the dia-
grams for ,A which occur in the case of a pure system. The discontinuities in such diagrams in the vari-
ables & and & +w are determined by cutting, in the Langer method, three or a greater odd number of lines;
it follows that the discontinuities are proportional to s when | §| < max (8 ™!, w) and thus, may be ignored.

Some important properties of the functions ;A are embodied in the Ward 1dent1t1es11 15,6,37,38 which we
review here, In a way similar to that used by Nozieres and Luttinger™ to reach their Eq. (4.32) and (4. 33),
we find

M (é’ +w ) - M (é’)
1- wm —1+Z> G /+wm)Gk/(gnl)rklk;O

&,,8,0 V=A% (&8&) (5.1)

Ow
m

thus, it follows that

aMk(é’ +i7M)
- A S— 1ri1aq 374
1-Re 32 lim 3| Aow(k,é’)+A Ow(k,é’)]. (5.2)
w~-0
In order to obtain a relationship between A and Eq. (5.2), which for |k|~kp and §=E}, is the inverseof the

renormalization constant z;, we separate, as in Sec. III, terms with factors g, from the rest; thus for
|2l ~kp and | §|<s we have to zeroth order

Sy, k&)e0as (k8] =5N (k6

aq,,
' s’ k5 r(gt w ' o1
"2y f f o T V) @ ey Mo €67 (5.3)
Rk,

In this equation,
N'(8,w)=(1/2w){tanh[ 3 8 (& +w)]-tanh (38 8)}, (5.4)

note that the integral of N’(§,w) over &§ is unity and that in the limit w -0, N’ is the negative derivative
of the Fermi function;

F, ., zszD(o)r" (5.5)

kR k'R

Ty
k1, 11 =k,

(we have used here the fact that Zk 1s 1ndependent of k in zeroth order). To be able to use (5.5) we have
replaced 3 (; Lo, 1y +ol(z,3) bY @ I‘(2 2 +f’I‘(2 2y) Which, by the argument given earlier, is accurate to
zeroth order in's. Similar reasoning allows us to use 2A in (5. 3).

An important feature of Eq. (5.3) is the fact that it is not dependent on the value of w; to see this we
study the function *A*; (k, §). Note that the special case of ¢=0 of Eq. (3. 16) is rotationally invariant and
thus at the Fermi surface we need not consider the ¥ dependence. 2A% (é’) is conveniently represented
as the sum of two functions; one, X, is the part essentially 1ndependent of, &, while the other y ’,,(8)
has all the & dependence. These functions satisfy [see Egs. (4.9), (4.10), ( 4 15) (4.17), (4.18), and
(4.21)]

ae, ., )
Xy ot o [ g Ty [ 48 NE g (/o wily (64 (8w}, (5.6)
, 2pt, (87) At (87)
’ Al Ow . [) Ow
xw(g)_lcké’ +ché’8w

w+i[y (8" +y(8"+ w] w +i[y(8") +v(8 +w]
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ily(8) +y(8 +w)]
w +i[y(8) + Y(8 +w)]

2A40w (8). (5.7)

Here C? and C? are, respectively, impurity and interparticle scattering functionals; thus,

2 / dnk'
’ . \12
Crg L rgr =2mn 2, ooy , "6 V%8 (5.8)
ke

[y, ]=T / %, d“k 1 4 2 |
and Y, rpr) =2 z  D7(0) [d8.d&,|T, |26
ké’B R'8" "1 o0 z'k h m kgo, Tk Jag a8, By, biky—ky, By, B

X (BB, = ] = 1) { N'(8,0) (COSh[%B(gﬁw)] cosh(368,)

1
o8 N (8, w) \ cosh[zB(8+w)] * cosh(288) ) cosh(388,)cosh[ 28(8+ 8, ~ §))]

_ iy N'(&,, w) (cosh[%B(<§’2+w)] . cosh(3B8,) > ’ 1
ky8, N'(8,w) \ cosh(zp8) cosh[38(8+w)] /  cosh[3B8,]cosh[z8(8+ & +w - 8,)]
_1y < cosh(38) . cosh[3B(8 +w)] 1 } (5.9)
k& \ cosh[38(8+ 8, &)] cosh[1BE+w + 85~ &,)] > cosh(388,)cosh(388,) | ° ’
For future reference, we define a functional 5P closely related to C? , i.e.,
Note the important fact® that for a rotationally invariant function y g,
’ b n.
fdé’N(é’,w)Ckng[yg]—O, (5.11)

clearly, also C ké[y gl vanishes. From (5.7), (5.11), and the properties of X, and xw(é’) it easily fol-
lows that

B ’ w 274
= [d8N'(8,w) &) iG] a0 8) . (5.12)

Putting this into (5.6), we get

ag,
X, = oA +20 f4 X (5.13)

the solution of this equation is clearly independent of w. From (5.3), (5.12), and (5.13), we can identify
X, With %(‘A“Ow +3A4Ow) which is thus also w-independent. Note also, from the remarks following (5. 2),

that xw=1/zk. (5.14)

Equations (5.13) and (5. 14) will prove extremely useful in obtaining a quasiparticle transport equation.
Another Ward identity which we need is much simpler and is important in determining the relationship
of the induced current density to the quasiparticle distribution; it reads'*

k aMk(8+i'r]) i

-2, Re—p—— = H}A%G, 8) + A%, 8)] . (5.15)
o
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The definition of V%, the quasiparticle velocity,

. BEk e 8Mk(é’+in) aMk(é') .
vk =— :1’7L + Re~——————_’ + Re—————ag Vk (5- 16)
ok ok E E
k k
leads to the result
0% =tz L A%, 8) + 2A%, &) (5.17)
k 2%pl o ’ 0 ’ &~0 - :

Since we are interested in (5. 17) only to zeroth order in s, we can ignore impurity effects and can write
for lkl~kp

’ k'

a 2 o _ aé o ’ ’ .
v = 2poh & 8| g o =2 [ Ty Ly QR 858 g s (5.18)
the firstequalityfollows from the discussion at the beginning of this section and the second follows from
Eq. (3.15).

As a final result of this section, we derive a useful identity for the zeroth-order part of hko. From
Eq. (2.13), it is evident that forw_ #0, h(0, wm) =0, Analytically continuing in the upper half-plane,
we find, as well, that 7(0, w) vaniysnhes; thus, from (3.13), it follows that

dé
b=~ [ a0, 8,0) 20N (8,0 24 (&, 8)
adQpr .
- fi—i;gi— Z)o, f———47,k D) Q &, k', &, &) 5'~0(zk’)2xw (5.19)

Here we have used Eq. (5.12), and we take [see Eq. (3.14)]

QU k" ,8,8 )=k, %", 8,8 41 6(8 - é”)ékk, . (5. 20)

Normally, we use 20 in a sum over % with a function B, which is not a rapidly varying function of | %I
at the Fermi surface; from (4. 6), it follows that such a sum is given by

SB RS ==2 J d——QkD(O)(B ). z,2 (5.21)
R T T ar QU Xy .
1kl =k
F
“d§’ ' ’
where (BQ)k: 14‘—171‘ > ,Bk,Q(k B, 8 ,é’)|é,~0_ (5.22)

We have now built up the machinery for the derivation of a quasiparticle transport equation, which is
the subject of Sec. VI.

VI. QUASIPARTICLE DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION AND TRANSPORT EQUATION

In this section, we shall show-that a quasiparticle distribution can be defined which depends on spin o,
direction on the Fermi surface I?,, and frequency 8. The partial connection of this function to the bare-
particle distribution function will be discussed and its relationship to the current and particle densities
will be explicitly determined. Finally, we shall obtain a transport equation for this quasiparticle distri-
bution function. The reactive part of this equation is of the Landau form!?; the absorptive part is the sum
of an impurity scattering term of an expected form,”’—!° and an interparticle scattering term.?

To begin our considerations, let us study Eq. (3.13) for (g, w); using Egs. (4.6), (5.19), and (5.20),
we obtain for the impurity averaged bare-particle distribution function to lowest order in s,
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qu(k) g
— = (g, W) = [ 2N (8, Wwle,(k, 0, 8, W) *A* (&, 8)
¢qw qw
_ as,, _
-£,(k,0,8,0) %A%y (£, 8)] + f4m o | ,fsz_t;T D(0)Q (&, %", &, 0)
x [a8' N' (8", W, )*{ @ 2A4qw(k',é" )-x,} - (6.1)

w—Vk,-EH‘[ Y (8" +w) +y ,(8")]

[In this equation, we have used the fact that the integral over & of N’ (&, «) is unity.] Just as in the case
of hp0, discussed in Sec. V, we avail ourselves of the fact that f is normally used in a sum over % with
a smooth function By; thus, we have, for the induced quantity associated with By,

asy, N
TBel =2, lkf F——G——D(O)zk(BQ)k Jas  fk,0,8). ©.2)

Here, we have used Eqs. (4.6), (5.22), and the definition

— ~ — At — o
nqw(k’ o, 5)/¢qw =N'(8, w)qu(k, g, 8)

_N'(6, w){ © 2,20 (2, 8) _zx }; 6.3)
w0, +ily, (8 +0)+y,(6)] koqo kl=ky, K@

we shall identify 7, qw (k 0, 8) with the deviation of the quasiparticle distribution function from local quasi-
particle equ111br1um From our identification of I'? with T'¢ (see Sec. IV), we are led to describe the
total induced quasiparticle distribution function by

aQ

5 = % ’ r B = X
nqw(k,o,8)=nqw(k,o,8)—N (8,0 [d8 Zc,f~—4—ﬂ—F (&', 0", 8". (6.4)

ke Pqw

If we define a function Fpj¢ on the Fermi surface so that it satisfies

Fkk'szk’J’ZU" ,,f T Ferr e 6.5)
&' "1= ke

(note that since Fis symmetric with respect to interchange, so is F), we can easily write the inverse of
the relationship (6.4), namely,

a,,

_ - , 3 - ,
nqw(k, o,é')znqw(k, 0,8)+N'(8, w) [d& Z;U,f—‘ﬁ——F %, 0", 8" . (6.6)

RE' nqw

(For a discussion of the physical significance of the difference between » and 7 see, for instance, Refs. 6,
7, and 9.)

To justify our identification of 7, and thus, #, we now show that the special cases of (6.2) which give
the induced current and particle densities can be written in the standard form for quasiparticles.!;% 7 For
the particle density we have

ae

% A )

pqw=Zk qw(k)zE(T l‘k'[k -Zﬂ—D(O)zk(lQ)kfdé’nqw(k, 0,8) ; (6.7)
“FF

noting from (5. 22) and (3. 15) that (1Q), is just 2A* (¢, 0), we find by reference to (5.13), (5.14), and (6.4),
that
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dﬂk

=2 —— D(O)fdé’nqw(k,a, 8) (6.8)

[we have used again the fact that [d§N'(8, w)=1]. The current density is given by

k k
i =02 =2, /»-D(o >fd8n #,0,8); (6.9)

qw km “qw
Ikl—k

this result together with (5. 18) leads to the relation

dg,
RPN * po)w fdé’n *,0, 8). (6.10)

[In a translationally invariant system, another Ward identity, not discussed here, can be used to give the
current in terms of n, thus

a dﬂk koz

jqw =Z>O'IT’IT—D(0);Z— fdé’nqw(k,(f, é’) .] (6-11)
If in (6.8), (6.10), and (6.11), we think of the & integration as an integration over the quasiparticle ener-
gy, then we see that indeed these equations are in the standard quasiparticle form.

Now that we have defined the quasiparticle functions #» and 77, we are in a position to point out that it is
not possible, in any obvious way, to determine f completely in terms of #» or #; that is, of course, be-
cause the first term in (6. 1) does not have an integration over the variable |k| which is found in the fac-
tors g,. This feature is not unique to the impure case we are studying, but clearly is also relevant for a
pure system. In contrast with this result is the work on a pure system of Résibois'®!” and of Watabe and
Dagonnier'® and that on an impure system of Sigel and Argyres.?% 2 In these studies, a quasiparticle dis-
tribution function defined by the invertible relation » (k) Lp™Mpp ' Tqw (2") was found which made the
transport equation derived for f readily 1nterpretab1e in terms of the Landau theory. We stress that these
calculations were done tofinite order inthe interparticle (and the 1mpur1ty) interaction. We may speculate as
to the possible reasons for the differences in results: (a) The results of Res1bo1s etc., may not hold up to
all orders in the interaction strengths. (b) There may be more than one way to defme a quasiparticle
distribution function having appropriate features. In this connection note that in the theory of Eliashberg
for a pure system, and our work for an impure system, an important variable in describing » and # is the
frequency &; a variable of this type never occurs in the Résibois theory, instead the appropriate quasi-
particle distribution function depends on the magnitude of the momentum. This difference could indicate
that these two types of quasiparticle distribution functions differ in an essential way although, as we shall
see, they satisfy similar equations.

To get the transport equation satisfied by # (or #), we multiply Eq. (3.16) by the factor wzy, and then,
doing a little algebra, write it in terms of 7 [as defined in (6. 3)], thus,

asy, »
- - ~ k' = It o — Pr 1ot > >
(w—vk.qqu(k,a, é’)——a)E(,,f——‘hr Fkk,fdé’N (8 ,w)vqw(k,o,é’ )—vk.qzkxw]

. — N ] ’ — ’ ’ ’
= leé,[qu(k ,0,8 )+2 ]+zCkng[Vq * ,0,8 )+zkxw] . (6.12)

Here, we have used (4.21), (5.5), (5.8), (5.9), and (5.13). Itis not difficult to see® that when applied to
a constant the functional Cp vanishes; this is also obviously true of C’ thus,

P i -
Cké’ﬁw[zkxw]—cké’[zkxw] =0, (6.13)
Multiplying (6. 12) by ¢>qu'(<§’, w), we obtain the transport equation for »

~ - - A - - ’
wnqw(k; G; 8)—vk * qnqw(k; 0, é’)_vk * q¢qu (é’,w)
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- ifc gl B0 8N CL (7 B0 8] (6.14)

Bw

where we have used (6.4), (5.10), and (5.14). From (5.8), we can easily see that the impurity scattering
functional can be written

. Q
c’kg[ﬁqw(/%',o',g =2mn, [ o D(O)fdé’z Y . 8vin)|?

x5(8-8&' )[ (k’ o, é")—n (k g, &)1, (6.15)

which is the impurity scattering term as found in Refs. 23 and 24.

The discussion of €2 is a little more involved; we can discuss this functional in two regions which,
since they overlap, cover together the whole range for which the theory is valid. The first of these is
characterized by the inequality wB3<<1. Included in this region are the cases in which interparticle col-
lisions are important (i.e., y? 2 w) and as well, some of the cases in which they are not (i.e.,y? ~
~B72u 1< w< B7!), Defining the equilibrium Fermi function

BE

No(8) = (e" " + 1), (6.16)

we can write in this limit (wB < 1)

(k 0,8) =7, (k 0, 8) +55 N°(8) [d8'D f ,ﬁqw(k',o',é"), (6.17)

this follows since N'(&, w)~—8N°(8)/88. Note also

- 0 =
i B0, 8~ -5z &, (0,808,

8

The interparticle scattering functional in this regime no longer depends directly on w and can be written
after some trivial manipulation

’ 1 dg, d%, a9,
_ 1 '3
Cké’B[ ” (' o’ 8] =-3 OE [k l—k i ————4n pw D (O)fdé’ a8 dé’3zklzkzkzk
%
T 12em o4k, -k, ~k )0 5(8+6,-8 ~8.)
Ry ky Ry k 3 "1 2 70,+0,,0,+0 3 1 2
xL{Nq (%, o, g)N (k3,a 8.) [1—qu(k1,01,é’ N1 - 2, Y 52)]
—[I—Nq *, o, &1 - N (k3, 3 é’3)]Nq (k o é’) (k 82)}, (6.18)
where N (b,0,8) =N°(&) +7_ (,0,8), * (6. 19)
qw quw

and L is a linearization operator with respect to #Z. Note that (6. 18) is in the standard form of interfer-
mion scattering. For wp <1, then, the transport equation can be written

n w(I%,o, 8)-7,-4 (k 0,8)+7,-q9, N°(é’)
(k o’ é’)]Hc [n (;?,c',é")]. (6.20)

The second region in which a simple discussion of the interparticle scattering functional can be made is
characterized by the inequality y? <« max(w, qug,y?). Note that this region includes all 8 with fw >1 and
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in particular zero temperature; also note that it overlaps the region previously discussed (i.e.,wB<1),
thus, the two cases cover all temperatures with g-'p-1<<1. To see the behavior in the regime under con-
sideration, we show that it is consistent to assume that 7, (¢, 0, §) is independent of §. From (5.9) and

(5. 10) for a function ¥ independent of &, it is not hard to see that the integrals over frequency are of the
same form as in (4.10), and thus, as in (4.11) and (4. 12) we have

EPIN'E’, @I~ (672 0P IN (8, )7 < max (0, gvp ¥ N (8, )P

the interparticle scattering functional can thus be ignored and we are left with
(kaé’) v ﬁ I%cé’ k q¢> N(é’w)~1C g[n ®,0’, 8. (6.21)

We can remove the common factor N'(8, w) from (6.21) to get an equation satisfied by 7 (%, 0, &), which,
it is not difficult to see, has a solution independent of § (consistent with the assumption)‘.lw We can thus

use (6.21) to determme n and 7 or equivalently the relation for 7, (k o) (we drop the superfluous label &)
ag, . . .
— ~ = —_ ’ ’ > > - ->
w[qu .00, =Dy |G Fap g &0 )¢qw] -y B, -7, .40, ]
_in s (ot
=iC, [qu(k ,0 )¢qw] (6.22)

in the region under discussion. If, as well, we write Egs. (6.8), (6.10), and (6.11) in terms of

vqw(k o) ¢q by carrying out the 8 integrations, we recover the results of Betbeder-Matibet and
Noziéres?s,2¢ which are obtained by the use of zero-temperature techniques. [A cautionary note: If one
is interested in the damping of the undriven modes of the system, then Eq. (6.14) should be used especial-
ly it yP/yt21.]

To summarize our results, we have found a transport equation which for temperatures high enough for
interparticle scattering to be important has a nondissipative part of the usual Landau form and a dissi-
pative part which is the sum of the standard impurity and interparticle scattering terms. For lower tem-
peratures, the equation we get is equivalent to the zero-temperature results which do not include inter-
particle scattering.

VII. COULOMB FORCES The rest of the quantities involved in the trans-
port equation are calculated by using only proper
We discuss, finally, the modifications of the diagrams [i.e., those not having factors v(q)
theory necessary for the case of the long-range = 47e2/q?]. The screening of the long-range part
Coulomb forces. As this problem has been ade- of the impurity potential (if present) is included
quately handled for Green’s functions by Noziéres in the ¢ matrix; this result can be seen in detail
and Luttinger'! and in the book by Nozieres, ¢ we in the work of Langer.'®
just briefly state the major changes. The trans-
port equation obtained in this case is in the same ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
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